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of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 

Ireland,  appointed  to  meet  at  Westminster^ 

4th  February^  1834, 
in  the  Fourth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty 

WILLIAM  THE  FOURTH. 


Sonvtff  Oolnine  of  tjbe  SbtisAon. 


house  of  lords, 

Friday,  May  SO,  1834. 

MTmnrBs.]  Billa.  RomI  a  tMood  time:~N«Ty  Pay: 
PrioMUy  SodcCiea. 

PeCiliont  piaaifcd.  By  the  Earl  of  Euk>iv,  the  Bishops  of 
LicBriBLx>«  and  Bath  and  Wills,  ftom  several  Places, — 
afaiasi  die  Admissioo  of  Dissentcn  to  the  Univenitles. — 
By  the  Duke  of  RicRJioifD,  the  Earl  of  Hakkwood,  Lord 
SurnsLD,  aad  the  Bishop  of  Bath  and  Wblls,  from 
srvcial  Plaees,— 4«)r  the  Ameodnient  of  the  Sale  of  Beer 
Act — By  the  Dake  of  Sothsrland,  from  sevcnl  Dis> 
senliqf  CoBgCTfitions,  fi>r  ReUef  to  the  ]>issaitcn.~By 
the  Earl  of  Eldov,  from  Isston,  for  amending  the  Tithe 
LamL— By  the  Duke  of  Hamilton,  the  Earl  of  CAMPtit- 
Doinf,  and  Lord  Kriim>UL,  from  sereni  Plaoes,^br  a 
Better  Syatem  of  Chnxeh  Patraoage  in  Sootland.~By  the 
Earl  of  CAMPSBiKninv,  from  the  Handloom  Weavers  of 
several  Places,  for  Relief,  and  a  Board  of  Trade—By  the 
Manfieai  of  LomMm  oanny,  the  Earl  of  Eldon  ,  Visoount 
SraananMut,  and  the  Bishops  of  Lovnow,  Lichpibld, 
and  Bath  and  WsLLa*  from  teversl  Plaoes»*-fiv  Protection 
lo  tfie  Brtafaiished  Churdk — ^By  the  Duke  of  Hamilton 
aad  Eari  Gbbt,  from  sevctal  Places,  against  altering  the 
PrescBt  SysCen  of  Church  Patronage  in  Scotlnd.— By 
the  Maiquess  of  BaaAOALBAirB,  from  several  Places,  for 
a  Reform  of  the  Established  Chnrch.— By  the  Duke  of 
Hamiltow,  from  Gulston,  against  Drunkenness.— By  the 
Maniucm  of  Bin-a,  from  the  Directon  of  the  London  and 
Wfttfminater  Bank,  to  be  heard  by  Counsel  in  favour  of 
the  Bin  euMceiBlBg  them.— By  the  Marquess  of  Brbadal- 
SAMM,  and  the  Biahopeof  Lomoon,  Lichfibld,  and  Bath 
and  WsLLS,  from  aevend  Places— for  the  Better  Otaserr- 
aaee  of  the  LanTs  Day. — By  the  Duke  of  GLoucaaraR, 
md  Ifae  Bishops  of  Licrfisld,  frnm  sevenl  Places,— 
<gaiurt  the  CUms  of  the  Dissenters. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday t  June  2,  1834. 

ManmHL]  Pctttfoos  pracnted.  By  thoBarlofRoaBurav, 
from  the  Schoolmaslen  of  Lorn,  for  an  increased  Stipend. 
—By  Earl  SarroK,  from  tifo  Places,  for  the  Better  Ob- 
swanee  of  the  Lord's  Day. — By  the  Duke  of  GRArroN 
and  East  SBrroir,  from  several  Places,— in  frvour  of  the 
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Claims  of  the  Dissenters.- By  the  Earlof  WBsrMORBLAirD, 
from  Northampton,  against  the  Separation  of  C*hurdi  and 
State. — ^By  the  Dukes  of  Rutland  and  Wbllinoton, 
the  Marquesses  of  Bristol  and  Londonbbrrt.  Earis 
Wbgtmorbland  and  Falmgytth,  Lords  Prdohob,  Kbn- 
voN,  Ltnohurbt,  and  Hows,  and  the  Bishc^  of 
HBRBroRo  and  Gloucbstrr,  from  a  Number  of  Places, 
—for  Protection  to  the  Established  Church  against  the 
Claims  of  the  Dissenten. — ^By  Lord  Dacrb,  from  a 
Number  of  Places,  in  fiiTOur  of  the  London  and  South- 
ampton Railway  BilL 

Warwick  borough.]  Lord  Wyn-. 
ford  expressed  a  wish  that  something  should 
he  done  to  accelerate  their  Lordships'  deci- 
sion with  respect  to  the  Bill  for  regulating 
the  Borough  of  Warwick.  Many  witnesses 
had  heen  examined^  and  yet  they  saw  no 
end  to  the  case.  The  expense  was  enor- 
mous, as  those  witnesses  were  very  liber- 
ally paid.  They  had  as  yet  made  no  pro- 
gress in  proving  the  preamble  of  the  Bill, 
and  they  might  be  going  on  in  this  way 
for  three  or  four  months  longer,  unless 
some  an^ngement  could  be  made  to  bring 
the  matter  to  an  end. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  could  not  com- 
plain of  his  noble  and  learned  friend  for 
having  brought  this  subject  before  the 
House.  That  to  which  his  noble  and 
learned  friend  had  particularly  called  their 
Lordships'  attention — namely,  the  great 
expense  that  was  incurred-*- was  well 
worthy  of  consideration .  For  the  last  week 
or  ten  days,  very  little  progress  had  cer- 
tainly been  made.  At  the  commencement 
of  these  proceedings,  he  felt  very  great 
reluctance  to  appear  impatient,  or  to  do 
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anything  which  might  look  06  if  he  wished 
to  o))struct  evidence,  and  ko  long  as  any- 
thing was  brought  forward  which  bore  on 
the  preamble  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  inter, 
fere.  Rut  still  he  tliought  some  arrange- 
ment ought  to  be  made  as  to  the  c()m])a8a 
to  which  the  residue  of  the  evidence  should 
l)e  suifered  to  extend.  He  hud  not  the 
smallest  wish  to  cut  out  evidence,  but  he 
would  c:ill  on  counsel  to  adduce  that  evi- 
dence only  which  appeared  to  be  really 
material.  It  should  particularly  he  re- 
collected, tliat  this  was  not  the  only  Bill  of 
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anxioug  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite,  or  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  woolsack,  to  liring  thii»  matter 
Uh  an  end  as  soon  as  possible:  therefoie 
he  should  not  oppose  any  iiroposition  for 
efiecting  tliat  object.  For  himself,  he 
should  suggt'st,  that  the  best  mode  of 
proceeding  would  be  to  meet  early  in  the 
morning ;  and  go  through  with  the  evidepce 
from  the  beginning  to  tho  end. 

The  Duke  of  Cumberland  was  under- 
stood to  accede  to  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack. 


the  kind  then  l)efore  their  Lordshii^s.  It  ■  that  the  counsel  should  be  requested  to  con- 
wus,  on  the  contrary,  one  of  four  bills ;  and  >  fine  themselves  to  material  points.  It 
if  they  went  on  with  the  examination  of  i  would  1x5  most  inconvenient  to  meet  in  the 
fifty-nine  witnesses,  who  were  yet  uncx-  morning,  and  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl 
amined,  a  prorogatitm  of  Parliament  would  :  would  not  make  a  Moti(m  to  that  effect, 
take  place  before  the  number  was  ex-  I  Lord  I^ynHkurxl  said,  they  had  now  been 
hauHted.  If  it  could  be  so  arranged  that  I  upwards  of  three  weeks  considering  this 
the  evidence  given  in  this  Session  should  '  subject,  andj  from  the  anxious  attention  he 
be  accessible  in  the  next,  some  part  of  the  ;  hiui  paid  to  the  evidence,  he  could  safely 
difficulty  might  be  overcome ;  but  it  was  say,  that  the  counsel  at  the  Itar  had  made 
not  very  usual  to  take  such  a  course.  It '  little  or  no  ])rogress  in  establishing  their 
was,  indeed,  rather  to  l)e  avoided,  and  case.  Indeed,  during  the  last  three  or  four 
simply  on  this  account :  sitting  there  as  a  days  the  evidence  they  had  called  a)m- 
Juage,  he  should  not  be  doing  his  duty  to  ■  pletelv  contradicted  the  main  facts  on  which 


their  I^ordships,  if  the  cose  having  licen 
postponed,  he  did  not  sum  up  the  evidence 
in  the  following  Session ;  but  after  such  a 
lapse  of  time,  wnat  clianoe  was  there  that 
he  would  retain  the  impression  which  that 
evidence,  at  the  moment,  had  made  on  his 
own  mind — what  chance  was  there  that 
their  Lordships  would  retain  the  impression 
which  the  evidence,  as  given  in  their  hear- 
ing, had  created  in  their  minds  ?  Evidence 
might  be  made  to  appear  credible  or  in- 
credible on  paper.  It  might  be  made  to  ap- 
pear just  the  reverse  of  what  it  seemed  at 
the  time  when  it  came  from  the  witness's 
mouth.  The  expense  was  unquestionably 
very  great,  and  ought,  if  possible,  to  be 
avoided.  The  subject  was,  however, 
beset  with  difficulties,  and  he  wished 
that  be  could  see  his  way  clearly  through 
them.  He  had  merely  thrown  out  these 
observations  for  consideration,  leaving  it  to 
others  to  point  out  what  they  might  con- 
ceive to  be  expedient.  Some  rule  might, 
perhaps^  be  iulopted  by  the  learned  counsel 
(and  no  men  were  more  able  to  discharge 
their  duty  to  their  clients)  by  which 
they  could  confine  themselves  to  those 
points  of  tlie  case  on  which  they  thought 
they  could  confidently  rely,  while,  for 
the  present  at  least,  they  dispensed  with 
everything  that  did  not  appear  to  be  ab- 
solutely necessary. 
The  Carl  of  Durham  said,  be  was  as 


they  nested  tlieir  ease  at  first*  Nearly  a^ty 
witnesses  had  now  been  examined ;  and  he 
knew  so  much  of  the  experience  and  ability 
of  the  lefimed  Gentleman  at  their  Lord- 
ships' bar,  that  he  was  convinced,  if  they 
failed  in  making  out  a  case  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  witnesses  who  had  already  been 
heard,  it  was  but  a  waste  of  time  to  go  on 
with  the  witnesses  that  remained.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack  had 
called  on  counsel  to  state  the  points  to  which 
they  intended  to  direct  their  examination. 
He  approved  of  that  suggestion  ;  and  he 
had  attended  to  hear  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Harrisop,  It  was,  he  might  say,  a  state, 
ment  of  the  most  v^gue  description  that 
could  be  imagined  ;  and  he  left  the  House 
with  pretty  much  the  same  degree  of  inform- 
ation as  it  iiossessed  when  he  entered  it. 
Wliat  did  the  learned  counsel  say  he  would 
endeavour  to  prove  ?  1 .  Some  few  instances 
of  bribery.  2.  Acts  of  treating  to  a  consi- 
derable extent  before  testing  the  writ,  and 
many  afterwards ;  and  he  stated,  that  he 
would  connect  the  treating  before  testing 
the  writ  with  tl)e  treating  after  it.  The 
third  pro|K)sition  was,  that  he  should  prove, 
that  frauds  had  been  committedi  names 
having  been  placed  on  the  registers  that 
should  not  have  been  there ;  and  lastly,  he 
stated,  that  he  should  prove  the  existence 
of  great  viiihmce  and  tumult.  With  in- 
spect to  the  first  point;  even  if  they  g^ye 


Warwick  Borough, 


{June  2}         Church  Lands  (Ireland,)         6 


the  utmost  credit   to  tlic  witness'  Mac-  ' 
donough,  stai  not  more  than  ten  or  twelve  | 
cases  of  bribery  were  proved.     With  respect 
to   treating  before  testing  the  writ,  and* 
treating  after  it,  it  had  been  proved,  during  * 
the  kst  two  or  three  days,  it  was  wholly  • 
unsanctioned  by  the  candidates.     With  re-  I 
spect  to  the  nrgiiniont  as  to  improper  regis- 
tration, it  was  one  of  the  most  extraordinary 
reasons  that   ever  was  given  for  such   a 
measure  as  this.      It  was  an  attempt   to  j 
prove,  that  because  persons   unconnected 
with  the  Borough,  and  having  no  right  to  j 
vote  there,  had  got  their  names  impntpcrly  ♦ 
inserted   on   the  registers,  therefore  their  j 
Lnidships  were  called  on  to  disfranchise 
those  who  had,  by  law,  a  right  to  vote. 
To  attempt  such  a  thing  as  that  was  quite 
unexampled.     As  to  tlu;  riots,  it  appeareil 
thftt,  in  1831,  men  had  been  hired  to  pro. 
tect  the  nod  voters^  and  to  enable  theio  to 
vole,  in  onieequence  of  hostile  attempts 
whidi  bad  been  made  by  members  of  the 
Birmingham   Union.     It  was,  in  fact,  a 
nmtier  of  self'^efenee.     He  was  willing  to 
rest  the  case  on  the  statement  of  counHel  at 
the  bar,  and  even  then  it  could  not  stand. 
In  oonclusiDn,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
adverted  to  the  great  cKpenditure^  wliich, 
in  the  end,  most  amount  to  many  thou- 
sand pounds,  if  they  proceeded  in  this 
manner. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  objected  to  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Bill  in  the  morning.     If 
he  and  other  of  his  learned  friends  were 
obliged  to  attend  to  hear  the  evidence, 
justice,  both  in  law  and  equity,  would  be  to 
a  considerable  extent  suspended- 
Lord  Wyn/ord  said,  it  would  be  very 
desirable  to  hear  from  the  counsel  at  the 
bar  what  more   evidence  they  could   ad- 
duce to  supiwrt  the  charge  of  bribery .     The 
persons  who  had  absented  themselves  from 
this  inquiry  might  have  done  so  in  conse- 
quence of  their  poverty,  and  uot  from  any 
feeling  of  contumacy.     He  doubted,  how- 
ever, whether  they  couW  be  arrested  under 
a  royal  proclamation.     He  thought  it  was 
necessary  that   those  who   attempted  the 
arrest  should  be  armed  with   a   warrant 
from  that  House. 

Conn.%el  were  called  in,  and  their  Lord- 
sliips  proceeded  with  the  Bill. 
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llisvTBfl.1    Bia    RMdasccoii«tame:--LanctedSeeuTitics 
yffMa»  |^r«ffnlvd.    9y  Mr.  Cuius  F«Rav9M)N,  from 


Calcutta  for  Trial  by  Jury  in  Civil  Cases ;  also  finrsome 
Lq;idalive  Meanira  reiattag  to  Rod  Fro|iaty  in  India. — 
By  Mosre.  HooHiea,  Eukrtos,  Duodai.k.  CxaTwaioBT, 
and  R.  Palmkb»— ^igainst  Ailmi&sion  Xo  the  Univcrsitii's; 
and  by  Sir  Jomw  Tyrkll,  and  Mcssn.  Hall,  Dark, 
CAHTMrmiOfiT,  Baaiivo,  HALFoao,  and  BviXt^noo  a 
great  Number  of  PlaceSt— against  all  the  Claims  of  the 
Disscnters.~By  Lord  Gkimhion,  Sir  J.  Tyhkll,  Sir  J.  D. 
A«rLKT,  Memrs.  Hall,  Dark,  Haltord,  B««.l,  Baring, 
and  DuGSAiJt,  from  acvcral  Plaoa,—  for  Protcctian  to  the 
Eatabli*lied  Church.— By  Lords  Grims.ton  and  Hkmwi- 
KBR,  Sir  G.  Mdrray,  Sir  Earolkv  Wilmot,  Sir  11.  Camp- 
BBLL,  Sir  B.  WC  GufSK,  and  Mr.  Baillib,  from  several 
Piiwnsj- again't  Drunkwinwwi— By  Loid  GuiMiiroir,  iiir 
William  Fouuca,    and  Mr.    SAONDRRhov,    ttom  five 
Places,— for  the  Better  Obsenrance  of  the  Sabbath.— By 
iionl  GRiMMroir,  Sir  JoHir  Tvrbll,  and  Mcam.  Hbath> 
coTB  and  Halvord,  from  several  Places,— against  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By  Sir  Alrxawbkr  Hopk,  Sir  Georob 
Murray,   and   Mewn.    Listbr,    Rohinron,    Phfupr. 
BoLuira,   liroaAM,   Jambs   Oswald,    Baiixib,    and 
Palmkr,  from  a  Number  of  Places,— agaiiut  the  whole 
or  parts  of  the  Poor-Laws  Amendment  Dill. — By  Colonel 
Lrith  Hay,  from  Bormwsto«ne«,  for  Protcetioa  to  the 
Chureh  of  Sootlandt^By  Mr.  Hott,  from  Hull,  against 
Corporation  Abuses.— By  Mr.  Blamihjc,  from  Staplcton, 
against  the  Punishment  of  Death  tor  Offences  against  Pro- 
perty  By  Measni.  Philips  and  Dawson,  firom  several 

Plaooe,— against  Church  Rates.— By  Captain  Winning. 
TOW,  and  Messrs.  HuMPHBRYandTYRRLL,  ftom  sc\cral 
Dissenting  Congregations,— for  Relief  to  the  Dissenters — 
By  Mr.    Alderman   Thompsok,    Mr.   Hurr,   and   Mr. 
Chapman,  ftom  several  Seapoits.  tor  the  Repeal  of  the 
Reciprocity  of  Duties.— By  Mr.  Hxathcotr  and  others, 
from  several  Plaees,  for  re^macUng  the  Laboureis'  Em- 
ploymont  MeasuTS.-rBy  Mr.  Bailub,  from  the  Msster 
Sweeivrs  of  London  and  Westminster,  Ugainst  the  Chimney 
Sweeper^   Bill.— By  Mr.  Gabkbll   and.  Mr.  Bailmk, 
from  WakeAald  and  Bristol.— for   removing  the   Civil 
DisabUitles  of  the  Jem.— By  Sir  Gboeob  Murray,  from 
Perth,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Game   Laws.— By  the 
same,  Mr  Cutlar  Pbrousson,  and  Sir  H.  Campbbll, 
from  several  Paroehlal  Schoolmasters,  for  an  increascrl 
Stipend.--By  Mr.  Duopalb,  from  the  Debtors  in  Warwick 
Gaol,  for  abolishing  Imprisonment  for  Debt;  from  the 
Coal    Miners  of   Warwick,   for  exempting  such  Mines 
ttom  the  PaymSBt  of  Poor   RatM.— By  Sit  William 
GrisK   and   Sir   B.    W.    Folkks,    from  two  Places,— 
for  Relief  to  the  Agricultural  IntercsL— By  Mr.  Hirrr. 
from  Merchant  Seamen,  and  others,  at  Hull,  .^gainst  the 
Payment  of  Six]«ooe  to  Greenwich  Hospital ;  and  by  Mr. 
Robinson,    from   the  Seamen's    Hospital   Society,    for 
applying  such  Sixpences  for  the  Benefit  of  the  Widows.— 
By  Mr.  Cutlab  rBRotmaoM,  from   one    Place  for  a 
Better  System  of  Lay  Patronage  in  Scotland. 

Church  Lands  (Iiieland).]   Colonol 
Butler  presented  a  Petition  from  the  parish 
of  !St.  John,  in  the  city  of  Kilkenny,  very 
numerously  signed,  in  which  the  petition- 
ers stated,  that  they  were  by  no  means 
hostile  to  the  clergy  of  the   Established 
Church  being  fairly  remunerated  for  their 
services,  but,  as  they  were  convinced  the 
landed   property  of  the  church,  if  fairly 
let  at  anything  like  its   real  value,  would 
amply  afford  to  the  Government  the  means 
for  so  providing  for  them,  they  prayed  for 
a  total   abolition  of  the  odious  impost  of 
tilings,  as  they  were  the  constant  source  in 
Ireland  of  misery,  outrage,  and  too  often 
of  bloodshed,  in  the  rii^orous  exaction  of 
llitm.     l\e    |)orfe(*tly    agreed    with    the 
petitioners  in  evtry  respect,  and  most  |'3r 
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ticularly  so' as  regarded  the  shameful 
mismanagement  of  the  Charch-lands  in 
Ireland ;  and  be  should  take  the  liberty  of 
trespassing  on  the  patience  of  the  House, 
while  he  quoted  an  authority  on  the  sub- 
ject in  proof  of  what  the  petitioners  stated 
— an  authority  that  certainly  could  not  be 
suspected  of  any  desire  to  exaggerate  the 
said  mismanagement ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
verily  believed,  that  great  care  was  taken 
in  the  document  in  question  to  conceal  as 
much  as  possible  the  manifold  instances 
of  the  monstrous  misappropriation  of  the 
property  which  actually  existed.  The 
authority  to  which  he  alluded  was  the  (irsl 
report  of  his  Majesty's  Commissioners  on 
ecclesiastical  revenue  and  patronage  in 
Ireland,  dated,  Council  Chamber,  Dublin 
Castle,  March  1st,  1833.  Colonel  Butler 
then  proceeded  to  read  the  following  ex- 
tract from  the  said  report : — **  That  the 
general  mode  of  regulating  the  renewal 
fines  according  to  the  most  approved 
tables,  appears  to  be  nearly  at  one-tifth  of 
the  profit  rent  of  the  laud,  after  deducting 
the  rent  paid  by  the  lessees  to  the  Arch- 
bishops and  Bishops,  and  not  debiting  the 
tenants  with  the  value  of  their  buildings. 
.The  tenants,  however,  under  the  see  of 
Armagh  are  charged  one-eighth,  instead 
of  one-fifth  of  the  clear  yearly  profit,  after 
deductions;  and  it  is  observed  by  the 
Lord  Primate,  that  were  his  Grace  to 
adopt  the  same  mode  of  renewal  as  that 
practised  in  other  dioceses,  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  increasing  the  annual  income 
of  the  see  of  Armagh  by  the  sum  of 
6,260/.  149.  5d.  The  mode  of  calcula- 
tion is  taken  from  the  Bishops'  returns.** 
Among  the  signatures  afiixed  to  this 
report,  were  those  of  two  Archbishops, 
three  Bishops,  the  right  hon.  member,  the 
late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  the  Irish 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  half  a  dozen 
highly  influential  gentlemen,  who,  acting 
as  Commissioners,  must  have  been  fully 
informed  on  the  subject.  Thus,  then,  it 
was  proved,  that  in  the  see  of  Armagh 
seven-eighths,  and  in  all  the  other  dioceses 
in  Ireland  four-fifths  of  the  rents  of  that 
property,  paid  by  the  occupying  tenantry, 
which  ought  alone  to  be  appropriated  to 
Church  uses,  were  actually  in  the  posses- 
sion of  private  individuals,  owing,  as  he 
understood,  to  an  Act,  certainly  not  of  the 
reformed  Parliament,  which  allowed  the 
right  reverend  guardians  of  it  the  power 
to  receive  what  are  called  fines  for  renew- 
ing leaseSi  at  so  gross  an  undervalue,  that 


it  rendered  the  rents  of  their  lands  in 
point  of  fact  merely  nominal ;  yet  it  was  a 
power  generally  acted  upon,  and  often  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  in  a  manner  that  was 
very  discreditable  to  the  highest  dignita- 
ries of  the  established  religion.  He  had 
made  a  calculation  from  the  report  to 
which  he  alluded,  on  the  admitted  princi- 
ples as  regarded  the  rate  of  the  amount  of 
the  renewal  fines,  on  six  cases  in  the  see 
of  Armagh,  and  sixteen  in  other  dioceses, 
in  which  property  is  so  held  on  Bishops* 
leases  for  one  and  twenty  years,  contain- 
ing from  two  to  twelve  thousand  acres 
each  and  he  found  that,  in  the  first  six 
rases,  an  income  was  extracted  out  of  the 
lands  by  these  lessees  or  middlemen,  of 
no  less  a  sum  than  13,500/.  per  annum, 
and  in  the  latter  sixteen  32,753/.  7s.  5d. 
per  annum ,  the  total  amount  being  46,253/. 
75.  5d,y  not  taking  into  calculation  the 
value  of  buildings,  which,  in  many  cases, 
might  amount  to  thousands  of  pounds, 
and  which,  no  doubt,  when  added,  would 
bear  out  the  general  impression  on  the 
subject,  namely,  that  the  Bishops,  and 
other  high  dignitaries  of  the  Church,  did 
not  receive  more  than  one-fifth  or  one- 
sixth  of  the  actual  value  of  their  lands. 
He  concluded  by  saying  that,  as  he  had  a 
motion  on  the  book  on  the  subject  for  the 
1st  of  July,  he  would  not  at  present  enter 
into  further  particulars ;  at  the  same  time 
he  would  request  hon.  Members,  and  par- 
ticularly his  Majesty's  Ministers,  carefully 
to  peruse  the  authority  which  he  quoted  ; 
for  if  they  did,  he  had  no  doubt  they 
would  not  sanction  the  present  almost 
total  perversion  of  Church  property, 
whether  or  not  the  same  was  hereafter  to 
be  appropriated  to  the  uses  of  the  Church 
or  State.  Both  of  them  might  have  a  strong 
claim  on  it ;  but  certainly  there  was  no 
claim  to  it,  founded  upon  any  principle 
of  common  sense  or  justice  on  the  part  of 
private  individuals  further  than  the  residue 
of  their  existing  leases,  to  which  he  was 
willing  to  admit  they  were  entitledi  but 
only  entitled  as  a  vested  right  for  that 
period,  and  not  one  hour  longer.  As  for 
dealing  with  these  lessees  for  a  perpetuity 
of  leases  so  obtained  and  held  heretofore, 
no  matter  for  what  length  of  time,  under 
such  a  corrupt  system  of  renewal,  he  con- 
sidered that  it  would  be  a  fraud  on  the 
Church  and  the  people  of  Ireland  gene- 
r»lly.  On  the  Church,  as  it  would 
deprive  it  of  the  most  legitimate  means  of 
providing  for  the  clergy  of  the  Establish- 
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iiieol ;  on  the  people,  as  it  would  destroy 
the  only  way  in  which  a  total  abolition  of 
tithes  could  be  effected^  without  endanger- 
ing the  complete  overthrow  of  the  Pro- 
testant religion  in  that  country,  which  God 
forbid  should  ever  take  place. 

i^DMISSION    OF     DiSSRKTERS.]        Mr. 

Hughes  Hughes  rose  to  present  three  Peti- 
tions from  the  Ministers,  Churchwardens, 
and  Inhabitants,  of  the  several  parishes  of 
St.  Peter-in-tbe-£ast,  St.  Aldate,  and 
Holywell,  in  the  city  of  Oxford.  All  the 
petitioners  stated,  that  should  the  measure 
sought  by  the  Universities'  Admission 
Bill  (the  second  reading  of  which  had 
been  fixed  for  that  evening)  receive  the 
sanction  of  the  Legislature,  the  most 
serious  consequences  would  ensue ;  that  it 
would  be  an  infraction  of  the  ancient 
rights  of  the  Universities,  an  innovation  of 
their  discipline,  would  lead  to  schisms 
amongst  the  students,  to  the  overthrow  of 
those  regulations  which  time  had  proved 
were  so  essential  to  the  promotion  of 
learning  and  the  advancement  of  the 
great  and  solid  interests  of  the  country  in 
Church  and  State,  and  eventually  to  the 
subversion  of  the  established  religion  ;  and 
that  the  union  which  had  so  long  and  so 
beneficially  subsisted  between  the  Univer- 
sities and  the  Church  of  England  (deeply 
felt  by  the  petitioners)  would  virtually 
become  extinct;  .but,  beyond  what  the 
petitioners  had  thus  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  there  was  another 
fundamental  objection  to  the  Bill,  viz. 
that  it  proposed  to  admit,  not  only  persons 
of  every  or  any  religious  persuasion,  but 
to  allow  men  destitute  of  all  religious 
principle  whatever,  to  matriculate  and 
take  degrees;  and,  so  privileged,  they 
would  go  forth  to  the  world  with  all  the 
force  and  effect  which  learning  could 
confer,  to  forward  and  accomplish  their 
mischievous  designs.  He  had  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  presenting  a  similar  peti- 
tion, unanimously  agreed  to  by  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Oxford,  read  to  the  House  the 
declaration  of  all  those  immediately  con- 
nected with  the  instruction  and  discipline 
of  the  University  of  Oxford,  to  the  effect 
that  it  was  their  determined  purpose,  to 
the  utmost  of  their  power,  to  maintain 
inviolate  their  present  system  of  religious 
instruction.  Since  that  time,  the  number 
of  Members  of  Convocation  and  Bachelors 
of  Civil  Law,  who  had  signed  a  declara- 
tioB|  expraMiTe  of  their  approval  of  the 


declaration  of  the  tutors,  and  the  concur- 
rence of  their  feelings  and  opinions  with 
those  which  were  so  seasonably  and  suit- 
ably expressed  in  such  declaration,  had 
increased  to  1,830.  The  Vice-Chancellor, 
Heads  of  Houses,  and  Proctors,  had  also 
signed  a  declaration  of  their  deliberate 
and  firm  opinion  that  the  Bill  in  question, 
if  passed  into  a  law  would  violate  their 
legal  and  prescriptive  rights,  subvert  the 
system  of  religious  instruction  and  disci- 
pline so  long  and  so  beneficially  exercised 
by  them ;  and,  by  dissolving  the  union 
between  the  University  and  the  Church  of 
England,  impair  the  efficiency  and  en- 
danger the  security  of  both.  Fully  agree- 
ing in  opinions  entitled  to  so  much  weight, 
he  would  add  only  one  remark  with  refer- 
ence to  an  observation  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Bath,  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal advocates  of  the  Dissenting  body. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
broadly  asserted,  that  religion  was  not 
taught  in  either  of  the  Universities.  Now 
he  (Mr.  Hughes  Hughes)  held  this  to  be 
a  gpross  calumny ;  but  admitting,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  that  it  was  true,  how 
happened  it  that  the  Dissenters  were  so 
anxious  for  the  admission  of  their  children, 
and  connexions  into  colleges,  in  which, 
their  organ  said,  the  principles  of  religion 
were  not  inculcated  ? 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Church  of  Ireland — Adjourned 
Debate — Schism  in  the  Ministry.]* 

*  The  former  debate  on  this  subject  was 
adjourned,  at  the  request  of  Lord  Althorp, 
because,  as  it  was  understood,  some  of  his 
colleagues  had  resigned.  Id  the  interim  it  was 
known,  that  Mr,  Stanley,  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  Sir  James  Graham,  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  Post- 
Master  General,  and  the  Earl  of  Ripon,  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  had  resigned  their  offices,  because 
they  differed  from  their  colleagues  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  appropriation  of  Church  property. 
Mr,  Spring  Rice  was  appointed  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  Lord  Auckland  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  the  Marquess  of  Conyngham  Post 
Master  <>enerai  (without  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet), 
and  the  Earl  of  Carlisle  Lord  Privy  Seal.  The 
following  is  a  list  of  the  Cabinet  as  it  was 
formed,  or  was  immediately  afterwards  modi- 
fied:— 


Earl  Grey         m 
Lord  Brougham 
Marq.  of  Lansdown 
Earl  of  Carlisle    - 
Lord  Althorp    .    - 
Lord  UoUand     • 


First  Lord  of  theTreas. 
Lord  Chancellor. 
Lord  President. 
Lord  Privy  Seal. 
Chanc.  of  the  Exchq. 
Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
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Lord  Althorp :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  the  Order  of  th«  Day  ibr  resumiii{; 
tlie  adjourned   debate  on  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.fi  icndt  the  member  for  St.  Alban's. 
In  doing  so»  I   wish  to  address  a  few  ol>- 
servations    to   the   House.     In   the   first 
pLice,  1  think  it  due  to  the  House,  and 
due   to   tltc   Government,  to  give  sotoe 
explanation  of  the  course  we  have  thought 
it  expedient  to  take,  and  that  explanation 
will,  perhaps,  induce  my  lion,  friend  to 
consent  lo  a  further  postponement  of  the 
cpiestion.     It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to 
mention,   since   the   fact  is   avowed  and 
notorious,  that  differences  of  opinion  ex- 
isted amon[(  the  members  of  tlie  Govern- 
ment respecting  the  power  of  Parliament, 
should  the  necessity  be  found  to  exist,  of 
appropriating  the  whole,  or  a  part  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  of  Ireland.     We 
were  aware  of  the  difficulties  felt  by  some 
of  our  colleagues  who  have  now  separated 
from   us,  and  which  separation  no  man 
more  sincerely  regrets  than   mys^cif.      I 
must  of  course  lament  the  loss  of  the  able 
assistance  hitherto  received  from  them.    1 
feci   it   now,  and   I  shall  feel  it  deeply 
hereafter ;  but  we  were  aware  that  four  of 
our  colleagues  differed  from  the  rest  of 
the  Cabinet  upon  this  question,  althouirli 
wo  agreed  upon  every  other  question.  We 
all,  however,  concurred  in  thinking  Unit  it 
was  not  practically  necessary  to  come  to  a 
decision  u|)on  it,  until  we  had  secured  the 
revenues   of  the   Church  of  Ireland  for 
such  purposes  as  those  to  which  it  might 
be  expedient    for    Parliament   to   apply 
them.    We  were  not,  therefore,  of  opinion 
that  any  practical  question  would  come 
l>t*fore  us  which  would  make  it  necessary 
for  us  to  separate  upon  such  a  difference 
of  opinion.     Agreeing,  as   I   stated,  upon 
every  other  point,andalsoon  the  question  of 
the  Irish  Church  establishment,  though  we 
differed  as  to  the  appropriation  of  Oiurcli 
property,  we  thought  we  should  not  be 


Lord  Palmerston 
Lord  Melbourne 
Ht.  lion.  T.  S.  Rice  - 
Lord  Auckland  •  - 
Rt.  !Iou.  C.  Orant  - 
I^ord  John  Russell  - 
Rt.  Ilnu.  P:.  Kilice  - 
lit.  nn.J.Abercrombie 


Foreign  Secretary. 
Home  Secretary. 
Colonial  Secretary. 
First  l^rd  of  the  Adm. 
Pres.  of  the  I),  of  Contr. 
Pay  mas.  of  the  Forces. 
Secretary  at  War. 
Master  of  the  Mint. 


Other  changes  : — 

Marq.  of  Conyngham  Postmaster-General. 
Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  Judge-Advocate-Gen. 
Mr.  F.  T.  Baring       -  Secretary  to  the  Treas. 
Captain  Byng     •     -  One  of  Lds.  of  Treasury, 


justified  in  breaking  up  the  Government 
uidesa  that  question  c»f  appro priatiou  came 
practically    before    us.     But  the  Molion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Alban's^  and 
the  manner  in  which  we  were  aware  it 
would  be  supported   here,  led  us  to  feel 
that   there   was  great   difficulty   in    our 
situation  :  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  Lord 
Ripon^  and  my  two  right  hon.  friends  in 
this  House,  most  honourably  for  them- 
selves and  most  handsomely  for  us,  ten- 
dered their  respective  resignations  so  as  to 
relieve  us  from  our  difHculty  of  meeting 
the  question  without  having  something  to 
propose  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  of 
a  decisive  character.     In  consequence,  I 
suggested  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
on  my  hon.  friend's  Motion.     It  has  been, 
I  know,  rumoured  abroad,  that  there  was 
a  difference  in  the  time  at  which  the  re- 
signations took  place  :  that  is  a  complete 
mistake.     When  I  came  down  on  Tuesday 
last,  I  was  not  aware  that  any  resignations 
had  been  tendered  :    I  heard  it  after  I 
came  into  the  House;    and  the  instant  I 
learnt  that  the  resignations  had  been  ten- 
dered and  accepted  by  his  Majesty,  I  felt 
that  1  could  only  do  what  I  did.     Nothing 
could  have  been  more  improper  than  for 
me  to  have  allowed  the  debate  to  proceed 
under  such  circumstances,  knowing  that 
the  Administration  was  broken  up.     This 
is  the  explanation  I  have  to  give  as  to 
what  passed  on  Tuesday.     Now  I  have  to 
add,  that  the  course  his  Majesty  has  been 
advised  to  adopt  has  been,  to  issue  a  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry.     That  Commission  is 
to  be  a  Lay  Commission,  to  visit  the  dif- 
ferent parishes  in  Ireland,  and  to  ascertain 
on  the  s|)ot  the  number  of  the  Members 
of  the  Established  Church  in  each  parish 
and  benefice :    in  cases  where  there  is  a 
union  of  parishes  in  one  benefice,  they  are 
to  ascertain  the  number  in  each  parish — 
the  distance  from  one  united  parish  to  the 
other — the  number  and  rank  of  the  mi- 
nisters, whether  resident  or  non-resident — 
to  point  out  those  parishes  in  which  divine 
service  is  performed,  whether  in  churches 
or  chapels,  and  to  ascertain  the  average 
number  of  persons  attending  divine  wor- 
ship, and  whether  that  number  has  in- 
creased, is   increasing,   or  is  stationary. 
Further,  the  Commi-^sioners  will  have  to 
institute  similar  inquiries  as  to  the  profes* 
sors  of  the    Roman   Catholic    religion, 
Presbyterians,  or  other  Dissenters,  and  to 
investigate  the  state  of  each  parish,  aa  re- 
gards moral  and  religious  education ;  the 
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miniber  of  tehoolst  whether  the  scholar^^ 
have  incieased,   or  are   statioiiarj,    aiid 
whether  the  means  of  edttcaiion  iire  ade- 
qaate  to  the  pdrpoae.    They  will  have  to 
report  generally  on  all  other  circumntances 
connected   with  the   moral  and  polilical 
relation  of  the  Church  to  other  sects — its 
iirAnence  on  the  people  of  Ireland,  and,  in 
shOrl ;  the  tnYestigation  ts  to  be  as  com- 
prebeosive  as  possible^  so  as  to  embrace 
pointa  not  yet  incladed  in  any  inquiry — 
viz.,  the  proportionate  number  of  Catho- 
lies  and  Prolestants  in  the  different  pa- 
rishes.    1   need   not  say,   that  Ministers 
could  not   have  advised   his  Majesty  to 
issue  such  commission  unless  his  Mitjesty 
was  prepared  to  ad  upon  the  report  as 
the    case    night    rerpilre.     Such  is  the 
ooarse  Wis  Majesty  has  been  advised  to 
take,  and  it  wiH  be  observed  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  2»t«  Alban's 
pledges  the  House  to  an  opinion  without 
previous  incfairy.     It  must,  I  apprehend, 
be  clear  lo  all,  that  without  some  such  in- 
vesligation  in  ihe  first  insta«>ee,  it  woukl 
be  impoesib&e  fof  Parliament  to  le<^islate 
upon   the  su^eet;     and    the    question, 
therefore,  is,  whether  my  ho^.  friend,  and 
the  House,  will  think  it  right  to  come  to 
a  decision  on  the  principle  without  evi- 
deaee.     in  moving  the  Order  of  the  Day, 
what  I  wished  to  ask  wat^  this: ~ Having 
stated  the  natvK  of  the  proposed  inquiry 
— the  seal  having  been  alreaidy  affixed  to 
the  ComraissioB — and,  that  it  will  be  of 
ao  comprehensive  a  character,  that  those 
who  advised'  it  will  be  pledged  to  act  upon 
it — whether,   under  such  circumstances, 
the  hon.  Meml)er  thinks  it  necessary  to 
persevere  in  bis  Motion,  or  will,  as  I  hope, 
consent  to  witlwlraw  it« 

Mr.  Waird :  I  feel  myself  in  a  situation 
of  most  singular,  and^  1  n>ay  say,  of  most 
painlul  resf)OBsibility.  The  noblu  Lord 
has  come  ft^rward,  on  the  p-^rt  of  the  Go- 
vernment,  to  meet  one  of  tlie  graves^  and, 
1  will  say — consklering  all  the  points  em- 
braced — one  of  the  gi^atest  questions  ever 
siiltat»iU«d  to  this  House*  Be  purposes 
to  meet  ift  by  a  Commission  of  Iu<}oiry, 
which,  l  am  bound  to  say,  seems  to  h^ive 
been  iaatituted  on  the  faifest  principles, 
and  ftirMshed  with  the  most  ample  in- 
struetions.  I  admit  that  at  onoe.  I  havs 
also  perfect  confidence,  that  if  the  noble 
Lord'  were  sure  af  continuing  ia  his  situa- 
tion, tbatt  the  object  of  the  Commission 
would  be  fiiirly  and  honourably  executed  : 
bai  V  feel  uaapeaiiable  paia  in  adding^ 


that  the  concessmn  having  been  made  in 
the  manner  we  have  witnessed,  and  to  the 
extent   to  which  Ministers  are  pledged, 
does  not  and  cannot  satisfy  me,  in  the 
position  in  which  I  am  placed.     1  entreat 
the  House  to  believe,  that  I  am  not  influ- 
enced by  any  improper,  factious,  or  un- 
friendly motive  towards  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment; I  look  merely  to  the  course  I 
am  bound  to  pursue  as  an  honest  man, 
upon  this  occask>n.     I  have  mooted,  and 
I  believe  fairly,  a  great  quest k>n,  as  to  the 
appropriation  of  the  surplus  revenue  of 
the  Church  of  Iralaml;  and  I  admit  that, 
if  my  Motion  had  been  adopted  (and  I 
believe  I  am  warraated  in  saying  that  it 
would  have  been  adopted,  but  for  what 
occarred  on   Tuesday  night),   the  next 
st^p  would  necessarily  have  been  tbe  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 
In  Oar  indivkiaal  capacities,  we  are  all  in 
possesion  of  some  information  ;   but  we 
have  not  sufficient  data  to  warrant  tbe 
House  in  legislating  upon  the  subject,  or 
to  justify  G»overnmenl  in  bringing  forward 
any  measure.     Tliat  I  admit :    therelnare, 
1  am  for  previous  inquiry  ;  but  \  couph*  it, 
also,   with  a  distinct  recognition  of  the 
principle  on  which  we  must  proceed   at 
last ;  via.,  that  tbis  House  has  a  right  to 
dispose  of  such  surplus  revenue  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  as  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  might  make  it  appear  there 
existed  in  Ireland.     I  may  be  allowed  also 
to  add,  that  I  wish  it  to  be  applied  to 
the  relief  of  that  portion  of  the  population 
which  is  not  beneHted  by  the  present  estab- 
lish men  t.     I  should  have  been   happy  to 
have  entered  into  any  arrangement — any 
compronvise,  were  Parliamentary  sanction 
gfvci)  to  the   Commission ;  but,   without 
that   siioetion,   tbe  whole   question — the 
whole  gist  of  the  Commission,  if  [  may  so 
say,  Ujrns  on  the  permanence  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  bis  friends   in   otHce.       If  he 
ceases  to  occupy  the  situation  he  now  tills, 
the  Commission  will  be  totally  null  and 
void — in  fact,  only  so  much  waste  paper. 
There  is  a  great  difference  between  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  a  solemn 
vote  of  one  branch  of  the  Legislature;  1, 
therefore,    regret,  that  I   am    unable   to 
comply  with  tltc  noble  Lord's  wish.     The 
fact,  that  the  Cabinet  has  been  deprived, 
by  the  impossibility  of  meeting  this  discus- 
sion, df  the  services  of  those  of  the  noble 
.  Lord's  Colleagues  to    whom  he   has  so 
feelingly  atkided,  has  only  rendered  the 
un^juivocekl  atloption  of  the  principle  for 
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which  I  contend,  by  those  remaining  in  his 
Majesty's  Councils,  the  more  indispensable. 
It  would,  indeed,  be  a  most  lamentable 
result  if  they  were  not  to  gain  in  principle 
what  they  nave  lost  in  tried  talent.  All 
that  I  can  say  is,  that  nothing  I  have 
heard  to-night  changes  my  opinion  as  to 
the  necessity  of  pressing  my  Motion  to  a 
vote. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  resump- 
tion of  the  adjourned  debate  was  read,  and 
the  Speaker  read  Mr.  Ward's  Motion. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  as  his  hon. 
friend  had  declined  to  accede  to  the  pro- 
posal of  postponing  the  Motion,  it  became 
his  duty  to  speak  upon  it.  As  to  one 
clause  of  the  Resolution  before  the  House 
— the  right  of  Parliament  to  deal  with  the 
property  of  the  Irish  Church — he  had 
already  stated  his  opinion,  which  was  de- 
cidedly in  accordance  with  that  of  his 
hon.  friend.  He  could  not  have  been  a 
consenting  party  to  the  advice  to  his  Ma- 
jesty to  issue  a  Commission,  unless  he  had 
entirely  agreed  in  that  principle.  As  to 
the  remainder  of  the  Resolution — that 
the  amount  of  Church-property  in  Ireland 
is  at  present  more  than  commensurate  to 
the  wants  of  the  Establishment,  whatever 
might  be  his  own  individual  opinion,  and 
whatever  might  be  the  anticipated  result 
of  the  inquiry,  he  did  not  think  the  House 
would  be  prepared  to  come  directly  to 
such  a  conclusion.  For  this  reason  he 
could  not  concur  in  the  conclusion  of  the 
Resolution,  that  the  amount  of  the  Church 
revenues  in  Ireland  ought  to  be  diminished. 
He  was  perfectly  ready  to  admit  that 
Parliament,  when  duly  informed,  was 
competent  to  decide  that  point:  Church- 
property  was  trust  property ;  and  if  the 
amount  of  it  were  greater  than  was  neces- 
sary for  the  accomplishment  of  the  objects 
of  the  trust — if  it  were  greatly  greater 
than  was  required  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church  for  the  bene6t  of 
Ireland — so  far  from  injuring  the  interests 
of  that  Church — so  far  from  injuring  the 
religious  interests  of  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland,  he  thought  that,  to  apply  a  part 
of  the  revenues  to  the  religious  and  moral 
education  of  the  people,  would  tend  much 
to  promote  the  prosperity  of  the  Protestant 
Church.  But  having  stated  thus  much, 
it  appeared  to  him,  that  it  was  not  fitting 
for  the  House  of  Commons  to  adopt  the 
latter  part  of  the  hon,  Gentleman^s  reso- 
lution. Some  previous  investigation  ought 
to  take  place ;   and  when  jt  was  known  I 


that  hts  Majesty  had  been  advised  to  issue, 
and  had  actually  issued,  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry,  which  could  only  take  place 
upon  the  principle  that  Parliament  had  a 
right  to  deal  with  the  surplus  property,  as 
an  abstract  proposition,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  to  persevere  in  the  Motion  before  the 
House  would  not  tend  to  any  beneficial 
practical  result.  His  hon.  friend  had 
said,  that  he  should  be  satisfied  with  the 
pledge,  if  he  were  satisfied,  also,  that  the 
present  Ministers  would  continue  in  office. 
He  (Lord  Althorp)  did  not  apprehend 
that  if  his  hon.  friend  carried  his  Resolu- 
tion, it  would  affect  the  stability  of  the 
Government  in  any  degree,  or  give  any 
force  to  his  own  wishes.  His  hon.  friend 
might  think  that,  by  possibility,  the  result 
of  the  debate  would  place  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  better  position  than  at  present ; 
but  he  was  sure  that  his  hon.  friend  could 
gain  nothing  by  perseverance.  With 
these  views,  he  did  not  think  it  desirable 
to  adopt  the  Resolution ;  it  was  always 
objectionable  for  a  House  to  pledge  itself 
as  to  what  it  would  do  in  a  future  Session, 
but  most  of  all  upon  a  question  like  the 
present.  Without  information,  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  House  to  say  how  far  it 
ought,  or  how  far  it  ought  not  to  go ;  and 
the  Resolution  was  merely  a  vague  decla- 
ration of  the  right  of  Parliament  to  inter- 
fere— a  right  which,  he  was  confident,  as 
the  House  was  at  present  constituted,  it 
would  be  ready  at  any  future  time  to  re- 
cognize: and  if  it  were  not  so  constituted, 
the  declaration,  supposing  it  now  adopted, 
would  not  hereafter  receive  the  slightest 
attention ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  needless 
and  useless  to  pass  the  Resolution.  When 
he  first  rose  to  request  his  hon.  friend  to 
postpone  his  Motion,  he  had  confined  his 
observations  exclusively  to  the  Resolution 
which  had  been  proposed,  and  he  pur- 
posely omitted  to  make  any  reference  to 
another  question,  which  had  been  pre- 
viously decided  on  by  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment—he alluded  to  the  present  state 
of  the  Tithe  Bill.  Though  it  was,  from 
the  first,  intended  by  Government  that 
nothing  contained  in  that  Bill  should  have 
the  effect  of  prejudging  the  question  as  to 
the  appropriation  of  Church-property  to 
the  exigences  of  the  State;  yet  it  was 
thought  by  many  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  more  especially 
by  those  connected  with  the  representa- 
tion of  Ireland,  that  it  would  be  prejudged 
by  tbt  Bill  as  ori^aally  framed.    As,  how« 
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ever,  bis  Majesty's  Ministers  wished  to 
leave  that  question  open,  they  resolved  to 
omit  the  whole  of  the  clauses  relating  to 
the  redemption  of  tithe.  It  was  now  for 
hon.  Members  to  decide  whether  they 
would  put  so  little  confidence  in  the  de- 
clarations of  the  Government,  confirmed 
as  they  were  by  the  issue  of  a  Ck^mmission 
of  Inquiry,  as  not  to  be  satisfied  unless  a 
vote  of  that  House  was  taken  on  the  sub- 
ject. His  hon.  friend  had  intimated  that 
he  was  ready  to  agree  to  any  modification 
of  his  proposition.  His  hon.  friend  said, 
that  he  was  prepared  to  agree  in  an  Ad- 
dress to  the  Crown  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Commission  of  Inquiry.  Such  an  Ad- 
dress was  unnecessary,  because  a  Com- 
mission had  already  been  issued. 

Mr.  Ward  was  understood  to  say,  that 
he  woald  willingly  agree  to  an  Address  to 
the  Crown,  which  affirmed  the  principle 
of  his  proposition. 

Lt^rdAUhorp:  His  hon.  friend,  then, 
would  not  object  to  a  modification  of  his 
resolution,  provided  that  the  appropria- 
tion of  Church  property  in  Ireland  to  the 
exigences  of  the  State  was  declared  to 
be  within  the  competence  of  Parliament, 
and  even  desirable,  for  he  believed  the 
hon.  Gentleman  went  as  far  as  that. 
With  respect  to  the  first  part  of  this 
proposition,  he  thought  that  it  was  un- 
necessary for  the  House  to  declare  an 
opinion ;  and  with  respect  to  the  second 
part,  he  did  not  think  that  the  House  was 
prepared  to  come  to  a  decision  on  it  at 
the  present  moment.  Such  being  the 
state  of  the  case,  the  best  course  which  in 
his  opinion  he  could  adopt  was,  to  move 
the  previous  question.  This  was  the 
course  it  had  been  his  intention  to  tske 
on  Tuesday  last,  but  under  circumstances 
different  from  the  present ;  because  then 
he  should  not  have  been  able  to  state  that 
his  Majesty's  Government  had  taken  up 
the  question  seriously ;  but  now,  in  moving 
the  previous  question,  he  was  enabled  to 
state,  that  a  commission  had  been  issued 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  sub- 
-  ject,  and  he  thought  that,  under  the  alter- 
ed circumstances  of  the  case,  many 
gentlemen  might  now  vote  in  favour  of 
the  previous  question,  though  they  would 
not  have  conceived  themselves  justified 
in  doing  so  on  Tuesday  last.  His  hon. 
fnead  shook  his  head  at  this  statement ; 
but  such  was  his  own  opinion  on  the 
point,  and  he  repeated  that  he  could  con- 
ceive it  possible  for  many  hon.  Gentlemen 


who  would  have  opposed  the  previous 
question  on  Tuesday  last  when  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  was  not 
known  by  the  appointment  of  such  a  com- 
mission as  that  he  had  mentioned,  to  vote 
for  it  now ;  and  on  the  other  hand,  he  was 
of  opinion,  that  many  who  would  have 
supported  that  Motion  last  Tuesday, 
would  now  be  opposed  to  it.  He  would 
not  detain  the  House  longer,  having  ex- 
plained the  grounds  on  which  he  should 
move  the  previous  question.  In  doing 
so,  he  asked  the  House  to  put  confidence 
in  his  Majesty's  Government.  He  was 
not  ignorant  that,  after  the  statement  he 
had  just  made,  some  gentlemen  might 
be  found  in  that  House  less  disposed 
to  place  confidence  in  the  Government 
than  before.  He  was  not  so  absurd  as  to 
suppose  that  the  course  taken  by  the 
Government,  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes,  as  he  believed,  of  a  great  majority 
of  that  House,  would  be  agreeable  to  that 
portion  of  the  House,  whose  opinions  on 
this  subject  he  was  aware  were  very 
different  from  those  of  the  majority.  But 
he  appealed  to  the  confidence  of  the 
House  generally,  for  he  was  ready  to 
admit,  that  the  fate  of  his  proposition 
roust  depend  on  the  degree  of  confidence 
which  the  House  was  disposed  to  place  in 
the  Government,  and  on  that  ground  he 
should  conclude  by  proposing  the  pre- 
vious question. 

The  Amendment  having  been  put, 
Mr.  Hume  said,  that  however  willing 
he  might  be  to  put  confidence  in  the  noble 
Lord  personally,  he  could  not  put  confi- 
dence in  the  administration  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  formed  part ;  and  he  would 
state  to  the  House  why.  On  the  12th 
of  February  last  year,  the  noble  Lord, 
after  enumerating  the  value  of  Church 
property  in  Ireland,  concluded  his  speech 
by  declaring  "  that  if  by  any  act  of  the 
Legislature  new  value  can  be  given  to  any 
property  belonging  to  the  Church,  that 
new  value  will  not  properly  belong  to  the 
Church,  because  it  is  an  acquisition  de- 
pendent on  such  act  of  the  Legislature, 
and  may  be  appropriated  immediately  to 
the  use  of  the  State."*  The  noble  Lord 
then  admitted  the  whole  principle  in- 
volved in  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  friend 
the  member  for  St.  Alban*s,  and  all  doubt 
on  the  subject  was  removed  by  the  course 
which  was  followed  with  respect  to  the 

*  Hansard  (third  series]  xv.p.  574« 
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147th  clause  of  the   Irish  Church   Bill.  I  of  the  commnwion  which  Uie  nobie  ix>rd 
The  Conservatives  sittin^^  on  his  right,    said  had  just  been  issued  dtflTered  fruni 


who  had  that  night  cheered  some  of  the 
observaiions  of  the  noble  Lord*  objected 
to  that  clause,  which  was,  however,  sup- 
ported by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  and 
carried  by  a  majority  of  380.  That 
clause  he  always  regarded  as  the  most 
essential  part  of  the  Bill,  because  it  ad- 
mitted the  principle,  tbat  Parliament  had 
a  right  to  deal  with  the  property  of  the 
Church.  But  what  followed  ailerwards  ? 
The  House,  after  affirming  that  principle 
by  a  large  majority,  was  induced,  in 
consequence  of  differences  in  the  Cabinet, 
which  many  suspected  at  the  time,  but  of 
which  no  one  had  any  precise  knowledge, 
to  assent  to  the  rejection  of  the  clause  by 
a  minority  j  oat  as  large  as  that  by  which 
it  had  at  first  been  carried ;  and  the  only 
reason  given  for  this  extraordinary  pro- 
ceeding was,  that  the  retention  of  the 
clause  in  question  might  have  the  effect 
of  preventing  tlie  Bill  passing  through  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  At  that  time  no 
objection  was  expressed  to  the  principal 
clause  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, not  even  by  the  late  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies.  Wben  be  saw  an 
Administration  thus  shifting  backwards 
and  forwards,  and  holding  an  indeciaive 
course  with  respect  to  such  a  vitally  im- 
portant question  as  that  now  under  con- 
sideration, he  must  say,  that  he  for  one 
could  not  consent  to  place  confidence  in 
them.  The  House  was  aware,  that  cer- 
tain Members,  conscientiously  believing, 
that  Parliament  had  no  right  to  interfere 
with  Church  property,  had  secedied  from 
the  Cabinet,  because  they  did  not  choose 
to  avoid  givin{^  an  opinion  on  the  Motion 
submitted  to  the  House  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  St.  Alban's,  by  proposing  the  pre- 
vious question.  Ought  not  the  House  to 
act  in  the  same  manner?  Ought  not 
hon.  Members  to  decide  on  the  principle 
at  once,  and  not  leave  it  unsettled  in  the 
bands  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  and  his 
colleagues?  The  House  would  perhaps 
be  surprised  to  hear,  that  there  was  at  this 
moment  an  ecclesiastical  commission  ex- 
isting in  Irelaiid,  appointed  on  the  15th 
of  August  last,  aind  of  which  Sir  H. 
ParnelU  Sir  John  Newport,  and  several 
Pcelates  and  Peers,  were  members.  That 
commission  had  been  appointed  to  inquire 
into^  among  other  matters,  the  amount  of 
ecclesiastical  revenues  in  Ireland ;  and  he 


those  of  the  commission  he  alluded  to, 
excepting  that  it  was  part  of  the  duty  of 
the  newly-appointed  body  to  inquire  ami 
report  on  the  comparative  minibers  of  the 
Catholics    aqd    Protestants    in    Ireland. 
He  was  ready  to  admit,  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  commission  was  a  proper  pro- 
ceeding,   for  he  did    net    see  how  the 
House  could  carry  into  effect  the  principle 
involved  in   the  resolution   proposed   by 
the  hon.  member  for  St.  Alban's  without 
being  in  possession  of  tlie  fullest  inforssa- 
tion.     But  was  the  House  aware  of  the 
progress  made  by  the  commission  alveady 
in  existence  ?    The  noble  Lord  said,  that 
he  did  not  know  the  actual  amount  of  the 
revenue  of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  but  the 
noble  Lord  ought  to  know,  that  a  report 
,  had  been  made  by   the  commissioii  al- 
ready named  on  that  subjecit»  and  anoChor 
report  was  promis^  to  be  laid  on  the 
table  of  the   House  during   the   present 
session.     He  apprehended,  then,  that  the 
House  would  soon  be  in  possessio»  of  all 
the   information   which   the  noble    Lord 
proposed  to  obtain  by  the  appointnteni  of 
a  new  commission,    excepting    ooly   an 
account  of  the  comparative  numbers  of 
the  different  seets  in  Ireland.      But  was 
this  latter  point  of  so  great  importance 
.  that  full  mformation  respectiiig  it  must  be 
obtained,  before  any  decision  on  the  Mo- 
tion under  considerati<m  cooid  be  eoroe 
to  ;  and  would  the  House  be  actiog  right 
in  yielding  confidence  to   his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  who  had  not  as  yet  expressed 
any  opinion  at  all  on  the  question  ?     The 
noble  Lord  had  said,  that  he  was  not  pre- 
pared at  the  present  moment  to  state  his 
opinion  with  respect  to  tlie  resolution  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Albairs, 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  it  was  not 
fair,  in  his  (Mr.  Hume's)  opinion,  to  call 
on  the  House  to  place  confidence  in  tlie 
newly-modified    Administration,    wiihout 
being  assured  that  the  Cabinet  admitted 
the  right  of  the  Sta;te  ta  dispose  of  Church 
property,  and  were  ready  to  act  on  that 
principle  to  the  fullest  extent.      In  what 
worse  situation   would   tlie  Ministers  be 
placed  by  affirming  the  present  resolution? 
Supposing  that,  after  due  inquiry,  it  should 
be  found,  that  the  revenues  of  the  Chucch 
were  not  greater  than  necessary,  in  this 
case  there  would  exist  no  surplus  to  l»e 
appropriated  to  the  service  of  the  Stajte, 


kaew  not  in  what  particular  the  functions  i  and  Parliameot  would  only  have  ta  ooa- 
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udef  Ihe  ei^pedieoGy  of  a  better  distribu-  | 
tioD  of  the  revenues  among  the  ministers 
of  the  Church.  He  was  sorry  to  think 
thai  the  Governmeat  had  paid  but  little 
atteotioQ  to  that  e](ceUent  letter  of  ad- 
moaition  which  had  been  written  by  Lord 
Anglesey  to  Earl  Grey.  fThe  hon.  Mem- 
ber quoted  several  pass&ges  from  the 
letter  iq  which  the  expediency  of  an 
immediate  Reform  in  the  Church  estab- 
lishment was  insist^  upon.]  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  time  was  come  for  reform- 
ing the  Irish  Church,  and  for  removing  those 
caa«ea  of  com^pUtint  which  it  was  admitted 
by  Lord  Anglesey,  by  the  late  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  and  by  almost 
every  member  of  that  House,  were  justly 
attributable  to  the  tithe  system.  The 
expectations  of  the  country  would  be  dis- 
appointed if  the  principle  involved  in  the 
resolution  under  consideration  was  not 
affirmed  by  the  House.  He  was  ready  to 
admit,  that  the  new  con^mission,  by  col- 
lecting a  mass  of  valuable  information, 
would  materially  facilitate  the  labours  of 
Parliament ;  but  still  its  appointment  did 
not  in  the  least  supersede  the  necessity  of 
affirming  the  principle  of  the  right  of 
Parliament  to  de»l  with  Church  property. 
Indeed,  in  1824^  l^e  had  himself  proposed 
two  resolutions — one  asserting  the  priuci- 
pie  he  had  jqst  stated,  and  the  other  re- 
commending tl^e  appointment  of  a 
coqimittee  to  carry  it  into  effect.  He, 
however,  objected  to  the  previous  question, 
because  if  carried,  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  anything  being  done 
for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  until  another 
Session.  When  the  Coercion  Bill  was 
passed,  he  greatly  regretted,  that  remedial 
measures  did  not  accompany  it;  but  it 
would  be  unwise,  indeed,  if  on  the  present 
occasion  the  House  neglected  the  opportu- 
nity which  offered  itself  of  allaying  irrita- 
tion in  Ireland.  He  could  not  conceive 
how  it  was  possible  fov  the  noble  Lord  to 
find  any  supporters  in  that  House,  unless 
he  came  forward  and  declared  whether  he 
was  ii)  favour  or  opposed  to  the  principle 
of  the  resolution.  The  Members  of  that 
House  were  aware  that  ao  address  signed 
by  several  hop.  Gentlemen  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government.  He  asked  one  of  the 
gentlemen  by  whom  that  address  was 
sinied,  whether  approbation  of  the  past 
pMicy  of  the  Government  was  expressed 
10  it,  and  whether  any  stipulation  was 
loada  for  tl^  future?    Ha  received  ant 


answer  in  the  negative.  He  then  inquired 
what  the  purpose  of  the  address  was,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  tell  him. 
In  his  opinion,  those  who  si^pported  \he 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  without  re- 
quiring some  declaration  as  to  the  princi- 
ple on  which  the  new  Government  was 
to  act,  would  place  themselves  in  the  same 
situation  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  whom 
he  had  alluded,  and  find  it  difficult  to 
explain  the  reason  of  their  conduct.  For 
himself,  he  must  say,  that  he  could  not 
place  confidence  in  an  Administration 
until  he  knew  what  line  of  policy  they  in- 
tended to  pursue.  He  considered  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  to  be  a 
milk  and  water  affair,  and  only  made  for 
the  purpose  of  gaining  time;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
Alban's  would  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  that  he  came  down 
to  the  House  the  other  evening  prepared 
to  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  friend 
the  member  for  St.  AlbanX  at  whatever 
risk  to  the  Government ;  but  the  declara- 
tion made  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  a  com- 
mission of  inquiry  had  been  appointed, 
and  that  as  soon  as  a  report  should  be 
made.  Government  would  be  ready  to 
take  the  subject  up,  had  placed  him  in  a 
situation  of  considerable  embarrassoient, 
in  common  with  many  hon.  Members  who 
intended  to  give  their  support  to  Ministers 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  thought 
much  good  might  arise  from  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Commission  ;  and  he  did  not, 
like  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  re- 
gard it  as  a  mere  milk-and-water  affair, 
proposed  solely  for  the  purpose  of  gaining 
time ;  for  he  believed,  that  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  and  the  majority  of  his  col- 
leagues, were  sincere,  when  they  avowed 
their  intention  of  investigating  the  subject 
fully,  and  of  acting  with  respect  tu  it  in  a 
most  enlightened  manner.  But  he  knew 
not  how  it  was,  that  the  present  Ministers 
never  brought  forward  any  measure  with- 
out introducing  some  bitter  material  into 
the  composition.  Why  was  it  that  their 
conduct,  which,  on  the  present  question, 
ought  to  be  such  as  the  whole  empire, 
and  particularly  Ireland,  might  regard 
with  delight,  was  rather  calculated  to  ex- 
cite distrust  and  alarm  than  confidence  ? 
Th^  noble  Lord  had  called  on  the  House 
to  put  confidence  in  him.  He  had  great 
confidence  in  the  noble  Lord.  He  be- 
lieved thera  was  no  oqab  in  exislanoe  m^or^ 
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Would  it  not  be  absurd  for  the  House  to 
adopt  a  general  Resolution,  and  next 
Session  call  on  Hon.  Members  to  rescind 
it  ?  Would  not  this  be  an  unworthy  course 
for  Parliament  to  pursue?  The  hon. 
member  for  St.  Alban's  said,  ''  but  let  us 
affirm  the  principle;"  and  this  he  said, 
without  telling  the  House  exactly  what 
the  principle  was  which  he  wished  the 
House  to  affirm.  But  let  the  House  look 
at  the  Resolution.  One  part  of  it  said, 
that  "  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland  exceeded  the  spiritual 
wants  of  the  Protestant  population  ;*'  and 
another,  that  it  was  "  the  right  of  the 
State  to  regulate  the  distribution  of  Church 
property  in  such  manner  as  Parliament 
might  determine."  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  latter  proposition,  he  begged  leave  to 
say  it  was  very  improper,  not  to  say  ab- 
surd, to  appoint  a  Commission,  unless 
they  allowed  this,  and  that  it  was,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  admitted  and  al- 
lowed on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment by  such  appointment.  His 
Majesty's  Government,  therefore,  had,  in 
fact,  affirmed  that  portion  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, by  the  appointment  of  the  Commis- 
sion. With  regard  to  the  other  part  of 
the  Resolution,  that  the  Establishment 
exceeded  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  Pro- 
testant population,  and  ought  to  be  re- 
duced, that  certainly  ought  to  be  founded 
on  facts.  He  had  a  strong  opinion  on 
the  subject,  and  did  not  hesitate  to  say, 
that  if  it  should  be  found,  on  inquiry, 
that  the  religious  and  moral  instruction  of 
the  people  was  not  properly  provided  for 
by  the  Church  of  Ireland — the  only 
ground  on  which  an  Established  Church 
could  be  or  ought  to  be  upheld — some 
measure  should  be  devised  for  better  ap- 
propriating or  reducing  her  revenues. 
He  begged  to  say,  that  he  did  not  think 
it  right,  in  the  first  instance,  to  agree  to 
a  resolution  pledging  themselves  to  an 
abstract  principle  which  might  be  after- 
wards contradicted  by  the  inquiry  conse- 
quent on  that  pledge.  It  appeared  to  him, 
that  the  better  course  to  pursue  was,  as 
suggested  by  Ministers,  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission composed  of  laymen^  and  not  of 
Churchmen^  which  be  considered  the  most 
valuable  part  of  the  proposition,  to  ascer- 
tain the  real  facts  of  the  case,  and  its  real 
merits,  and  then  that  Government  should 
introduce  a  measure  founded  on  those  facts. 
Parliament  might  then, with  full  knowledge, 
adopt,  alter,  or  reject  altogether,  as  they 


might  deem  best  for  the  general  interests 
of  the  country,  the  measure  recommended 
by  Ministers.  As  a  question  of  legisla- 
tive proceeding,  the  most  simple  course — 
the  course  recommended  by  common 
sense,  was  the  best,  and  that  was  the  one 
proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Government. 
Dut  the  question  had  assumed  another 
shape,  for  an  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Evans)  said,  he  was  not  satisfied 
with  a  Commission,  because  he  knew  not 
the  actual  state  of  the  Government — 
whether,  indeed,  there  was  a  Government, 
or,  at  all  events,  who  were  the  individuals 
composing  it ;  and  that  the  Commission 
was  the  suggestion  of  two  noble  Lords 
still  in  the  Cabinet  to  get  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty. The  fact,  however,  was  the  very 
reverse  ;  but,  be  that  as  it  might,  he  did 
not  see,  even  then,  how  those  who 
thought  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, and  had  no  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment could  do  otherwise  than  vote  for  the 
Resolution.  He  went,  however,  a  great 
deal  further,  and  said,  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  words  of  this  Resolution 
to  bind  any  government  whatever.  If 
this  Resolution  were  passed,  and  the 
House  could  not  confide  in  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  it  into  effect,  of  what  use 
was  the  mere  passing  it  ?  Would  not  the 
bold  and  manly  course  be  for  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  Alban's  to  say,  '*  I  call  on 
the  House  to  pass  this  Resolution ;  and 
then  let  us  have  a  Government  to  whom 
we  can  confide  the  carrying  of  it  into 
effect  ?"  But  laying  out  of  view  for  the 
present,  the  general  policy  of  the  proceed- 
ing, he  considered,  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  must  be  carried  on  in  the 
manner  that  he  would  venture  to  describe. 
A  Government  must  be  formed  of  per- 
sons agreeing  in  principle  with  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  of  Commons ;  and  he 
thought  it  necessary  to  state,  that  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
a  right,  if  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  had 
not  their  confidence,  to  express  their 
opinion  to  the  Crown,  and  had  a  right  to 
require  that  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
should  be  persons  in  whose  character  and 
principles  they  were  disposed  to  confide ; 
but,  having  secured  that  point,  it  would 
be  consistent  with  all  proper  principles  of 
Government,  and  with  the  wisdom  of  the 
Legislature,  to  leave  to  such  Ministers 
the  task  of  bringing  forward  their  mea- 
sures according  to  the  principles  which 
they  approved  of.   -If  there  were  any  use 
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in  having  persons  intrasted  by  the  Crown 
with  the  conduct  of  public  affairs,  it 
wasy  that  they  might  be  able  to  consult 
and  deliberate  as  to  the  best  manner  of 
carrying  into  effect  whatever  measures 
might  be  approved  of  by  Parliament  and 
by  the  Crown.  Gentlemen  asked  what 
was  the  Grovernment?  He  said,  the  Go- 
vernment was  the  Government  of  Earl 
Grey,  and  of  his  noble  Friend,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  It  was  their 
Government,  framed  on  the  principle,  that 
reform  was  necessary  in  the  Church  of 
Ireland, — a  principle  in  which  he  be- 
lieved the  majority  of  this  House  con- 
curred ;  and  if  that  were  the  case,  why, 
it  was  wise  and  prudent  to  leave  to  them 
the  manner  of  carrying  this  reform  into 
effect.  With  regard  to  measures  of  re- 
form, he  had  always  been  anxious  that 
they  should  be  carried  on  peaceably ;  and 
he  had  always  believed,  that  if  the  Crown, 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  people, 
agreed  generally  in  the  principle  of  the 
measures  to  be  adopted,  there  would  be 
no  great  difficulty  in  embodying  these 
measures  into  laws.  But  if  these  powers 
were  in  opposition  to  each  other, — if  the 
House  of  Commons  should  say,  ''  It  will 
not  satisfy  us  if  these  measures  are  carried 
as  you,  the  Ministry,  wish  them  to  be,  we 
look  to  more  extensive  measures  of  re- 
form/' such  a  course  would  lead  to  very 
dangerous  results,  and  would  prevent  the 
carrying  of  reform  by  that  peaceable 
working  of  the  Constitution,  which  they 
all  anxiously  looked  to  for  the  accomplish- 
ment of  these  great  ends.  He  was  fully 
persuaded,  that  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  too  sensitive  on  this  point,  and  that 
there  must  ultimately  be  a  triumph  of 
liberal  opinions.  Entertaining  these  senti- 
ments, be  was  content,  for  one,  to  see 
that  the  march  of  liberal  opinions  was 
gradual  and  deliberate ;  and  he  certainly 
felt  convinced,  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  agree  to  the  previous  question,  and 
not  allow  this  resolution  to  be  put,  mea- 
sures might  be  produced  in  the  course  of 
next  Session,  (they  could  not  possibly  be 
produced  earlier)  by  which  the  question 
of  the  revenues  of  ilie  Irish  Church  might 
be  arranged  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to 
the  majority  of  that  House,  and  to  the 
country  at  large.  If  there  were  members 
of  a  Cabinet  who  disagreed  with  their  col- 
leagues on  a  matter  of  principle,  those 
members  acted  in  the  most  honourable  and 
consistent  manner,  by  tendering  the  re- 
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signation  of  their  offices ;  but  if  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Cabinet  recognized  a  parti- 
cular principle,  and  were  determined  to 
adopt  measures  to  carry  that  principle 
into  operation,  it  would  be  most  unad- 
visable,  most  premature,  to  bring  for- 
ward a  mere  abstract  question,  which, 
after  all,  if  Parliament  should  be  dis- 
solved, would  decide  nothing  as  to  the 
future  course  of  proceeding. 

Mr.  Stardey.* — ^There  are  very  many 
considerations,  private  as  well  as  public, 
which  will  at  once  suggest  themselves  to 
the  good  feeling  of  the  House,  which 
would  render  me  most  anxious  to  avoid 
entering  into  any  lengthened  or  elaborate 
discussion  of  the  principle  involved  in  this 
debate.  It  is  impossible  for  any  man  to 
have  quitted,  without  feelings  of  the  deep- 
est regret,  colleagues,  with  whom  he  had 
acted  in  one  uniform  spirit  of  kindly  feel- 
ings—colleagues among  whom,  during 
the  whole  time  that  they  sat  together  in 
the  Cabinet,  there  was  never  heard  an 
angry  word,  or  an  unpleasant  expression 
towards  one  >  another  —  colleagues,  with 
whom,  on  all  great  principles  connected 
with  our  domestic  and  foreign  policy,  it 
was  equally  a  pleasure  to  act,  and  a  duty 
to  co-operate.  Deeply  did  I  regret  it, 
when  I  could  no  longer  conceal  from 
myself,  that  the  time  was  come  which  left 
no  alternative  for  an  honest  and  honour- 
able man,  when  a  difference  of  no  personal 
nature,  mixed  with  no  feeling  of  unkind- 
ness,  or  want  of,  I  may  say,  affectionate 
regard,  but  an  important  and  vital  differ- 
ence in  principle,  compelled  the  separation 
of  a  Cabinet  who  entertained  for  each 
other  feelings  of  political  attachment  and 
of  private  friendship ;  and  whose  private 
friendship,  I  will  say  with  con6dence,  has 
not  been  broken  in  upon  by  their  present 
political  difference;  If  I  came  down  to 
the  House  with  these  feelings,  I  cannot 
but  entertain  them  the  more  strongly  after 
the  kind  expressions  which  have  been 
made  use  of  by  my  two  noble  friends  who 
preceded  me.  It  was  apparent  to  me, 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  about  to 
enter  on  a  course  of  proceeding  which  I 
could  not  conscientiously  enter  on  with 
them ;  and  feeling  that,  if  I  entered  on  this 
course  unconscientiously,  I  should  do  so 
dishonourably  to  myself,  and  injuriously 
to  the  public  service,  I  had  no  alternative 

•  From  the  corrected  edition,  published  by 
Hatch  ard: 
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bat  thai  of  tendering  my  resig^ntition. 
The  eirciimBtances  by  which  I  am  now 
surrounded  deprive  me  of  the  means,  if 
it  were  necessary,  t)f  entering  into  a 
detail  of  the  varioilS  proceedings  which 
have  led  to  this  separation.  I  have  not 
yet  been  honoured  with  an  audience  of 
my  Sovereign  for  the  purpose  of  resi'^nlng 
into  his  hands  the  seals  of  office  which  he 
did  me  the  honour  to  commit  to  me  ;  and 
at  which  I  might  ask  permission,  if  I  felt 
it  necessary  to  my  own  honour  and 
character,  to  offer  a  full  explanation  to 
Parliament  and  the  country,  who  have  a 
right  to  be  satisfied  that  public  men  do 
not  on  light  grounds  abandon  the  public 
duties  which  have  been  imposed  on  them, 
— but  the  sjieech  of  my  noble  friend,  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  has  made 
such  an  explanation  a  work  of  supert*rog:i- 
tioti.  I  diirer  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex,  when  he  says,  that,  in  the 
course  which  has  been  pursued,  there  does 
not  appear  to  be  any  great  difference  in 
principle  between  those  individuals  who 
remain  in,  and  those  who  have  retired 
from  office.  The  eortimission  which  hfts 
been  issued  since  I  ceased  to  have  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet,  involves 
a  principle  which,  either  in  or  out  of 
office,  on  every  occasion,  and  in  every 
place,  I  have  felt  it  my  bounden  duty  to 
oppose.  It  involves  a  principle  which  I 
conceive  to  be  destructive  of  the  very 
existence  of  an  Established  Church, — a 
principle  which  would  leave  the  clergy  of 
the  Establishment  in  each  individual 
parish  dependent  on  the  temporary  and 
fluctuating  proportions  of  the  religious 
community.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
told  ynu,  that  we  have  issued  commissions 
and  inquiries  on  various  matters  connected 
with  the  Church,  and  that  they  have  been 
followed  up  by  practical  measures.  I 
agree  with  him,  that  we  have  sent  com- 
mission after  commission,  and  inquiry 
after  inquiry,  and  that  We  have  adopted 
measure  after  measure  ;  but  they  have  ail 
had  reference  to  one  object,  and  to  one 
object  only, — to  remove  real  causes  of 
grievance, — to  remedy  real  defects  in  the 
constitution  of  the  Church,— to  make  the 
Church  what  she  ought  to  be,  more  at- 
tractive, more  pure,  and  more  stretigthen- 
ed,  by  removing  those  blemishes  which 
disgusted  her  friends^  and  encouraged  her 
adversaries  to  attack  her.  I  believe  that, 
on  all  these  occasions,  the  principle,  that 
you  have  a  right  to  deal  with  the  properly 


of  the  Church,  has  been  studiously,  T  hope 
not  dishonestly,  left  open  by  the  Cabinet, 
for  future  consideration.  The  time  for  its 
consideration  seems  now  to  have  been 
forced  on  by  circumstances  over  which 
the  Cabinet  had  no  control.  The  question 
is  now  broadly  at  is^ue ;  and  whether  \ 
tako  the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
or  the  Amendment  of  my  no!)le  friend, 
coupled  with  the  declaration  which  I 
regretted  to  hear  him  make,  the  same 
prmciple  is  involved,  the  same  admission 
is  made  by  this  Government  which  would 
never  have  been  made  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, that  you  arc  at  liberty  to  deal  with 
the  property  of  the  Church  for  other  than 
Protestant  Church  purposes,  and  that, 
even  should  you  admit,  that  it  is  requisite 
there  should  be  a  Protestant  clergyman 
resident  in  every  parish  throughout  Ire- 
land, you  |)ledge  yourselves  to  degrade 
that  clergyman,  by  making  him  the  sti- 
pendiary of  the  State.  To  this  principle 
I  cannot  consent — t  cannot  submit  to  see 
the  Protestant  clergy,  in  this  Protestant 
country,  placed  upon  a  footing  of  entire 
equality  with  the  clergy  of  all  other  sects 
and  persuasions.  I  hold  the  very  essence 
of  the  principles  of  an  Established  Church 
to  be,  that  vou  shall  furnish  to  every 
member  of  that  Church,  whether  they 
reside  in  a  densely- populated  district,  or 
whether  they  be  thinly  scattered,  that 
which,  by  God's  blessing,  we  will  preserve 
to  them — the  celebration  of  the  worship 
of  Almighty  God,  according  to  the  rites 
and  practice  of  the  favoured  religion,  free 
of  any  payment  whatever.  1  am  not 
willing  to  see  the  time  when  the  •Minister 
of  the  Crown  shall  come  down  to  this 
House,  and,  in  moving  the  clergy  estimates, 
congratulate  the  House,  that  the  diminu- 
tion of  Protestantism  in  fifty  parishes  in 
Ireland  has  enabled  him  to  take  off  5,000/. 
from  the  estimates  of  the  year.  1  know, 
Sir,  that  if  you  act  upon  such  a  principle, 
it  will  be  destructive  of  the  utility — and  1 
may  add— of  the  permanency  of  the 
Established  Church.  1  believe,  that  it 
will  be  subversive  of  the  reverence  hitherto 
paid  its  ministers  ;  and  I  know  that,  in 
certain  parts  of  Ireland,  it  will  be  accompa- 
nied by  fatal  steps  to  render  the  number 
of  Protestants  so  small  as  to  justify  a  pro- 
portionate diminution  of  the  grant  to  the 
Protestant  clergy.  I  know  that,  even  in- 
the  present  state  of  things,  the  tide  of 
Proti^stant  emiuTation  is  flowing  out  from 
many  paits  of  Ireland  in  a  deep,  a  full, 
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and  a  tUpid  current.  I  will  not  introduce 
any  further  incitement  of  violence  in  that 
country,  by  saying  publicly,  and  with 
authority  to  its  people — "  Diminish  the 
number  of  Protestants  in  vour  parishes, 
for,  by  80  doing,  you  will  diminish  the 
burthens  which  press  most  heavily  upon 
you.**  This  doctrine  of  pcoportion  is 
pregnant  with  danger,  as  applied  to  Ire- 
land ;  and,  if  once  admitted,  is  certain  to 
be  applied  to  England.  1  ask  you.  Sir, 
upon  what  ground  will  any  Minister  who 
has  done  away  with  a  Protestant  living  in 
Ireland,  because  the  incumbent  of  it  had 
a  diminished  flock,  stand  forward  in  this 
House  hereafter,  when  a  Dissenter — I 
care  not  of  what  denomination.  Catholic 
or  Protestant — comes  forward  and  shows, 
by  figures  which  cannot  lie  contradicted, 
that,  in  this  parish,  and  that  parish,  the 
Protestant  congregation  belonging  to  the 
Established  Church  is  a  small  minocity, 
and  Ought  not  to  bean  incumbrance  upon 
the  finances  of  the  State.  But,  before  you 
admit  this  dangerous  doctrine,  tell  me,  if 
you  can,  where — when  admitted — it  will 
stop?  Before  you  call  upon  me,  as  a 
practical  statesman,  to  admit  this  your 
novel,  and,  a«  I  think,  dangerous  doctrine, 
— tell  me  that  you  can  stop  its  application 
when  and  where  you  will.  Admit  this 
doctrine  of  proportion — admit,  that  where 
you  have  only  ten  Protestants  of  the 
Established  Church  in  a  parish,  you  have 
a  right  to  take  away  the  Protestant 
minister ;  and  then  tell  me  why  you  have 
not  the  same  right  where  there  are  only 
twenty,  pr  fifty,  or  a  hundred  Protestants 
of  the  same  persuasion  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin  said,  on  a 
former  occasion,  that  where  the  fourth  of 
a  population  of  a  parish  did  not  belong^ 
to  the  Established  Church,  there  he  would 
take  away  the  ministry  of  the  Establish- 
ment. I  believe  that,  since  that  time,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  fallen  to 
a  tenth ;  but  why  may  he  not  raise  his  pro- 
position airain  to  a  fourth  ? — why  may  he 
not  raise  it  to  any  proportion  in  which  the 
Protestants  do  not  form  an  absolute 
majority  of  the  parishionehs?  If  you  once 
sanction  this  doctrine  of  proportion — if 
you  once  admit,  that  the  religion  of  the 
majority  in  each  parish  is  to  be  considered 
the  religion  of  the  State,  and  is  to  be 
supported  with  the  State  nccordin^^ly, 
then  this  countfv  i^  nn  lonjjrer  a  Protestant 
country,  but  a  country  in  which  all 
religions,  whether  ihi)  Ijc  pure  or  impure 


(I  mean  nothing  ofFensive  to  any  man), 
are  equal  in  the  eye  of  the  law  and  of  the 
State.  [Mr.  O'Cmtnell:  Hear!  Hear!] 
I  thank  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
for  that  cheer,  and  I  appeal  to  the  House 
and  the  country  at  once, — '*  Are  you  pre- 
pared, in  the  face  of  Parliament,  and  in 
the  face  of  the  country,  to  say,  that  it  is 
an  indifTerent  point,  whether  you  support 
a  Protestant  or  Catholic  establishment  ?  " 
If  I  might  venture  for  a  moment  to  act 
on  behalf  of  the  hon.  colleagues  from 
whom  I  have  so  recently  separated,  I 
would  return  the  hon.  Member  thanks  on 
behalf  of  the  Government;  for  he  has 
made  clear  and  intelligible  the  principle 
on  which  I  take  my  stand.  Up  to  that 
point  I  contend  you  must  go,  if  you  go 
up  to  this — if  you  leave  the  question  of 
Church  abuses,  and  begin  to  tamper  with 
the  Church  property,  you  must  come  at 
last  to  this  conclusion — that  all  religions 
ought  to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing. 
Now,  I  tell  the  House,  boldly  and  dis- 
tinctly, that  the  people  of  England  are 
not  ripe  for  that ;  and  when  1  say,  that 
the  people  of  England  are  not  ripe  for 
that,  let  me  call  upon  you  to  pause  before 
you  assent  to  a  Resolution  which  you 
cannot,  which  you  ought  not,  which  the 
people  of  England  will  not  let  you,  carry 
into  efFect.  I  did  not  think,  that  I  should 
ever  live  to  hear  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
propose  such  a  Resolution — t  do  not  think 
that  I  yet  see  the  Legislature  that  will 
pass  it — and  I  am  not  certain  that  I  know 
the  Sovereign  who  will  assent  to  it.  I 
have  honestly  and  conscientiously  gone 
the  full  length  to  which  I  am  prepared  to 
go  in  reforming  the  abuses  of  the  Church. 
I  say  the  abuses  of  the  Church,  for  I 
admit,  that  there  are  questions  regarding 
pluralities--  regarding  non-residence — 
regarding  the  internal  discipline  of  the 
Church  —  regarding  its  purification  and 
amendment  —  regarding  the  increased 
respectability  of  its  ministers  —  and, 
even  to  a  certain  extent,  regarding 
the  better  distribution  of  its  revenues  for 
Chuich  purposes,  to  which  we  are  bound 
to  ^ive  immediate  attention.  But  the 
quesition  of  the  appropriation  of  the 
properly  of  the  Church  to  any  other  but 
Church  purposes  involves  principles  to 
which  I,  for  one,  will  never  give  my 
assent.  The  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
says,  th;jt  the  House  sanctioned  this  prin- 
<  iplu,  when  it  sanctioned  the  147th  clause 
of  tho  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Pill. 
C  2 
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I  admit,  that  many  Gentlemen  did  adopt 
the  same  view  of  it  which  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  now  takes ;  but  I  think, 
that  the  hon.  Member  will  admit  to  me, 
in  return,  that  the  ground  upon  which  that 
clause  was  originally  moved  was  this — 
that  it  contemplated  the  appropriation, 
not  of  any  property  belonging  to  the 
Church,  but  of  a  new  species  of  property 
created  under  that  Bill.     The  property 
which   the   clause  dealt  with   does    not 
belong,    and   never  did   belong,    to  the 
Church  :  but  having  been  created  by  the 
State,  it  was  argued  that  it  was  applicable 
to  the  purposes  of  the  State.    The  House, 
however,  did  not  acquiesce  in  that  distinc- 
tion,— the  House  considered   it   as  the 
property  of  the  Church ;  and  then  we  felt 
it  to  be  our  duty,  when  the  clause  was 
considered  as  a  question  of  the  appropria- 
tion  of  the  Church  property,  to  press 
upon  the  House  (and  we  pressed  it  upon 
the  House  successfully)  the  propriety  of 
abandoning   a  clause   which    had    been 
apprehended   in    a   sense   very  different 
from  that  in  which  we,  its  framers,  appre- 
hended it.    I  am  not  aware  that,  either  in 
my  own  vindication,  or  in  explanation  of 
the  view  which  I  have  taken  of  this  case, 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  trespass  further 
on  the  indulgence  of  the  House.     I  trust, 
however,  that  the  House  will  bear  with 
me  whilst  I  remark   that   the  amended 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Alban's 
contains  a  conclusion  not  very  accurate  in 
point  of  logic.    The  hon.  Member  takes 
one  principle,  to  which  I  may  or  may  not 
assent;  and  then  derives  from  it  a  con- 
clusion to  which  I  never  can  assent.     He 
first  says,  that  "  it  is  the  right  of  the  State 
to  regulate   the  distribution  of  Church 
property  in  such  manner  as  Parliament 
may  determine ; ''  and  then  he  assumes, 
that  it  is  expedient    that  the  temporal 
possessions  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  as 
now  established  by  law,   should   be  re- 
duced," that  is,  in  other  words,  "  because 
as  a  sacred  trust,    you  have  a  right  to 
superintend  the  property  which  has  long 
furnished    the  means  of  supporting    the 
ministers  of  that  form  of  worship  which 
you  believe  to  be  true,  and  which  you  are 
bound  to  maintain  by  the  Act  of  Union 
between  the  two  countries, — because  you 
admit  the  right  of  the  State  to  regulate 
the  distribution  of  Church  property  among 
the  members  of  the  Church, — therefore,  I 
call  upon  you  to  reduce — to  appropriate — 
tha:  is,  to  confiscate,  that  property— to 


apply  it  to  the  purposes  of  charity,  to  tbe 
purposes  of  education,  to  any  other  pur- 
pose you  please, — therefore  I  call  upon 
yoii    to   put    125,000/.   a-year  into  the 
pockets  of  those  who  now  pay  that  amoanC 
in  tithe,  as  it  will  conduce  more  to  the 
tranquillity  of  the  country,  than  paying  it 
over  to  the  ministers   of  a  religion  not 
supported  by  the  majority  of  the  people. '^ 
Now,  I  beg  leave  to  tell  the  hon.  Member, 
that  I  dissent  entirely  from  his  Resolution, 
and  that,  if  I  were  to  follow  the  bent  of 
my  own  inclination,  and  if  the  forms  of 
the  House  allowed  me,  1  should  meet  it 
with  a  direct  negative.     Under  circum- 
stances somewhat  different  from  those  in 
which  we  are  now  placed,  I  was  prepared 
to  agree  to  the  previous  question,  upon 
this  Resolution.  I  may,  therefore,  perhaps, 
be  asked,  how  is  it  that  I  am  not  satisfied, 
when  I  find  my  late  colleagues  now  pre- 
pared to  move  the  same  Amendment  on 
the  original  Motion?     My  answer  is,  that 
their  Amendment  is  now  accompanied  by 
conditions  which  render  it  more  unpalat- 
able to  me  than  when  it  was  originally 
proposed  to  me  to  support  it,  and  which 
do  not  render  it  a  whit  more  satisfactory 
to   the    hon.    member  for  St.   Alban's. 
What,  then,  is  the  practical  line  pointed 
out  to  me  by  reason  and  prudence  ?    In 
concert  with  no  roan  except  those  noble 
and  hon.  friends  who  have  acted  with  me 
upon  this  occasion,   and  without  whose 
consent  and  concurrence  I  have  taken  no 
single  step  in  this  matter — pursuing  the 
course  which  my  own  sense  of  honour  and 
public  duty  points  out  to  me — desirous 
of  cautioning  the  House  not  to  assent  to 
an  abstract  resolntion  of  this  nature,  with- 
out knowing  at  what  time,  by  what  means, 
and  by  what  men,  it  is  to  be  carried  into 
effect —desirous,  also,   of  not   involving 
Ireland  and  England,  by  assenting  to  it, 
in  a  formidable  state  of  confusion  in  the 
interval  between  the  present  and  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament — prepared  on  my 
own  behalf,  to  put   a  decided  negative 
upon  it,  yet  prevented  doing  so  by  the 
reasons  which  I  have   already  stated — 
anxious  not  to  draw  down  upon  myself 
and  upon  those  who  have  on  this  occasion 
acted    with    me,     the    responsibility    of 
endangering,  by  taking  a  different  course 
from  that  marked  out  by  the  Government, 
the  passing  of  a  Resolution  which  they, 
thouc:h    from     different     motives,    seem 
equally  to  deprecate — while  I  declare  my 
firm  adhesion  to  the  principles  upon  which 
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I  entered  office — for  which  I  quitted 
office  (aod  io  quitting  office  I  made  no 
sacrifice,  if  I  did  not  sacri6ce  the  esteem 
and  r^;ard  of  my  friends ;  and  whatever 
reputation  I  may  have  acquired  for  honesty 
and  integrity  in  public  affairs)— Klesirous, 
I  repeat,  of  not  seeing  this  Resolution 
carried  into  effect, — and  confident  that, 
without  danger  to  both  countries,  it  can- 
not be  carried  into  effect, — still,  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  much 
doubting  and  much  reflecting  upon  them 
all,  I  am  compelled  to  agree  to  the 
Amendment  .  of  my  noble  friend.  1 
acquiesce  in  the  previous  question.  I 
thank  the  House  once  more  for  the 
patience  with  which  it  has  listened  to 
me.  If,  in  the  trying  circumstances  in 
which  I  have  been  placed,  I  have  ex- 
pressed myself  strongly,  it  has  been 
owing  to  my  feeling  strongly  the  import- 
ance of  the  present  occasion.  In  doing 
so,  1  hope  that  I  have  not  expressed  my- 
self in  a  manner  to  hurt  the  feelings 
of  colleagues  from  whom  I  part,  with 
no  sentiments  save  those  of  regard, 
and  regret  that  our  opinions  on  this 
great  question  no  longer  permit  us 
to  tread  together  the  same  path  of  public 
duty. 

Mr.  Sprifig  Rice  could  not  help  think- 
ing, that  bis^ight  hon.  friend  had  intro- 
duced into  the  speech  which  he  had  just 
concluded  many  topics  which,  though  of 
the  greatest  importance  in  themselves, 
were  not  immediately  applicable  to  the 
question  before  the  House.  As  to  the 
last  observation  of  his  right  hon.  friend, 
it  was  quite  unnecessary,  for  with  the  ex< 
ception  of  a  single  phrase  there  was  not 
a  word  upon  which  he,  or  any  other  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  colleagues, 
had  any  reason  to  offer  a  remark.  The 
phrase  to  which  this  observation  applied 
was  that  in  which  his  right  hon.  friend 
had  stated  that  he  was  addressing  the 
House  in  his  own  vindication.  His  right 
hon,  friend  required  no  vindication.  There 
was  not  an  individual  of  any  party  who 
was  not  ready  to  adroit,  that  his  right  hon, 
friend  had  acted  on  this,  as  on  every  other 
occasion,  from  the  purest  impulses  of 
patriotism.  He  trusted,  that  his  right 
hon.  friend  would  admit  to  others,  that  if 
they  bad  concurred  with  him  in  general 
principles,  they  would  also  have  concurred 
with  him  in  their  course  of  action.  In 
what,  then,  he  would  ask,  did  the  differ- 
€0C«  gf  opioioa  between  his  right  hon. 


friend  and  himself  consist  ?  It  consisted 
in  this — that  according  to  the  doctrines 
of  his  right  hon.  friend,  be  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  of  ireland  ever  so  great, 
be  they  the  source  of  incumbrance  or  even 
of  mischief  to  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
still,  by  reason  of  circumstances  extrinsic 
to  that  Church,  the  Parliament  was  bound 
to  continue  for  ever  that,  which  by  the 
hypothesis  was  an  incumbrance  and  a 
mischief,  and  to  withhold  that  remedy 
which  by  the  same  hypothesis  would  be 
most  beneficial.  His  right  hon.  friend 
said,  that  the  principles  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  involved  the  destruction  of 
the  Protestant  Establishment  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland.  If  he  could  bring 
himself  to  adopt  that  position,  his  course 
would  be  perfectly  clear,  and  very  differ- 
ent from  that  which  he  now  intended  to 
follow.  He  was  by  education  and  feeling, 
and  on  conviction,  attached  to  the  Church 
of  £n<^land,  and  he  would  never  consent 
either  m  that  House  or  elsewhere,  to  any 
measure  calculated  to  endanger  it.  But 
if  the  question  were  put  in  this  way  to 
him — if  it  were  proved  to  his  satisfaction 
that  the  wealth  now  enjoyed  by  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland  was  more  than 
adequate  for  the  purposes  to  which  it 
was  originally  devoted — if  he  saw  in 
the  possession  of  that  wealth,  not  a 
principle  of  safety,  but  a  principle  of 
danger,  then  he  would  consent  to  con- 
sider the  question  how  that  excess  of 
wealth  could  be  best  disposed  of,  as  much 
for  the  sake  of  the  Protestant  Church 
itself,  as  for  the  sake  of  the  other  interests 
of  the  nation.  Again,  his  right  hon. 
friend  had  compared  the  state  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  with  the 
state  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Eng- 
land. Now  there  was  a  great  and  obvious 
distinction  between  the  conditions  of  the 
two  Churches;  and  it  did  not  follow, 
because  this  step  was  taken  with  respect 
to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  that  a  similar 
step  was  to  be  adopted  with  respect  to 
the  Church  of  England.  Were  not,  he 
would  ask,  the  circumstances  of  the  two 
Churches  quite  dissimilar?  His  right 
hon.  friend  knew,  that  in  all  essential 
points  they  were.  If  ever  danger  should 
betide  the  Church  of  England,  it  would 
arise  from  acting  on  the  principle — that 
the  Legislature  could  not  apply  a 
remedy  to  the  abuses  of  the  church  of 
Ireland,  without  leading  to  the  application 
of  a  similar  measure  to  the  abuses  of  the 
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Church  of  England.  He  recollected  well, 
tliut  when  his  right  hon.  friend,  the  mem- 
ber for  the  Univrrsity  of  Cambridge  first 
introduced  his  Tithe  Commutation  Bill 
into  that  House,  it  was  objected  to  by  cer- 
tain partisans  of  the  Church  of  England, 
until  words  were  inserted  in  the  preamble 
of  the  Bill,  distinguishing  the  case  of  the 
two  Churches.  But  what  became  of  the 
analogy  discovered  by  his  right  hun. 
friend  in  the  case-  of  the  Irish  Church 
Temporalities  Bill  ?  Was  the  House  pre- 
pared, because  by  that  Bill  it  had  uboli'ih- 
ed  ten  bishoprics  in  Ireland,  to  abolish 
even  a  single  bishopric  in  England  ?  Was 
it  right,  then,  after  the  example  set  in 
that  Bill,  to  say,  that  the  House  could  not 
apply  any  remedy  to  the  abuses  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  without  applying  a 
similar  remedy  to  the  Church  of  Enghmd  ? 
In  the  commission  which  was  now  about 
to  issue,  the  House  had  an  assurance,  that 
if  there  were  shown  to  be  an  excess  of 
wealth  in  the  possession  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  above  the  purposes  for  which  that 
Church  was  bound  to  provide,  it  would  be 
competent  to  Parliament  to  discuss  the 
mode  in  which  that  excess  should  be  ap- 
plied. He  had  heard  much  about  the 
mode  of  appropriating  the  Church  pro- 
perty ;  but  that  was  not  the  question  at 
present.  The  question  was  as  to  assert- 
ing the  right  of  Parliament  to  deal  with 
that  surplus,  if  any  surplus  should  be 
proved  to  exist  above  the  necessary  pur- 
poses of  the  Church,  Beyond  that  he 
would  not  yield  a  single  point.  Suppose, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  it  were  to 
be  stated  that  every  incumbent  in  Eng- 
land received  only  263/.  a-year,  and  that 
every  incumbent  in  Ireland  received  a 
much  larger  sum,  would  any  man  say,  that 
that  was  a  state  of  things  which  that 
House  either  could  or  ought  to  defend  ? 
It  was  upon  these  grounds  that  he,  seeit.g 
that  the  commission  which  was  about  to 
issue  involved  the  principle  of  the  Reso- 
lution  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
Alban's,  in  case  the  evidence  to  be  col- 
lected proved  a  surplus  of  wealth  in  the 
Church  of  Ireland — keeping  his  mind 
open  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  appro- 
priation of  that  property  was  hereafter  to 
l>e  made — but  admitting  at  the  very  out- 
set that,  if  there  were  a  surplus,  there  was 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  Ministers, 
supported  by  Parliament,  to  deal  with  it. 
It  was  upon  these  grounds,  he  repeated, 
that  he  maintained,  that  this  commission 


would  give  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country  all  that  hon.  Gentlemen  had  a 
right  to  expect.  Take  either  the  Resolu- 
tion or  the  commission,  but  let  the  House 
not  insist  on  taking  both,  tor  the  combi- 
nation of  the  two  was  one  of  the  greatest 
absurdities  that  could  be  perpetrated. 
Was  the  House  determined  to  decide  first 
and  to  examine  afterwards  ?  Was  it  be- 
cause this  was  an  Irish  subject,  that  the 
House  was  determined  to  act  in  so  Irish  a 
manner?  His  right  hon.  friend  had 
stated,  that  his  objection  was  to  the  doc- 
trine of  numbers  ;  but  had  his  noble  friend 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  laid 
down  the  doctrine  of  numbers,  to  which 
his  right  hon.  friend  had  objected  ?  or 
had  he  laid  down  any  principle  of  the 
kind  ?  It  was  not,  he  was  sure,  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  Church  of  England  to  fight 
its  battle,  if  battle  it  must  fight,  upon  the 
indefensible  grounds  which  had  been 
taken  up  for  it  by  some  of  its  friends 
that  evening — it  was  by  reducing  the 
abuses  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  that  the 
security  of  both  would  be  best  established. 
To  keep  the  two  separate  and  to  carry 
Church  Reform  into  Ireland  was  indis- 
pensable for  the  safety  of  the  Church  of 
England. 

Mr.  Ewart»2Lid,  he  understood  the  Go- 
vernment objected  to  adopt  as  an  iso- 
lated Resolution  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
friend  the  member  for  St.  Alban's;  yet 
they  approved  of  it  as  far  as  regarded  the 
end  proposed.  Why,  then,  did  they  not 
embody  it  in  their  own  resolutions?  All 
their  speeches  had  been  favourable  to  it. 
It  was  perfectly  practicable  for  them  to 
carry  their  commission  for  inquiry,  and 
yet  to  assign  at  the  same  time  the  view 
with  which  they  carried  it.  He  (Mr. 
Ewart)  must  be  excused  if,  with  every  re- 
spect for  the  right  hon.  member  for  South 
Lancashire,(Mr.  Stanley),  he  differed  from 
him  when  he  vindicated  the  maintenance 
of  a  predominant  Church.  The  reasous 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  urged  were 
the  very  same  reasons  which  in  former 
times  bad  been  urged  in  favour  of  papal 
ascendancy.  They  differed  only  in  degree. 
When  he  heard  such  doctrines,  he  must 
say,  that  '*  New  Protestant  was  but  Old 
Priest  writ  large."  He  was  sorry,  too,  to 
hear  his  right  hon.  fViend  (Mr.  Spring 
Rice)  advocate  the  course  adopted  by  the 
Ministry  merely  because  he  considered  it 
as  supporting  an  establishment.  In  his 
view,  the  question  was  not  merely  a  Pro« 
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tesUQt  qqesupn,  it  w^s  a  national  qurs- 
tjoyi.  He  mu«i,  with  every  respect  tu  the 
feelings  of  hoii.  Members,  express  his  fears 
that  many  of  thei»  sMpported  the  prectomj- 
iljince  of  the  Churph  froip  an  idea  of  its 
copnexioq  with  the  aristocracy.  He  con- 
fea^  hi^  sincere  belief,  that  in  this  and 
ip  other  rp<itten^  our  systt-m  was  even  dan- 
gerously ari«locratica1,  and  he  was  con- 
vinced tliat  it  was  the  duty  of  Parlia- 
ment gradually  to  unarislocratizc  that 
systeo)  to  which  religiofi  should  never  be 
made  substrvi^>nt,  Again  he  called  upon 
the  Ministry  to  say  why  they  could  not 
coiiibine  the  principle  of  his  bon.  friend 
the  men^ber  (or  St*  Alban's  with  their  in- 
quiry- Let  th^m  state  at  once  the  means 
Uiey  proposed,  ^pd  the  end  they  hsid  in 
view.  They  would  thus  unite  the  opin- 
ions of  both  sides,  ^nd  make  no  sacritice 
of  consistency  themselves. 

Mr,  Lambert  hoped»  (h&t  the  House 
would  perqait  hin|  to  explain  very  biicfly 
the  reav>ns  wliich  inducet}  him  to  support 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  mcuiber  for  St. 
Alban's.  In  the  fif^t  place,  he  would  ask 
any  Gentleman  who  on  Tuesday  last  was 
prepared  to  vote  for  tl)at  Motion,  what  had 
occurred  since  then,  to  justify  him  ip 
withdrawing  his  aupport  from  it  ?  It  was 
true,  that  in  the  interim  a  part  of  the 
Cabinet  h^d  separated  from  it ;  but  it 
was  evident  that  in  the  Cabinet,  as  it  now 
existed,  there  were  still  some  influential 
Members  opposed  to  this  question  of  ap- 
propriation.  From  what  had  recently 
occurred,  it  appeared  to  him  that  a  dif- 
ference of  opmion  on  this  subject  had 
long  existed  in  the  Cabinet,  and  that  it 
had  been  suppressed  by  mutual  agreement. 
How  did  the  House  know,  that  this  diller- 
ence  of  opinion  did  not  still  continue  in 
opposition  to  the  wishes  and  to  the  in- 
terests  of  the  country  P  It  appeared  to 
him  that  this  subject  divided  itself  into 
two  distinct  branches;  first,  there  was 
the  question  as  tp  the  principle  of  appro- 
priation ;  and  next,  there  was  the  ques- 
tion as  to  th?  amount  of  property  to  be 
9i>pro^riated.  Now,  the  question  as  to 
the  principle  of  appropriation  stood  by  it- 
self. Place  th^t  principle  upon  record  be- 
yond the  power  of  revocation,  and  then  pro- 
ceerl  to  inquire  into  the  amount  of  revenues 
to  be  appropriated.  A  commission  issuing 
from  the  Crown  might  be  revoked,  but  9 
Resolution  of  th€|t  House  affirming  tl)e 
principle  of  appropriation  could  not  be 
reT<A«d.    U  woqid  stand  ou  the  journals 


— it  would  bind  a  future  House  of  Com- 
mons —it  would  control  any  future  Admi- 
nistration [*'  iVb,  no, "].  In  spite  of  that 
cry,  he  contended  that  it  WQuld  have  that 
efiect,  for  with  the  sepse  of  the  country 
ascertained  upon  the  point,  and  with  this 
Resolution  recorded  on  the  journals,  he 
would  not  say,  that  it  would  be  impossible, 
but  he  would  say,  that  it  would  be  danger- 
ous, for  any  ministry  10  act  in  opposition 
to  a  sentiment  so  recorded.  He  hoped, 
that  in  what  he  was  next  going  to  utter 
he  bhould  not  be  guilty  of  any  irfcgu- 
larity,  but  there  had  appeared  since  the 
debate  of  Tuesday  night,  and  the  signifi- 
cant adjournipeut  which  had  then  taken 
place,  ap  uncontradicted  statement  of  the 
opinions  held  by  the  first  individual  in 
the  State.  He  should  like  to  know  who 
was  the  responsible  adviser  for,  and  who 
was  the  reporter  of  that  answer?  He 
gathered  from  that  answer,  whether  it 
were  true  or  apocryphal — and  hitherto  it 
had  not  been  ppntradicted — an  additional 
r<^ason  for  pressing  this  Motion  to  a  divi- 
sion. He  could  not  bring  himself  to  be- 
lieve that  there  did  not  at  this  moment 
exist  a  dissension  in  the  Cabinet.  If 
there  were  not  such  a  dissension,  why  did 
not  the  Government  come  boldly  forward 
and  say — '*  VVe  sanction  the  principle  of 
this  Resolution,  and  will  appoint  a  Com* 
mission  to  ascertain  the  amount  of  the  re- 
venues to  be  appropriated  V*  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  must  understand  that 
this  question  could  not  be  permitted  to 
sleep.  The  times  required  a  bold  policy, 
which  would  meet  the  eye  of  the  day. 
**  We  know,  at  present,"  said  the  hon. 
Member,  '*  what  we  have  lost  in  talent 
and  re$[)ectability.  I  ask  what  have  we 
trained  '^  We  all  know  our  loss,  and  the 
loss  of  the  Cabinet.  1  fear,  that  before 
long  we  shall  both  experience  it  fatally. 
If  we  stop  short  now,  if  we  vote  fur  the 
previous  question,  we  shall  do  that  which 
we  Plight  have  done  last  Tuesday,  without 
having  incurred  this  loss,  l^t  us  then 
meet  the  question  boldly,  and  recognise 
the  principle  we  contend  for — a  principle 
which  J  venture  to  assure  his  Majesty*s  Mi- 
nisters will  find  press  upon  them  at  every  in- 
stant at  every  stage  of  the  tithe  question, 
now  in  progress  through  this  House,  On 
Tuesday  night  adivided  Cabinet  was  to  have 
met  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  friend  by  the 
previous  question ;  we  are  tuhl  the  Cabi- 
net is  now  unanimous,  and  yet  the  same 
course  19  puriued«    Shall  we,  then,  be9i« 
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tate  to  do  that  now  which  it  is  evident 
we  shall  be  compelled  to  do  hereafter." 
The  present  question ,  was  too  important 
the  hon.  Member  contended,  to  lie  dor- 
mant— it  ought  to  be  decided  at  once,  for 
there  was  no  occasion  for  an  inquiry. 
The  sense  of  the  country  and  the  House 
was  fixed  on  this  subject,  and  the 
general  wish  could  not  be  much  longer 
postponed.  For  the  reasons  given  he 
should  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  Alban's,  which  established 
the  principle  of  the  control  of  the  Legisla- 
tuie  in  this  matter.  That  principle 
being  established,  an  inquiry,  such  as  that 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  might  afford 
satisfaction.  He  was  convinced  that  the 
course  referred  to  was  the  best  that  could 
be  adopted  with  a  view  to  satisfy  the 
country,  strengthen  our  institutions  and 
promote  the  stability  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  O'Connell  could  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
that  the  noble  Lord's  commission  of 
inquiry  would  give  any  satisfaction,  under 
whatever  circumstances ;  and  he  warned 
Ministers  against  being  led  away  by  the 
delusion,  that  this  commission  would  do 
any  thing  for  them.  We  had  a  commis- 
sion of  corporate  inquiry  last  year ;  and 
what  good  did  it  do?  How  much  nearer 
were  we  to  obtaining  relief  from  the  griev- 
ance of  corporate  abuses  ?  A  commission 
was  a  mere  pretence — a  wet  blanket  to 
stifle  what  the  country  required,  and  what 
Ministers,  if  they  had  sufficient  determi- 
nation and  manliness,  would  give, — he 
meant  satisfaction  to  Ireland  and  security 
to  England ;  for,  unless  satisfaction  were 
afforded  to  Ireland,  blessed  be  God !  there 
could  not  be  any  security  for  England. 
His  object  in  pressing  this  subject  on  the 
attention  of  Ministers  was  solely  with  a 
view  to  give  satisfaction  to  Ireland.  He 
had  a  plan  of  his  own  for  giving  satisfac- 
tion in  this  matter,  but  he  did  not  now 
press  it  on  Ministers  or  the  House ;  and 
why? — because  he  wished  to  urge  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  to  come  forward  and 
proceed  with  a  satisfactory  plan  himself. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  do  so,  let  Ministers 
adopt  that  course,  and  take  Ireland  out 
of  the  hands  of  agitators,  as  they  termed 
him  and  his  friends.  If  Gentlemen 
thought  that  there  was  no  real  grievance, 
that  all  alleged  evils  were  mere  poetry 
and  the  imagination  of  public  men,  it 
would  not  be  hard  to  satisfy  the  demands 
of  the  Irish  people;    but  if  grievances 


actually  existed  —  real  and  substantial 
grievances — was  it  too  much  to  ask  for 
their  redress?  If  Ministers  were  deter- 
mined not  to  redress  those  grievances— if 
they  were  resolved  to  continue  that  most 
degrading  of  all  conditions,  in  which  the 
mass  of  the  people  were  obliged  to  contri- 
bute to  the  wealth  and  splendour  of  a 
Church  from  which  they  conscientiously 
dissented,  and  which  repaid  them  with 
insult  for  their  tribute — if  that  were  the 
intention  of  Ministers,  let  them  take  a 
bold  and  manly  course,  and  call  back  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley)  to 
the  situation  which  he  had  just  relin- 
quished. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
the  House  his  principles  frankly  and 
boldly,  and  said,  that  there  must  be  a 
Protestant  Church  Establishment  in  Ire- 
land ;  no  matter  how  few  the  Protestant 
congregations  and  hearers,  that  Church 
must  exist  for  the  sake  of  maintaining  the 
purity  of  Protestantism ;  it  was,  there- 
fore, consistent  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  act  as  he  did.  But  what  became 
of  the  consistency  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's late  colleagues  ?  He  laughed  to 
scorn  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  doctrine, 
and  told  him,  that  his  principle  had  been 
tried  in  Ireland  for  200  years  without 
effect.  It  commenced  in  blood  and  rapine 
and  plunder — it  was  continued  with  the 
like  consequences,  and  had  perpetuated 
heart-burnings  and  injustice  down  to  the 
present  hour.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  for  supporting  a  state  religion  which 
was  not  the  religion  of  the  people ;  he  was 
for  maintaining  the  old  principle,  the 
purity  of  Protestantism.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  held  fast  by  ancient  principles, 
why  went  he  not  back  to  Popery  at  once, 
and  why  not  give  back  to  the  Carthusians, 
Benedictines,  Dominicans,  and  Francis- 
cans, that  property  which  was  originally 
theirs,  but  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  insisted  on  having  appropriated 
for  the  sake  of  the  small  number  of  Pro- 
testants in  Ireland?  But  nevertheless, 
and  notwithstanding  the  absurdity  of  his 
doctrine,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
consistent;  he  had  gone  out  of  office  on 
principle,  and  Ministers  had  remained  in 
office  on  principle;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  differed  from  his  late  colleagues 
in  this  respect,  that  he  now  openly  and 
boldly  asserted  his  principle,  while  they 
did  not  venture  to  maintain  theirs.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  repeated,  had 
asserted  the  principle  upon  which  he  went 
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out  of  oflice ;  why  did  not  Ministers  assert 
the  principle  on  which  they  remained  in  ? 
Why,  instead  of  publicly  professing  and 
acting  on  their  principles,  did  they  resort 
to  an  armed  neutrality  ?  Why  talk  of  a 
commission  of  inquiry,  the  result  of  which 
they  might  have  half  a  century  hence? 
Why  not  affirm  the  principle  which  they 
professed,  or  were  supposed  to  entertain, 
and  act  upon  it  at  once  ?  The  commission 
was  to  investigate  the  revenues  of  the 
Protestant  Church,  and  to  inquire  into 
how  many  Protestants  there  might  be  in 
each  parish  in  Ireland ;  not  only  how 
many  Protestants,  but  also  to  examine  the 
segments  into  which  Protestantism  was 
divided,  and  ascertain  how  many  were  to 
be  allotted  to  John  Calvin,  how  many  to 
Martin  Luther,  and  what  number  to  John 
Wesley?  Were  the  Commissioners  to 
take  people's  adherence  to  the  39  Articles 
into  consideration  ?  Was  there  also  to  be 
a  crusade  of  that  kind  ?  If  any  one  said, 
''  I  can  only  sign  38  of  the  articles,"  was 
be  to  be  distinguished  from  the  more 
completely  orthodox,  and  were  there  to 
be  38-article  men,  as  well  as  39>article 
people?  Were  the  Commissioners  to  in- 
quire into  the  numbers  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics? He  for  one  was  content  that 
they  should — he  was  willing  to  have  that 
inquiry,  because  he  believed,  that  the  Ca- 
tholics would  be  found  to  be  pretty  much 
at  they  were  represented  to  be.  Were 
the  Commissioners  to  go  to  the  police 
force  and  count  the  numbers,  and  see 
that  the  same  men  should  not  be  esti- 
mated twice — told  off  in  Cork,  and  then 
again  in  another  Kilkenny  ?  Were  they 
to  examine  the  present  state  of  the  popu- 
lation, to  ascertain  the  number  of  births 
since  the  last  return,  to  investigate  the 
obituaries,  to  go  on  canvassing  all  people, 
and  looking  into  all  subjects,  in  this  vague 
and  interminable  way?  Why,  such  a 
system  of  inquiry  would  prove  a  Pene- 
lope's web ;  there  would  be  no  end  to  it. 
Fever  or  cholera  might  make  a  serious 
difference  in  the  proportion  of  Protest- 
antism in  a  parish,  and  fresh  inquiries 
would  be  constantly  demanded.  This 
was  the  unsatisfactory  commission  which 
was  now  offered  to  Ireland,  instead  of  a 
full  and  healing  measure ;  and  yet,  even 
about  this  paltry  commission,  gentlemen 
could  not  agree,  because  it  seemed  to 
promise  something,  however  remote  or  in- 
complete, for  that  unhappy  country.  *'  Oh, 

bow  unaaimous  you  were/'  e^^claimed  the 


hon.  Member,  **  when  you  were  coercing 
Ireland !  there  was  then  no  difference  in 
the  Cabinet !  you  inflicted  court-martials 
upon  Ireland  without  hesitation  or  dis- 
pute !  When  you  were  about  to  coerce 
Ireland,  you  were  perfectly  unanimous, 
but  now,  in  the  work  of  conciliation,  you 
are  for  the  Grst  time  divided!"  Those 
who  had  separated  themselves  from  Min- 
isters on  this  occasion,  had  at  least  acted 
an  open  and  manly  part ;  not  so  those 
who  remained  in  the  Cabinet.  And  with 
respect  to  them,  he  would  say,  "  You 
shrink  from  affirming  what  is  or  ought  to 
be  your  own  principle;  you  offer  us  a 
nugatory  and  deceptive  commission ;  you 
throw  this  tortoise-shell  over  yourselves  in 
order  that  you  may  have  a  chance  of 
creeping  at  a  snail's  pace  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty." What  was  the  situation  of  Ire- 
land in  reference  to  the  Protestant  Church  ? 
Arrears  of  tithes  were  due  to  the  Pro- 
testant clergy,  and  also  to  lay  impropria- 
tors, to  a  considerable  extent.  Were  the 
Commissioners  to  ascertain  the  amount  of 
tithes  in  every  parish,  or  would  Govern- 
ment stand  on  the  old  valuation.^  In 
eight,  out  of  ten  parishes,  the  valuation 
was  complete.  W^re  the  arrears  due  to 
the  clergy  and  lay  impropriators  to  be 
first  levied  on  the  country,  and  then  were 
the  police  and  military  to  be  sent  out  to 
collect  the  new  Land-tax  ?  What  would 
be  the  result  of  all  this  ?  He  did  not  like 
to  dwell  on  the  subject.  Meanwhile, 
however,  we  were  to  have  a  commission 
to  ascertain  something  or  other — when  we 
were  like  to  have  a  winter  of  blood  and  a 
spring  of  more  coercion.  This  was  not  a 
question  between  two  sections  of  the  Ca- 
binet; it  was  a  much  higher  question — a 
question  of  conciliation  towards  Ireland. 
That  country  was  never  more  ready  and 
willing  to  be  conciliated  than  at  present. 
But  how  ?  By  fair  words  and  promises  ? 
No;  but  by  acts.  Give  us  acts  and 
deeds,  adopt  a  decided  and  satisfactory 
course  in  relation  to  this  subject ;  and  then 
you  would  conciliate  Ireland.  You  had 
now  a  favourable  opportunity — the  Irish 
Tithe  Bill  was  before  the  House ;  it  con- 
tained the  principle  of  appropriation.  You 
were  willing  to  give  up  that.  Give  us  a 
proper  and  satisfactory  recognition  of  the 
principle.  The  hon.  member  for  Donegal 
quoted  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Oxford  University,  with  respect  to  **  the 
expansive  nature  of  Protestantism."    If 
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to  have  been  '*  (he  'expen&ive'  nature  of 
Protestantism.*'  What  he  askctl  for  was 
to  introduce  appropriation  as  a  clear  and 
distinct  principle  of  the  measure  before 
the  House.  He  had  said,  that  the  princi- 
ple should  be  ucted  on  in  parishes  where 
the  proportion  of  Protestants  was  less 
than  one* fourth  of  the  population.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  erroneously 
attributed  to  hitn  **  one-fifth**  as  the  pro- 
portion which  he  had  referred  to.  He 
might  have  said  in  private  conversation, 
that  there  was  not  one-tenth  of  the  popu- 
lation Protestant  ,in  parishes  with  which 
be  was  acquainted  — in  Kerry,  for  instance. 
He  asked,  in  the  name  of  common  justice 
and  common  sense,  whether,  under  such 
circumstances,  the  present  system  ought 
10  be  supported  ?  ["  Hear^  hear**]  That 
cheer  said,  *'  No ;"  it  implied,  that  it 
ought  not  to  1)6  kept  up;  why  not  put 
wha^t  appeared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  go- 
vernment and  the  House  upon  record,  by 
acceding  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  St.  Alban's,  to  whom  both  England 
and  Ireland  were  indebted  for  bringing  it 
forward  ?  The  character  of  Ministers  was 
of  importance ;  it  was,  or  ought  to  be,  pre- 
cious to  Ireland — that  character  it  was 
their  duty  to  maintain  and  elevate ;  but 
how  could  they  do  so  when  they  hesitated 
to  put  boldly  on  record  their  acquiescence 
in  the  principle  of  appropriation,  thereby 
showing  that  they  were  worthy  of  their 
trust  and  true  to  themselves,  by  openly 
maintaining  what  they  at  present  merely 
affected  or  pretended  to  think  ?  It  was 
in  their  power  to  make  the  important 
declaration — Ireland  looked  to  the  Min- 
isters with  anxiety.  The  House  had  told 
the  Sovereign,  that  you  were  ready  to  re- 
dress the  evils  of  Ireland;  by  an  over- 
whelming majority  you  had  recently  ne- 
gatived that  plan  of  redress  to  which 
Ireland  was  and  would  be  attached,  and 
from  which  it  could  not  be  detached, 
unless  by  satisfactory  concessions,  such  as 
were  now  demandeid.  It,  therefore,  be- 
hoved the  House  and  the  Government  to 
do  justice  upon  the  present  occasion. 
When  the  people  of  Ireland  read  this 
Debate,andsaw  that,  instead  of  embracing 
the  great  principle  of  appropriation,  it 
merely  related  to  little  personal  matters, — 
and  when  they  saw' the  Ministerial  ma- 
jority against  the  professed  principle  of 
the  rninority, — a  majority  swelled  by  the 
late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  and  by 
otbersj  whose  support  was  the. result  of  a 


cunning  and  equivocal  fiiefidshipr*'Wuuld 
not  the  people  feel  great  disappointment 
and  i  ndiguation,  and  would  not  they 
mock  him  to  scorn  if  he  were  to  givu 
Ministers  his  confidence?  Would  they 
not  say,  and  with  apparent  justice,  our 
supposed  friends  and  advocates  are  eithc^r 
miserably  deluded,  or  else  they  are  wretch- 
ed dcluders.'*  Might  they  not,  with  equal 
justice,  say,  "  There  are  plans  of  self- 
a^grandrzement  to  be  acconaplished ; 
situations  of  power  and  emolument  to  be 
obtained ;  personal  and  interested  ob- 
jects to  be  effected ;  and  those  who  have 
talked  about  the  evils  of  Ireland,  and  of 
the  necessity  of  a  domestic  Lfgislatiire, 
arc  truckling  to  the  Government  with  pri- 
vate views,  and  endeavouring  to  promote 
their  own  interests  at  the  expcn^  of  their 
country.'*  Suppose  this  result  to  b^ 
brought  about,  in  what  degree  would  it 
benefit  Ministers?  Perhaps  they  nvgbt 
get  another  set  of  agitators  in  the  pUce  of 
the  present — they  might  get  worse.  He 
would  tell  them  that ;  and  they  might  do 
worse,  even  if  they  could  succeed  in  ruin- 
ing the  character  of  men  whom  he  now 
told  the  Government  they  could  not  pur- 
chase, and  whom  he  did  not  wish  to  sup- 
pose that  Ministers  were  weak  enough  to 
attempt  to  deter  from  their  duty.  England 
had  tried  with  Scotland  the  game  sl^e  was 
now  playing  in  Ireland.  How  often  did 
the  walls  of  that  House  echo  with  declara- 
tions of  an  intention  to  establish  firmly, 
and  maintain  unshaken,  the  system  gf 
episcopacy  in  Scotland  I  How  often  did 
majorities  express  their  scorn  at  the  idea 
of  allowing  the  Scotch  to  throw  off  the 
surplice,  and  reject  the  orders  and  regula- 
tions of  the  Established  Church !  But, 
nevertheless,  the  Ministers  of  that  day 
were  defeated  by  the  good  broadswords 
of  the  Scotch.  For  fifty  years,  England 
persecuted  a  people  whicn  conscientiously 
differed  from  it  on  points  of  doctrine  and 
discipline ;  but  all  the  attempts  to  estab- 
lish episcopacy  in  Scotland  failed.  Was 
a  different  result  to  be  expected  in  Ireland 
n  the  present  day  ?  Was  Ireland  a  Pro- 
testant country  ?~  No.  It  was  not  by  the 
Government  calling  Ireland  a  Protestant, 
country  that  it  could  be  rendered  so,  but 
only  by  the  people  becoming  Protestant, 
Did  Ministers  want  a  commission  of  in- 
quiry to  show  the  enormous  majority  of 
Catholics  in  Ireland  ?  Did  they  want  such 
an  inquiry  as  to  the  fact  of  the  small  mi- 
nority which  the  Protestants  of  that  coup* 
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try  conslituWd?  He  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  whether  he  en- 
terlained  any  doubt  on  the  subject?  If  so, 
let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  go  to  the 
parishes  of  Loughlin  and  Shanagolden,  in 
which  he  was  a  considerable  proprietor, 
and  see  the  relative  numbers  of  Catholics 
and  Protestants;  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  want  any  inquiry  for  that 
purpose.  It  was  idle  to  talk  of  a  com- 
mission of  inquiry.  If  the  House  first 
established  the  principle  of  appropriation, 
it  might  afterwards  proceed  to  work  out 
the  detaiU  by  means  of  a  commission,  but 
no  preliminary  inquiry  was  wanted.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley)  said, 
*'  If  you  send  out  a  commission,  the  White 
Boys  may  soon  change  the  relative  pro- 
portion of  Protestants  and  Catholics  in 
certain  parishes/'  It  was  possible,  that 
sucb  a  tping  might  happen,  but  he  hoped 
and  believed  that  it  was  not  likely.  He 
could  refer  the  ri^ht  hon«  Gentleman  to  a 
county  which  had  been  desolated  of  its 
Catholic  inhabitants  at  a  former  period. 
Undoubtedly,  the  principle  was  a  dreadful 
one,  and  might  be  mischievously  exercised* 
both  against  Catholics  and  Protestants. 
No  man  could  deprecate  any  thing  of  the 
kind  more  than  himself.  But  it  would  be 
easy  to  obviate  any  risk  of  that  kind^  if  a 
date  already  passed  were  selected  for  es- 
timating the  relative  proportions  of  Catho- 
lics and  Protestants — the  1st  of  March, 
for  instance,  might  be  the  day  fixed,  and 
thus  we  should  get  over  that  danger  at 
least.  But  was  there  no  other  evil  to  be 
dreaded  ?  Did  not  the  great  mischief  and 
evil  in  Ireland  consist  in  the  dissensions 
existing  between  Catholics  and  Protest- 
ants? The  House  had  that  night  heard 
sentiments  of  self-gratulation  expressed 
on  the  part  of  the  Protestants,  at  the  pro- 
spect of  the  Church  being  upheld  in  Ire- 
land ;  what  would  be  the  feelings  of  the 
Catholics?  See  the  wretched  absurdity 
and  mischief  created  by  your  dominant 
Church  in  Ireland !  The  law  gave  the  Pro- 
testants a  superiority  in  that  country,  and, 
because  they  possessed  a  legal  superiority, 
they  were  mduced  to  imagine  that  they 
also  possessed  a  physical  and  moral  su- 
periority. Was  this  fallacious  idea  to  be 
encouraged  ?  Were  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  be  set  against  each  other  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  principle  of  pure  Protest- 
antism?  Was  this  gross  injustice  to  be 
committed  ?  Government  and  the  Legis- 
laturo  were  armed  at  a  period  when  toey 


might  do  much  good  by  proceeding  boldly 
and  actively;  but  the  method  now  pro- 
posed to  be  adopted  was  a  mere  mockery, 
and  could  not  be  attended  with  any  suc- 
cessful result.  Gentlemen  opposite  must 
themselves  admit,  that  if  we  aid  not  first 
establish  the  principle  of  appropriation, 
the  Government  commission  would  be 
neither  more  nor  less  than  a  rambling  pro- 
clamation to  array  the  Protestants  and 
Catholics  in  every  parish  in  Ireland  against 
each  other.  It  would  excite  parly  pro- 
cessions, irritating;  distinctions,  and  meet- 
ings. Then  would  come  the  dail^  riot, 
the  evening  collision,  and  the  midnight 
murder!  It  would  be  disseminatiog  in 
Ireland  an  additional  motive  to  excite- 
ment— another  cause  of  dissension.  They 
had  tried  the  principle  of  pure  Protest- 
antism in  Ireland  for  200  years ;  the  ex- 
periment had  failed;  let  it  be  abandoned. 
The  people  of  Ireland  were  now  anxious 
to  fall  into  the  arms  of  this  country — to 
join  the  ranks  of  Government.  They  de- 
sired to  see  a  strong  and  effective  minority 
working  out  the  great  principles  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  with  energy  and  sincerity; 
they  desired  so  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  Administration,  as  not  to  allow  the 
possibility  of  parties  in  any  quarter,  either 
m  the  vicinity  of  that  House  or  elsewhere, 
resisting  the  King's  Government  with  a 
prospect  of  success.  Ireland  was  ready 
to  assist  in  that  work;  but  Ireland  would 
not  accept  chaff  for  wholesome  food.  She 
required  more  than  words  and  promises, — 
she  demanded  acts  and  deeds  that  did  not 
admit  of  ambiguity  or  mistake.  Think  not 
to  satisfy  hungry  Ireland  by  talking  of 
roast  beef,  or  to  assuage  her  thirst  with  a 
drinking  song;  she  reouired  something 
real  and  substantial,  and  would  luugh  to 
scorn  all  empty  promises  and  professions. 
Ireland  would  despise  the  commission  of 
inquiry,  when  Ministers  pledged  them- 
selve?  to  nothing,  except  to  a  quarrel  with 
the  late  Secretary  for  the  Colonie3.  No- 
body could  more  respect  the  sincerity, 
manliness,  and  integrity,  of  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  than  himself;  but,  at  the  same 
time>  he  thought  the  right  hpn.  Gentle* 
man's  policy  the  verv  worst  that  could 
have  been  adopted  with  respect  to  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  swamped 
the  Ministry;  from  tlie  fimt,  he  was  its 
evil  genius, — a  calamity  to  the  Cabinet ; 
but  his  honour  and  principles  were  un- 
doubted: high  in  the  powers  of  his 
geuiusi  and  firm  in  the  assertion  of  prio« 
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ciple,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  lay 
claim  to  the  merit  of  consistency.  He 
was  ready  to  do  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
full  justice ;  but  everybody  was  aware  how 
much  mischief  he  had  done  the  Govern- 
ment. However,  the  Cabinet  had  parted 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  good 
terms,  and  reckoned  upon  his  future  sup- 
port. A  very  pathetic  scene  followed, 
worthy  of  a  novelist's  pen ;  but,  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  weep 
a  little  at  parting  with  his  late  colleagues, 
he  soon  resumed  his  wonted  air,  and  proved 
his  rigid  and  unbending  adherence  to  his 
own  principles.  He  called  upon  Ministers 
and  the  House  to  adopt  the  same  lion 
part :  they  had  under  their  protection 
every  sect ;  and  if  they  began  with  an 
equitable  principle  in  Ireland,  they  would 
shortly  be  enabled  to  do  more  justice  to 
England.  Do  this  act  of  justice  to  Ire- 
land, and  they  would  soon  be  able  to  re- 
duce the  Pension  List  and  repeal  the  Sep- 
tennial Act.  When  Gentlemen  once  felt 
the  sweets  and  advantages  of  popularity, 
they  would  be  led  on  from  good  to  better. 
Let  them,  then,  begin  with  Ireland  in  this 
instance.  He  had  indulged  in  some  ap- 
pearance of  hilarity ;  bi^t  his  mind  sunk 
when  he  considered  the  hopeless  and  irre- 
parable loss  which  Gentlemen,  sitting  on 
the  Ministerial  bench,  had  experienced. 
They  could  not  get  back  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley)  if  they  wished 
— that  was  out  of  the  question.  They  had 
cut  the  bridp^e  behind  them — there  was  no 
retreating.  Then  go  forward.  They  heard 
the  cheer  of  Tuesday  at  the  noble  Lord's 
announcement ;  they  would  hear  that 
cheer  again,  if  they  were  to  embrace  the 
principle  of  appropriation.  Never  was 
Ministry  so  strong  as  the  present  would 
be,  if  It  would  declare  and  work  out 
that  principle;  but  never  was  Ministry  so 
weak,  if  they  stopped  short  or  hesitated. 
If  they  chose,  they  could  be  thus  strong, 
and  in  no  other  quarter  could  there  be  any 
competition.  If  they  now  shrunk  from 
their  duty,  they  had  had  their  warning, 
although  from  a  quarter  which  they  might 
distrust  or  despise.  If  Ireland  had  been 
happily  separated  by  300  leagues  from 
England,  then  would  not  the  blessings  of 
God  in  the  former  country  have  been 
turned  into  the  bitterest  curses;  then 
would  not  the  Catholic  people  be  com- 
pelled to  support  in  splendour  a  Pro- 
testant Church.    Gentlemen  talked  much 
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England  since  the  period  of  the  Union, 
but  he  could  see  no  trace  of  any  solid  ad- 
vantage conferred  upon  Ireland,  with  the 
exception  of  what  had  been  reluctantly 
wrung  from  this  country.  **  We  now  pros- 
trate ourselves,  (said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman), before  you, — not  in  weakness, 
but  in  a  spirit  of  voluntary  humility  and 
conciliation,  and  request  justice  at  your 
hands.  It  is  your  duty  to  pacify  Ireland. 
Show  your  Christian  and  charitable,  as 
well  as  just  feelings,  by  doing  so.  We 
confess  ourselves  in  your  power — we  have 
no  intention  of  revolt  or  resistance — we 
implore  you  for  this  boon — we  ask  you  to 
pass  the  present  resolution.  Still  more. 
Do  you  wish  to  strengthen  the  Adminis- 
tration ? — support  the  resolution,  support 
the  friends  of  justice  and  liberality  in  the 
Cabinet ;  for  it  is  not  yet  formed  ;  no  new 
writs  having  been  moved  for.  You  can 
not  reclaim  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Stanley) ;  he  is  irrecoverably  lost; 
but  no  one  else  is  so  pledged,  not  even 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham), 
whose  loss  would  be  undoubtedly  great, 
if  he  should  finally  relinquish  a  depart- 
ment into  which  he  has  introduced  most 
important  reforms.''  He  called  upon  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  repudiate  the  proposi- 
tion for  the  previous  question  ;  and  asked 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stan- 
ley), with  his  manliness  and  sincerity, 
could  assent  to  a  vote  by  which  he  affirmed 
the  principle  of  appropriation,  at  least  in 
some  degree?  It  was  hardly  consistent 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  character 
to  meet  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Alban's  in  that  manner.  He  had 
trespassed  on  the  House  at  considerable 
length ;  and,  if  time  allowed,  would  still 
proceed,  but  more  in  sorrow  than  in  anger. 
Last  week,  he  thought  he  had  seen  a 
Btreaking  of  the  political  horizon  with  a 
new  and  cheering  light  for  his  unhappy 
country ;  but  he  now  found  it  to  be  a  mere 
ignis  fatuus — not  the  genial  light  which 
would  shed  lustre  and  happiness  upon 
Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
concluded : — **  Do  we  ask  you  to  per- 
secute or  injure  our  Protestant  fellow- 
countrymen  ?  God  forbid !  There  is  not 
a  Protestant  in  the  House  who  would  be 
more  anxious  to  resist  any  such  proceed- 
ing than  I  am.  All  I  ask  is  justice.  Do 
this ;  and  you  will  have  all  England  and 
Scotland,  and  every  thing  valuable  in  Ire- 
land, with  you.     We  only  wish  to  have 
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jared  and  insulted  the  Catholics.  We 
talk  not  of  superiority  for  ourselves,  all  we 
ask  of  you  is,  that  in  the  construction  of 
the  Bill  relative  to  the  Irish  Established 
Church,  you  will,  at  length,  do  that  jus- 
tice to  Ireland  which  England  obtained 
for  herself,  which  Scotland  extorted  from 
you,  and  which  Ireland,  through  my  hum- 
ble voice,  now  implores  you  to  grant." 

Mr.  Charles  Grant  said,  that  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  trespass  at  any  length  upon 
the  patience  of  the  House,  or  follow  in 
detail  the  speech  pronounced  by  the  elo- 
quent Gentleman  who  had  just  resumed 
his  seat.  However  much  he  differed  from 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  ge- 
neral on  the  subject  of  Ireland,  he  always 
heard  him  with  sympathy  and  with  a  me- 
lancholy satisfaction,  as  a  man  who  felt 
for  his  country,  and  as  the  eloquent  repre- 
sentative of  the  wrongs  which,  in  former 
times,  Ireland  had  sustained.  But  the 
misfortune  was,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  equally  eloquent  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land, whether  discussing  measures  of  de- 
cided relief  to  that  country,  or  complain- 
ing of  measures  of  coercion.  He  was  at 
a  loss  to  see  any  argument  in  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  which  tended  to  sup- 
port the  original  resolution :  for  the  hon. 
Member,  although  professing  to  be  favour- 
able to  that  resolution,  was  decidedly 
against  issuing  a  commission,  notwith- 
standing the  hon.  member  for  St.  Alban's 
had  said,  that  his  first  step  upon  the  re- 
cognition of  his  resolution,  must  be  the 
issuing  of  a  commission.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  ^'  Give  us  acts,  not  words,"  and 
yet  he  objected  to  an  act  so  decided  as 
the  issuing  of  a  commission.  The  hon. 
member  for  Wexford  stated,  that  the  reso- 
lution received  his  support,  because  it 
would  be  binding  on  any  subsequent 
House  of  Commons ;  but  that  was  an  in- 
adequate and  fallacious  ground  of  sup- 
port ;  for,  notwithstanding  the  resolution 
should  be  now  agreed  to,  any  future 
House  would  approach  the  question  quite 
as  freely  and  unfettered  as  the  pre- 
sent. The  hon.  member  for  Dublin  ought 
to  produce  some  other  plan  which  he 
could  recommend,  for  all  objections  to  his 
noble  friend's  commission  applied  as 
strongly  to  the  resolution  of  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  Alban's,  the  object  of 
which  was  also  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mission. He  desired  not  to  see  any 
triumph  of  one  party  over  another ;  it  was 
to  afford  reasonable  satisfaction  to  Ire- 


land, with  a  view  to  the  continuance  of 
that  union  which  he  hoped  would  long 
cement  the  interests  of  the  two  countries, 
that  he  supported  his  noble  friend's  Mo- 
tion. The  hon.  member  for  Wexford  had 
asked  what  circumstances  had  occurred 
since  Tuesday  last,  to  induce  the  House 
to  adopt  the  proposition  now  made  to  it 
by  his  Majesty's  Government.  Events 
had  occurred  since  then  fully  sufficient  in 
themselves  to  justify  the  adoption  of  such 
a  line  of  conduct ;  and  if  he  should  only 
advert  to  the  single  circumstance  of  the 
able  and  eloquent  speech  which  had  been 
that  night  delivered  by  his  right  hon. 
friend  the  late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
he  would  take  his  stand  upon  it,  and  he 
would  say,  that  that  speech  alone  entitled 
them  to  ask  the  House,  under  different 
circumstances  than  existed  on  Tuesday 
last,  to  adopt  a  different  line  of  conduct. 
He  thought,  that  every  impartial  man — 
that  every  man  of  common  sense — would 
see,  that  the  proposed  appointment  of 
the  Commission  rested  upon  intelligible 
grounds,  and  that  the  Government  was 
fully  justified  in  asking  for  the  vote  it  did, 
under  circumstances  completely  different 
from  those  that  existed  on  Tuesday  last. 
The  hon.  member  for  Wexford  had  also 
said,  that  divisions  existed  in  the  Cabinet 
on  this  important  subject;  and  he  had 
surmised,  that  this  proposition  was  the 
fruit  of  such  divisions.  He  could  assure 
that  hon.  Member,  that  he  was  completely 
mistaken  in  such  a  supposition.  He 
would  venture  to  assure  him,  and  to  as- 
sure the  House,  that  there  were  no  divi- 
sions in  the  Cabinet  on  this  subject.  He 
could  assure  the  House,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  character  of  the  members  of  the 
Cabinet,  as  men  of  honour  and  of  honesty, 
at  all  events  as  men  of  common  sense  and 
common  understanding,  would  be  felt  to 
fully  bear  him  out  in  the  assertion,  that 
they  would  not  have  considered  them* 
selves  justified  in  proposing  the  issuing 
of  this  Commission  if,  amongst  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet,  there  existed  the 
slightest  dissent  upon  such  a  vital  mea- 
sure. The  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin  had  assailed  the  proposition  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  as  being  calcu- 
lated to  get  rid  of  the  real  merits  of  the 
question,  and  to  divert  the  House  from 
pronouncing  an  opinion  upon  it.  He 
looked  upon  it  as  a  plain  and  direct  de- 
claration bv  the  Government  of  the  line  of 
policy  which  it  was  determined  to  pursue. 
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He  would  assert,  in  spite  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  no  man  in  that 
House — that  no  man  of  common  sense  in 
the  oountry^-could  mistake  for  a  moment 
what  that  line  of  policy  was.  He  could 
not  but  think,  notwithstanding^  all  that 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that  the  warm  feelings  and  the 
^ood  sense  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Ireland  would  induce  them  to  arrive  at  a 
different  conclusion  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  with  regard  to  the 
issuing  of  this  Commission,  and  that,  in 
spite  of  his  denunciations,  they  would  give 
credit  to  the  Government  for  its  inten- 
tions. Tn  the  issuing  of  the  Commission 
he  cordially  and  entirely  concurred.  He 
Hrmly  believed,  that  it  would  constitute 
the  most  important  step  the  Government 
had  ever  taken  for  the  effectual  concilia- 
tion of  Ireland,  and  for  cementing  the 
union  between  the  two  countries.  With- 
out further  detaining  the  House,  he 
begged  to  repeat,  that  such  a  proposition 
had  his  cordial  and  entire  concurrence. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  at  a  period 
of  such  importance,  and  when  events  were 

f)as8ing  calculated  to  excite  in  the  pub- 
ic mind  so  much  anxiety, — nay,  so  much 
dismay,-- it  was  with  deep  regret  that  he 
found  himself  precluded  on  this  occasion 
from  taking  any  course  that  could  be 
satisfactory  to  his  own  mind,  or  which 
could,  he  feared,  be  intelligible  to  the 
country  at  large.  A  Motion  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Alban's 
distinctly  oflirming  two  principles — first, 
that  the  temporal  possessions  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  exceeded  the  spiritual 
wants  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  ;  and 
secondly,  this  new  and  important  principle, 
that  that  House  had  a  right  to  appropriate 
the  temporal  possessions  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  to  purposes  not  necessarily  con- 
nected with  the  interests  of  the  Protestant 
Church.  He  wisiiwl  to  figlit  the  battle 
on  that  principle.  He  was  ready  to  de- 
clare his  opinion  on  that  subject.  He 
wanted  to  state  it — not  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  in  a  tone  of 
offensive  exultation,  and  not  claiming 
superiority  over  any  class  of  his  fellow- 
subjects  because  he  was  a  Member  of 
the  Church  from  which  they  dissented; 
but  prepared  to  maintain,  that  the  House 
was  bound  to  preserve  inviolate  the  Pro- 
testant estublishiiient  in  Irrtaiul  as  well  as 
in  Knjj^laiHl.  Me  was  leady  to  uphold 
*  defend  that  principle.     That  was  a 


subject  he  was  prepared  to  discuss — on 
which  he  required  no  further  evidence, 
being  then  determined  to  give  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Alban*g 
his  distinct  and  decided  negative.  But  he 
did  not  therefore  mean  to  imply,  that  he  was 
contented  with  the  present  condition  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland.  Two 
years  ago,  when  a  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed on  the  subject  of  tithes,  those 
who  were  connected  with  that  Committee 
could  bear  testimony,  that  he  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  admitted  himselfready  to  consider  any 
measures  calculated  to  correct  any  abuses 
that  could  be  shown  to  exist  in  the  eccle- 
siastical establishment  of  Ireland.  He 
stated  his  opinion  at  that  time,  which  still 
remained  the  same — that  the  period  was 
come  when  they  ought  to  consider  whether 
or  no  measures  might  not  be  devised  for 
appropriating  a  portion  of  the  Church-pro< 
perty  of  Ireland,  not  to  other  than  eccle- 
siastical objects,  but  so  as  to  facilitate  the 
propagation  of  divine  truth,  and  extend 
the  meansof  divine  worship,by  an  improved 
distribution  of  the  funds  of  the  Church.  He 
was  ready  to  assert  that  principle  now — 
he  was  ready  to  consider  any  reasonable 
proposition  which  had  for  its  object^  bond 
jtde^  the  maintenance  and  extension  of  the 
Protestant  Establishment,  and  the  increase 
of  the  benefits  attendant  upon  the  re- 
formed religion  ;  and  he  was  ready,  at  the 
same  time,  to  give  his  decided  negative  to 
such  a  Motion  as  that  of  the  hon.  member 
for  St.  Alban's,  which  would  sanction  the 
apprppriation  of  those  funds  to  other  than 
ecclesiastical  purposes.  But,  instead  of 
being  permitted  either  to  affirm  or  negative 
the  main  proposition,  technical  difficulties 
were  interposed  in  his  way  which  he  could 
not  surmount.  He  must  give  a  vote ;  and, 
in  whatever  way  he  gave  it.  he  must  take 
a  course  which  would  not  be  satisfactory 
to  himself.  The  noble  Lord  had,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  evening,  met  the  Motion 
by  the  previous  question.  The  noble 
Lord  had  thus  precluded  the  possibility 
of  amending  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  Alban's,  for  the  question 
to  be  proposed  was.  whether  the  main  reso- 
lution should  or  should  not  be  put.  He 
deeply  re«^relled,  that  such  a  course  should 
have  been  adopted.  He  doubted  whether 
a  great  majority  even  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  would  understand  the  purport 
of  it;  and  he  was  quite  sure,  that  out  of 
this  House  ninety  nine  persons  out  of  one 
hundred  would  not  put  the  proper  con- 
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stniction  on  thfe  moving  of  the  previous 
question.  It  would  have  been  fair,  and 
more  consistent,  on  the  part  of  Government, 
to  have  met  the  question  at  once  with  a 
simple  ay  or  a  simple  no.  There  were 
three  courses  open  to  him  for  adoption. 
He  mi«;ht  absent  himself  from  the  House, 
and  give  no  vote  at  all  upon  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord ;  but  he  would  be 
thereby  liable,  should  the  main  question 
be  put  without  further  debate,  to  lose  the 
opportunity  of  giving  his  vote  for  negativ- 
ing the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member 
for  St.  Alban's.  lie  must  say,  however, 
that  to  absent  one'self  from  a  division  was 
not  a  very  manly  or  straightforward  course, 
and  it  was  not  one  that  he  often  adopted, 
for,  tn  ordinary  cases,  it  betrayed  an 
inability  to  make  up  one's  mind  between 
the  affirmative  and  negative  on  a  question 
of  public  concern,  and  a  wish  to  escape 
the  difficulty  by  leaving  the  House*  At 
the  taihe  time,  he  must  admit,  that  some- 
limes  that  course  was  proper ;  and  if  ever 
there  was  a  time  when  it  would  be  justi-' 
liable,  it  was  on  an  occasion  like  the  pre- 
sent, when  he  found  himself,  by  the  course 
adopted  by  the  noble  Lord,  precluded  from 
expressing  the  strong  opinion  he  felt  by  a 
vote  on  the  main  question.  He  found 
himself  involved  in  thia  difficulty — that  if 
he  voted  for  the  previous  question,  it  mieht 
seem  to  imply  that  he  gave  his  sanction 
to  the  measure  which  had  been  proposed 
by  Government, — a  measure  of  which  he 
wholly  disapproved.  In  voting  against 
the  previous  question,  he  would  seem  to 
ally  himself  with  the  decided  enemies  of 
the  Church,  with  those  who  professed  a 
wish  to  spoliate  her,  and  he  should  swell 
their  ranks  on  a  division.  That  course 
would  be  neither  satisfactory  to  himself, 
nor  intelligible  to  the  public.  If,  upon 
the  whole,  he  should  resolve  to  vote  with 
his  Majesty's  Government,  he  must  do  so 
Mrtih  the  distinct  explanation, — first,  that 
he  meant,  by  taking  that  course,  to  imply 
no  conBdence  in  his  Majesty's  Ministers — 
for  he  felt  none ;  and  secondly,  that  he 
disclaimed  altogether  the  slightest  appro- 
bation of  the  appointment  of  such  a  Com- 
mission as  that  which  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed. The  appointment  of  that  Commis- 
sioti  was  fraught  with  great  danger.  It 
involved  no  intelligible  principle.  It  pro- 
fessed, in  terms,  to  be  merely  instituted 
for  the  purpose  of  making  inquiries — 
some  of  which  were  siipci  Huous,  and  others 
totally   unintelligible.      What  would  be 


the  effect  of  this  measure  on  the  receivers 
of  tithes  in  Ireland — on  the  payers  of 
tithes  —  on  the  Roman  Catholics  —  on 
the  Protestant  Dissenters,  —  and  on  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church  ? 
The  last  thing  to  be  desired  was,  the 
appointment  of  a  new  Commission,  in 
addition  to  all  the  former  Commissions 
that  had  been  sent  to  Ireland,  What 
course  could  be  devised  less'  likely  to 
mitigate  the  anxiety  of  all  parties,  or  to 
relieve  their  doubts,  than  a  vague,  in- 
definite, interminable  inquiry  ?  The  Go- 
vernment objected  to  the  principle  in- 
volved in  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  St.  Alban's.  Tlien,  he  asked,  did 
they  recognise  any  principle  in  appointing 
this  Commission,  or  not  ?  If  they  recog- 
nised a  principle,  why  did  they  object  to 
the  Motion  or  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
Alban's?  and  how  could  their  own  Com- 
mission be  exempt  from  the  objection 
which  they  urged  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Motion  ?  Either  there  was  a  prin- 
ciple involved  in  the  appointment  of  this 
Commission,  or  there  was  not ;  and  why 
not  openly  and  manfully  avow  it?  The 
noble  Lord  said,  if  it  should  be  found  that 
there  was  a  surplus  in  the  revenues  of  the 
Protestant  Church  of  Ireland,  Parliament 
might  appropriate  it  for  the  purpose  of 
moral  and  religious  instruction.  What 
was  meant  by  these  terms,  which,  unex- 
plained, were  very  equivocal  ?  When  the 
nobJe  Lord  spoke  of  "  moral  and  religious 
instruction,^^  did  he  claim  the  right,  out  of 
the  present  possessions  of  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland,  to  support  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  in  that  country  ?  If,  by 
**  moral  and  religious  instruction  were 
meant  f'  moral  and  religious  instruction 
based  upon  the  principles  of  the  Church  of 
England,  if  it  were  meant  lion&fide  to  devise 
the  means,  out  of  the  tern  poral  possessions  of 
the  Church,  of  increasing  religious  instruc- 
tion, and  extending  divine  worship  ac- 
cording to  the  principles  and  the  faith  of 
the  Establisheu  Church,  he  should  listen 
with  favour  to  the  proposal.  If  the  right 
to  sanction  the  establishment  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  in  Ireland,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  it  out  of  the  funds  of  the  Protes- 
tant Church  were  claimed,  for  God's  sake 
advance  at  once  the  principle  on  which  it 
was  proposed  to  act.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  *'  I  will  consent  to  an  inquiry  into 
the  state  of  every  parish  in  Ireland  ;  and 
if,  on  making  this  inquiry,  I  disrovcr  that 
there  is  an  excess  of  revenue  beyond  what 
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is  necessary  to  proTide  for  the  spiritual 
wants  of  the  people,  I  think  that  the 
surplus  may  be  dinerently  appropriated/' 
But,  after  the  inquiry  was  finished,  would 
they  have  advanced  any  nearer  to  the  main 
object  of  that  night's  discussion?  The 
Commissioners  were  to  give  no  opinion  as 
to  what  constituted  an  excess.  They 
would  merely  lay  before  Parliament,  after 
a  long  and  protracted  inquiry,  certain  sta- 
tistical information :  and  it  appeared  to 
him,  that  the  House  was  just  as  well  able 
to  give  an  opinion  on  the  principle  at  pre- 
sent, as  it  would  be  when  the  Commis- 
sioners had  made  their  report.  The  hon. 
member  for  St.  Alban's  talked  of  assigning 
to  each  Protestant  clergyman  the  same 
amount  of  income  as  a  Presbyterian 
minister  received.  The  hon.  Member,  no 
doubt,  would  consider  that  an  adequate 
provision ;  he  should  consider  it  most  in- 
adequate and  unjust;  nor  would  they 
have  advanced  a  single  step  nearer  to  the 
removal  of  this  difference  after  receiving 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners.  But 
when  was  the  inquiry  to  terminate  ?  There 
were  2,500  parishes  in  Ireland,  and  the 
Commissioners  were  to  inquire  into  the 
amount  of  Church  property — into  the 
number  of  Protestants,  Roman  Catholics, 
and  Dissenters—  into  the  state  of  educa- 
tion— into  the  funds  available  for  the  pur- 
poses of  education  in  each  separate  parish. 
Look  to  the  progress  of  other  inquiries — 
of  the  inquiries,  for  instance,  into  the 
amount  of  population  in  Ireland,  or  of  the 
inquiries  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission! 
That  Commission  had  existed  for  two  or 
three  years,  and  it  had  presented  one  re- 
port, confined  to  one  province, — that  of 
Armagh.  While  the  inquiries  of  the  new 
Commission  were  pending,  what  would 
be  the  consequences  in  Ireland  ?  It 
would  paralyze  all  the  eltertions  to 
effect  a  commutation  of  tithe.  In  the 
course  of  last  year,  an  Act  was  passed  for 
encouraging  the  Protestant  landlords  of 
Ireland  to  effect  the  redemption  of  tithe  ; 
but  if  they  were  left  in  a  state  of  un- 
certainty as  to  ulterior  objects — if  they 
were  told,  that  the  payments  which  they 
might  make  in  lieu  of  tithe  might  here- 
after be  appropriated  to  the  support  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  rcligion,would  the  Protes- 
tant landlords  either  aid  in  the  recovery  of 
tithe,  or  voluntarily  consent  Xo  any  pay- 
ment as  a  substitute  for  it  ?  In  that  case, 
suspense  was  worse  than  any  decision. 
Its  tendency  would  be  to  paralyze  the 


efforts  of  the  Legislature,  and  to  destroy 
the  property,  about  the  application  of  which 
they  were  contending.  He  could  not,  there- 
fore, consent  to  the  appointment  of  this 
Commission ;  and  if  he  felt  himself  bound 
to  vote  for  the  previous  question,  it  was 
only  because  he  had  not  the  power,  by 
the  forms  of  the  House,  to  give  a  direct 
negative,  and  because  he  would  not  depart 
from  the  rule  on  which  the  generous  party 
with  whom  he  was  connected  had  always 
acted.  They  had  never  resorted  to  petty 
artifices  for  the  purpose  of  embarrassing 
the  course  of  his  Majesty's  Government, — 
they  had  not  sought  for  opportunities  of 
uniting  in  their  votes  with  those  from 
whom  they  differed  altogether  in  principle. 
Their  desire  had  been  to  give  an  honest 
support  to  the  principles  of  good  govern- 
ment, not  to  embarrass  an  Administration 
by  factious  opposition.  With  regard  to 
the  main  question, — the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland,  in  all 
its  rights  and  privileges, — he  was  perfectly 
ready  to  enter  on  the  discussion  of  that 
subject,  and  to  pronounce  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  its  inviolate  preservation.  The 
whole  speech  of  the  member  for  St.  Albania 
was  directed  to  this  principle,  that  the 
State  ought  not  to  have  any  established 
religion  whatever.  [Mr.  Ward:  As  re- 
gards Ireland.]  That  evasion  would  not 
do.  If  the  principles  were  correct,  they 
applied  to  England  as  well  as  to  Ireland  ; 
and  he  would  attempt  to  show  that  the 
extension  to  England  must  be  the  result 
of  the  application  of  them  to  Ireland.  He 
would,  on  this  point,  first  notice  the  argu- 
ments of  his  right  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  Cambridge.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  in  answer  to  the  speech  of  the 
late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  that  the 
principle  for  which  he  must  contend  in 
Ireland  was  this, — that  if  there  were  an 
excess  of  Church  property  to  so  great  an 
extent  as  to  endanger  the  existence  of  that 
property,  then  the  Legislature  not  only 
had  a  right,  but  was  bound  to  interfere, 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  that  pro- 
perty. Now,  that  was  one  of  the  most 
dangerous  doctrines  which  could  be  pro- 
mulgated, not  only  in  reference  to  the 
property  of  the  Church,  but  in  regard  to 
all  property,  ecclesiastical,  corporate,  or 
individual.  If  an  excess  of  property  were 
supposed  to  endanger  property,  then  a 
part  might  be  curtailed  to  secure  the  re- 
mainder. What  safety  could  there  be  for 
any  property,  if  a  government  established 
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sach  a  priDciple,  with  reference  to  an  hy- 
pothetical case  ?  If  the  principle  were  ap- 
plicable to  the  property  of  the  Church, 
was  it  not  equally  applicable  to  the  pro- 
perty of  individuals?  Might  not  the  con- 
fiscation of  private  property  in  certain 
cases  be  justified  on  the  ground  or  on  the 
pretence^  that  it  was  excessive,  and  that 
the  security  of  the  whole  was  endangered 
by  the  excess  ?  If  the  Ministers  had  made 
up  their  minds,  that  there  was  an  excess, 
and  were  prepared  at  once  to  appropriate 
the  surplus  to  purposes  other  than  those 
to  which  it  was  now  devoted,  that  would 
be  an  intelligible  course,  and  pregnant 
with  less  danger  than  a  protracted  inquiry 
into  the  fact  of  excess,  with  a  menace  of 
confiscation  if  the  fact  should  be  estab- 
lished. If  the  King's  Grovernment  doubted 
as  to  that  fact,  could  there  be  anything  so 
dangerous  to  the  existence  of  all  property, 
as  the  discussion  of  the  contingencies 
under  which  it  would  be  justifiable  to  seize 
upon  a  supposed  excess  for  the  pur- 
pose of  aftbrding  protection  to  the  re- 
mainder ?  It  was  possible  to  conceive  cases 
in  which  individuals  might  become  pos- 
sessed of  wealth  so  enormous,  as,  with  the 
latitude  of  expenditure  allowed  in  a  coun- 
try enjoying  free  institutions,  to  endanger 
the  general  interests.  But  who  would 
dream,  without  some  extreme  practical 
necessity,  of  appointing  a  Commission 
to  consider  whether  certain  individuals 
might  not  possess  what  others  consi- 
dered an  excess  of  property  ?  If  any  one 
description  of  property  could  not  rest 
with  safety  on  that  best  of  all  titles,  pre- 
scription,— if  it  were  not  secure  under  the 
safeguard  of  the  law  of  the  realm,  the  title 
to  all  property  must  be  rendered  doubtful. 
The  right  hon.  member  for  Cambridge  had 
contended,  in  the  next  place,  that  it  did 
not  follow,  because  certain  measures  were 
necessary  in  Ireland,  with  respect  to 
Church  property,  that  therefore  they  must 
be  applied  to  England.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave,  as  a  proof  of  this,  the 
Church  Temporalities  Bill  of  last  Session. 
But  there  was  a  fallacy  in  the  universal 
application  of  this  argument.  There 
might,  no  doubt,  be  measures  of  local  re- 
gulation advisable  in  regard  to  the  Church 
in  Ireland,  which  were  not  necessary  or 
advisable  in  England.  Differences  in 
local  circumstances  might  justify  a  differ- 
ence in  enactments  of  detail.  A  Tithe 
Commutation  Bill  might  be  adopted  in 
Ireland,  and  it  did  not  necessarily  follow 
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that  the  same  provisions  should  be  adopted 
in  England ;  but  if  you  appointed  a  Com- 
mission in  Ireland  to  inquire  whether 
there  was  not  an  excess  of  Church  revenue, 
to  inquire  into  the  relative  proportion  of 
Protestants  and  Dissenters,  and  the  facili- 
ties afforded  to  each  respectively  of  attend- 
ing divine  worship,  you  recognized  a  prin- 
ciple which  was  applicable  to  England  as 
well  as  to  Ireland.  The  measure  was  not 
one  of  local  detail;  it  involved  a  prin- 
ciple to  which  the  Dissenters  of  England 
would  soon  appeal,  and  for  the  applica- 
tion of  which  to  this  country  they  would 
loudly  call.  Though  a  law  had  been  passed 
reducing  the  number  of  Bishops  in  Ire- 
land, there  had  been  no  demand  for  a  si- 
milar measure  in  England,  because  this 
was  a  measure  of  regulation,  affecting  no 
interests  save  those  of  the  Church  and 
of  members  of  the  Church.  The  Church 
revenues  remained  untouched,  and  de- 
voted to  their  original  purposes,  though 
subject  in  certain  respects  to  a  different 
distribution.  But  there  was  passed,  at  the 
same  time,  a  measure  for  relieving  the  Dis- 
senters of  Ireland  from  the  payment  of 
Church-rates ;  and  what  had  been  the  con- 
sequence ?  The  principle  was  immediately 
appealed  to  in  this  country,  and  a  mea- 
sure had  been  proposed  for  England,  re- 
lieving the  Dissenters  from  direct  cdntri- 
butions  to  the  Church-rates,  and  placing 
the  charge  upon  the  general  revenues  of 
the  State.  That  concession  had  not  sa- 
tisfied the  parties  for  whose  relief  it  was 
intended ;  and  it  had  been  opposed  as  in- 
adequate by  140  members,  whom  it  was 
intended  to  conciliate.  The  same  conse- 
quences would  ensue  in  this  instance. 
Local  measures  of  regulation  they  might 
apply  to  Ireland  singly,  but  measures  in- 
volving great  principles  could  not  be  ap- 
plied to  Ireland,  without  provoking  a  de- 
mand for  the  application  of  them  to  Eng- 
land. He  was  indebted  to  the  courtesy 
of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Alban's  for  a 
correct  copy  of  his  speech.  Having,  un- 
fortunately, been  absent  from  the  House 
at  the  time  of  the  delivery  of  this  speech, 
he  was  gratified  by  having  the  opportunity 
of  perusing  it.  The  hon.  Member,  in  that 
speech,  sought  to  establish  a  principle 
which,  if  it  were  a  sound  one,  was  of  uni- 
versal application.  The  hon.  Member 
said,  ''  If  I  am  told,  that  this  religion  (the 
Catholic)  is  not  the  true  religion,  and  that 
we  ought  not  to  sacrifice  to  political  expe- 
diency the  sacred  interests  of  truths  I  again 
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deny  the  fact.  I  say,  that  wiihtilith,  m 
legUlatord)  we  have  nothing  to  do.**  If  thai 
were  so,  surely  they  were  equally  free  from 
any  obligation — equally  disentitled  to  con- 
sider what  was  truth  In  England,  as  in 
Ireland.  ['*  No,  noH  •We  have  to 
'  look  (the  hon.  Member  coattnued)  to 
'  civil  utility  alone^  as  the  basis  of  the 

*  connexion  between  the  Church  and  the 

*  State ;  and  if  we  once  wander  frotn  this 
'  strong  ground,  there  is  no  predicting  the 
'  consequences  which  must  ensue.     Who 

*  is  to  be  the  judge  of  truth,  except  one 
'  to  whom,  in  this  world,  there  can  be  no 
'  appeal?  Where  is  the  source  of  truth, 
'  except  in  that  sacred  volume  from  which, 
'  in  all  times,  ay,  even  down  to  the  present 

*  day,  the  rtiost  opposite  conclusions  have 
'  been,  drawn  upon  points  of  doctrine,  at 

*  least  by  the  wisest,  the  most  virtuous, 
'  and  the  most  conscientious  of  mankind  ? 
'  Look  at  the  consequenctiS,  again ,  of  adopt- 
'  ing  this  principle.     If  we  maintain  the 

*  established  religion  to  be  tlie  only  true 
'  religion,  the  Slate  must  follow  up  this 
'  doctrine.  It  must  enact  Test-laws  for 
^  its  protection — it  miistput  down  all  who 
'  reject  it;  Sir,  it  was  in  the  name  of 
'  truth,  that  the  Spanish  Inquisition  was 
'  established  ;  and  Louis  Hih  was  never 

*  more  intimately  ccnrinced  of  the  truth  of 

*  his'  religion  than  when  he  desolated  the 
'  fairest  provinces  of  France  in  its  name 

*  by  the  revocation  of  the  Edict  of  Nantes.' 
The  purport  of  this  reasoning  surely  was, 
that  the  removal  of  all  civil  disabilities  did 
not  constitute  civil  equality  among  the 
subjects  of  the  King — that  the  governing 
powers  had  no  right  to  establish  one  system 
of  religion  in  preference  to  anotherj 
The  hon.  Gentleman  confounded  two 
things  perfectly  distinct.  The  Legislature 
might  have  no  right  to  compel^  by  penal 
laws,  the  observance  of  one  religion  in 
preference  to  another;  it  might  hove  nn 
right,  by  the  establishment  of  religious 
tests,  to  exclude  from  the  service  of  the 
State  those  who  dissented  from  a  parti- 
cular form  of  worship ;  but  it  had  a  right, 
because  it  was  convinced  that  one  was 
the  true  religion,  to  allot  an  ample  provi- 
sion  for  it  as  an  Established  Church.  If 
the  Legislature  had  not  this  right  in  Ire- 
land^ on  what  ground  could  the  existence 
of  it  in  England  be  vindicated?  The 
whole  course  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument  was  directed  against  a  preference 
by  the  State  of  one  form  of  religious  wor- 
ship over  another.    The  hon.  and  learned 


Gentleman  (Mr.  CCoMnell)  aald,  thai  k 
was  n  degradation  to  him  to  be  obliged  tb 
contribute  to  the  support  of  a  fiitth  that  he 
did  not  profess.  Now  let  us  change  the 
scene  for  one  moment  from  Ireland  to  Scot- 
land. Let  us  take  the  case  of  a  wealthy 
nobleman  in  Scotland,  professing  the 
religion  of  the  Church  of  England,  pos- 
sessed of  great  hereditary  estates,  and 
having  inherited  those  ettdtes,  subject  to 
the  payment  of  tiends, — subject  to  the 
payment  of  rates  for  the  repair  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church ;  dr  rather,  let  ul 
take  the  case  of  an  individual  purc^hasing 
land  subject  by  law  to  all  these  char^fi^s, 
and  having  procured  an  abatement  fH)m 
the  price  of  the  land  fully  equivalent  to 
their  amount.  What  would  be  thought  of 
the  honesty  of  this  man^  who  having 
driven  as  hard  a  bargain  as  he  could  with 
the  vendor  of  the  land — having  calcitlaied 
to  the  fraction  of  a  farthing  the  outgoin|f8 
from  the  estate  on  account  of  paytnehts  to 
the  ministerjand  payments  to  the  Chttl-ch, 
and  having  pocketed  the  full  abatement 
fram  the  purchase-money,  ahoidd  then  pre- 
tend religious  sl*rtjples,  and  declare,  thk  it 
wl»  a  degrftdbtion  to  hith  to  contribute  td 
the  support  df  a  Church  of  which  he  Was 
not  a  Member?  How  dties  the  case  of 
the  Scotch  Episcopalian  t  either  inherititig 
br  purchasing  land,  subject  by  that  same 
law  which  established  and  protected  his 
own  rights,  to  certiiin  charges  fbr  the  stip- 
port  of  a  Church  to  which  be  did  not  be- 
long, differ  in  point  of  principle,  or  in  point 
of  feeling,  from  the  case  of  any  other  Dis- 
senter? If  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  Alban's  had  any  weight, 
the  principle  that  he  wished  the  Govern- 
ment to  rec^ognise  was  as  applicable  td 
Scotland,  as  to  Ireland  or  England.  In 
the  whole  course  of  the  debates  on  the 
Caiholk;  questioti,  the  argument  never  wa^ 
urged,  that  the  great  grievance  df  the 
Roman  Catholics  was  their  obligatioti  by 
law  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  a  Pro- 
testant Establishment:  We  Were  never 
then  told,  that  the  removal  df  civil  dis- 
abilities must  necessarily  lead  to  the 
abolition  of  the  Protestant  Church  Estab- 
lishment in  Irelrind^  or  the  diminutidh  of 
its  revenues.  But  we  were  told  directly 
the  reverse*  We  were  told  by  the  hort. 
member  for  Westmifister — by  Mr.  Grattdtt 
— by  all  who  Supported  the  several  Bills 
brought  in  for  the  r^^moval  of  ciVil  dis- 
abilities— hay,  it  was  formally  recorded  in 
the  preamble  of  each  of  those  Bills,  that 
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ttie  tiiitted  Protestant  Church  of  Englatid 
and  Ireland  wa$  established  permanently 
Und  inviolably,  and  that  the  removal  of 
dtil  disabilities  was  calculated  and  in- 
tended to  strengthen  that  Church.  The 
learned  Gentleman  had  asked,  what  right 
had  we  to  transfer  the  property  of  the 
Rbmatt  Calholic  Church  at  the  time  of  the 
Reformation?  At  the  Reformation,  the 
tlbttS^s  6f  the  Church  were  reformed  —the 
Church  of  England  was  purified.  The 
htm.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin  tftight 
lalighat  this  obscrtrsftiou ;  but  surely  he 
would  i\<ii  deny  the  existence,  at  the 
peritid  of  the  RefortnatioU,  of  scandalous 
ttbUseS,  which  disgusted  even  the  best 
friends  Of  the  Catholic  Chtitch.  Surely 
the  hbtli  and  learned  Member  would  not 
Hefi^nd  the  e^travajcant  pretensions  of  the 
Popfe  \h  the  fifteenth  century,  the  dis- 
pensing power,  the  system  of  indulgences, 
add  the  various  other  abuses  which  then 
stilted  in  the  practice  df  the  Catholic 
Chui^h.  But  there  was  no  analogy  be- 
t#teH  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
period,  and  the  period  of  theRefbrmatioU. 
If  the  l<!gis1^tite  authority  of  thfe  State 
if^i^  of  opiniorti  that  the  dOctrfnes  of  the 
eitilblished  rell|rIon  werfe  not  fbunded  on 
Divine  truth,  letNt  act  in  conformity  with 
the  principles  of  the  Refbrmdtion,  and 
estdblhlh  some  other  form  of  divine 
worshit^  t  but  if  it  stitl  believed  that  the 
tenets  6f  the  e&tiibllshed  religion  were 
belied  ttpoh  the  immutable  truths  of  the 
Holt  Scriptures,  then  they  were  botind, 
on  the  true  principles  of  the  Reformation, 
tiot'to  impair,  but  td  maintain  inviolsite, 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Church 
Biiablished,  and  believed  to  be  the  true 
Church.  The  opinions  he  was  expressing 
were,  of  at  least  had  been,  the  opinions  of 
eminent  men,  members  of  the  present 
Administration.  Me  did  not  quote  their 
stteeehes  for  the  purpose  of  involving 
tnem  in  any  contradiction  with  their 
present  opinions,  but  for  tiie  purpose  of 
snppbrting,  by  their  authority,  the  course 
he  Wal  te^olVed  to  pursue.  Lord  Plunkett, 
one  f5f  the  most  powerful  and  able  advo- 
ettes  of  the  Roman  Catholic  claims,  re- 
CDneiled  his  support  of  those  claims,  with 
hik  devotion  to  the  interests  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church,  and  declared  thHt  the 
etistenre  of  thkt  Church  in  Ireland  wds 
i^etHitfl  to  the  maintenance  of  British 
connexion,  by  the  follotting  reUiarks : 
'  With  respect  to  the  Protestant  Estab- 
'  Kihm«iit  of  the  country,  1  consider  it 


*  necessary  for  the  security  of  all  sects ; 

*  and  I  think  that  there  should  nOt  only 

*  be  an  Established  Chutch,  but  that  it 
^  should  be  richly  endowed,  and  that  its 

*  dignitaries  should  be  able  to  take  their 
'  station  among  the  nobles  of  the  land. 
'  Speaking  of  it  ih  a  political  point  of 

*  view,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
'  that  the  existence  of  the  Protestant 
'  Establishment  is  the  great  bond  of  Union 

*  between  the  two  countries ;  and  If  e^er 
'  that  unfbrtunate  moment  shall  arrive, 
'  When  the  Parliament  shall  rashly  lay  their 

*  hands  on  the  property  of  the  Church, 

*  to  rob  it  of  its  rights,  that  moment  will 

*  seal  its  doom,  and  terminate  the  con- 

*  nexion  between  the  two  countries/ 
Concurring  in  these  sentiments,  he  con- 
cluded with  repeating  that  if,  upon  such 
gfoiinds  as  those  upon  which  his  Majesty's 
Government  were  prepared  to  act,  the 
House  countenanced  the  principle  of  ap- 
propriating to  secular  purposes  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church,  it  was  weakening 
the  foundation  of  All  property,  arid  alien- 
ating the  minds  of  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land, who  reluctantly  consented  to  the 
removal  of  the  civil  disabilities  of  the 
Roman  Catholics,  under  the  strongest 
assurance  that  the  removal  of  those  dis- 
abilities would  redress  every  grievance, 
and  would  restore  complete  political 
equality  and  public  tranquillity.  They 
had  seen  their  faithful  ministers  robbed  Of 
their  property  by  every  species  of  combin- 
ation and  fraudulent  resistance ;  and  if 
the  Flouse  now  told  them,  that  the  revenues 
of  the  Protestant  Church  mi^tt  be  severed 
from  that  Church,  and  be  appropriated  to 
the  establishment  of  another  faith — the 
i^ery  faith  agaihst  which  they  protested — it 
would  give  a  shock  to  Protestant  feeling 
in  Ireland,  little  less  fatal  in  its  bearings 
upon  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries,  than  if  consent  had  been  given 
to  the  recent  Motion  of  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman for  a  Repeal  of  the  Legislative 
Union. 

Mr.  O'Reilly  expressed  his  regret,  that 
the  Motion  of  the  hdn.  member  for  St, 
Alban's  had  not  been  met  by  his  Majesty's 
Government  broadly  and  fkirly  by  a  de- 
cided negative.  Such  a  negative  would 
have  had  his  most  cordial  support.  He 
entertained  the  highest  respect  for  the 
principle  of  civil  and  religious  freedotn, 
and  he  was  most  anxious  not  only  that 
the  body  to  which  he  belonged,  but  also 
every  other  denomination  of  Christians 
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should  be  secured  the  full  enjoyment  of 
perfect  liberty  of  conscience ;  but,  as  an 
honest  Roman  Catholic,  he  never  could 
consent  to  the  proposed  appropriation  of 
the  property  of  the  Churcn  as  by  law 
established.  Though  he  regarded  the 
appropriation  of  the  revenaes  of  the 
Romish  Church  at  the  time  of  the  Re- 
formation as  a  most  monstrous  robbery, 
yet  he  nevertheless  did  not  desire,  that 
such  a  precedent  should  be  followed  in 
these  days.  He  must  deny  and  disavow 
the  doctrines  which  had,  on  the  present 
occasion,  been  laid  down  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  the  city  of  Dublin  as 
being  the  doctrines  entertained  by  the 
majority  of  the  Roman  Catholic  popula- 
tion of  Ireland.  On  the  contrary,  he 
(Mr.  O'Reilly)  asserted,  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  felt  bound  to  pay  the 
contributions  which  the  law  demanded  of 
them ;  and  though  they  resisted  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes,  it  was  not  for  conscience 
sake,  but  from  the  objections  and  dislike 
that  the  mode  in  which  those  tithes  were 
levied  alone  created.  He  repeated,  that  it 
was  the  mode  in  which  tithes  were  levied, 
that  made  their  name  odious  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland ;  and  although 
the  higher  order  of  that  class  of  Christians 
were  unwilling  to  pay  tithes  according  to 
their  present  amount,  they  were  perfectly 
willing  and  ready  to  acquiesce  in  such  a 
commutation  as  the  Legislature  in  its 
judgment  might  fix.  He  had  never,  either 
in  his  place  in  Parliament,  or  in  any 
popular  assembly,  advocated  what  was 
termed  the  extinction  of  tithes ;  and  he 
had  a  strong  objection  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Si.  Alban's,  because, 
when  the  property  of  the  Church  should 
be  taken,  he  knew  not  how  long  the  hands 
might  be  kept  out  of  the  resources  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  the  doctrines  of 
which  were  unchanged  and  unchangeable. 
He  did  not  wish  to  see  a  Protestant 
Church  Establishment  superseded  by 
those  who  had  evinced  and  manifestly  en- 
tertained no  respect  for  any  established  in- 
stitution ;  and  regarding,  as  he  did,  the 
Protestant  Established  Church  as  one  of 
the  best  bulwarks  of  Christianity,  he  could 
not  agree  with  those  who  thought  that,  as 
in  America,  every  man  had  a  right  to  set 
up.  a  cUrgyman  of  his  own  particular 
creed.  The  effect  of  such  a  system  had 
already  been  shown  in  America,  where 
struggles  ensued  on  elections  or  promo- 
tions of  clergymen,  on  the  letting  pews, 


and  the  doctrines  which  they  were  to 
preach.  Under  the  existing  inititntiont 
of  this  realm,  the  Church  to  which  he  be- 
longed had  increased,  not  only  in  Ireland, 
but  in  every  part  of  the  realm ;  and,  re* 
gretting,  as  be  did,  that  the  present  pro- 
position  had  not  been  met  with  a  decided 
negative  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  he  must  repeat,  that, 
should  any  ulterior  measures  be  submitted, 
which  in  any  degree  were  calculated  to 
transfer  the  revenues  of  the  Protestant 
Church  to  the  endowment  of  the  Church 
of  which  he  was  a  member,  such  measures 
would  meet  his  most  firm  and  strenuous 
opposition.  The  Romish  Church  had 
lived  and  flourished  under  existing  laws, 
in  spite  of  opposition  and  of  oppression ; 
and  he  felt  confident  that  it  would  con- 
tinue to  do  so  without  any  such  change  as 
was  proposed, 

Mr.  Clay  said,  that  he  was  very  far 
from  wishing  to  offer  any  opposition  to 
the  course  which  the  Government  had  felt 
it  their  duty  to  pursue,  and  therefore  felt, 
in  the  first  instance,  much  disposed  to 
support  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. He  had  originally  felt  the  more  in- 
duced to  do  this,  because  the  events  of  the 
last  few  days  had  altered  the  Cabinet; 
which,  though  it  was  true  had  lost  much 
talentf  yet  it  was  equally  true,  that  in  the 
change  it  had  gained  a  unity  of  purpose. 
He  felt  the  full  value  of  that  change,  and, 
up  to  a  very  recent  period,  he  had  the 
strongest  inclination  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord ;  but  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  Tamworth,  he  fell,  that  the  course 
was  not  practical.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Stanley)  had  boldly 
stated  as  his  principle,  that,  under  no 
circumstances,  would  he  consent  to 
the  alienation  of  Church  property — no, 
not  even  though,  in  260  parishes  in  Ire- 
land, there  was  not  contained  one  Pro- 
testant. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
expressed  doubts,  as  to  whether  a  British 
Parliament  could  be  found  to  sanction 
such  an  alienation  of  Church  property, 
and  had  wound  up  his  doubts  by  the 
declaration,  that  he  had  not  yet  seen  the 
Sovereign  who  would  give  his  sanction 
to  such  a  proceeding.  He  would,  how- 
ever, tell  the  House  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  British  Parliament 
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would  be  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  duty  if 
it  did  not  now  put  on  record  a  declaration 
of  the  great  principle  for  which  he  con- 
tended.    Even  if,  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley),  he 
oottld  have  doubted  as  to  the  course  he 
should  pursue,  such  doubts' would  be  en- 
tirely removed  by  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  Tarn  worth, 
who  had  taunted  the  Government  —  a 
taunt  which  had   been  cheered  on  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  side  of  the  House — 
that  though  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  was 
to  issue,  yet  the  Government  held  no 
sincere  or  honest  intention  of  carrying  the 
result  of  that  Commission  into  execution. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  not  say, 
that  the  previous  question  did  not  mean 
the  admission  of  the  principle,  but  was  a 
convenient  parliamentary  mode  of  shirk- 
ing the  expression  of  an  opinion.     Thus 
it  had  become  important  that  the  House 
should  afiirm  the  Resolutions  proposed 
by  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  St. 
Alban's,  and,  by  so  doing,  solemnly  as- 
sert the  principles  which  those  Resolutions 
embraced.     He  knew,  that  the  noble  Lord 
said,   that  they  ought  not  to  assert  an 
abstract  principle ;  but  no  better  method 
could  be  found  of  legislation,  than  solemnly 
to  assert  abstract  principles  as  the  basis 
and  guide  of  future  proceedings.     It  had 
been  urged  as  an  objection,  also,  that  the 
introduction  of  these  principles  into  the 
Irish  Church  Establishment  would  speedily 
be  followed  by  a  similar  proceeding  in  re- 
ference to  the  Church  in  this  portion  of 
the  realm.     He  would,  in  answer,  state » 
that  the  people  of  England  would  not 
consent  to  make  Ireland  a  vast  camp  or  a 
great  garrison,  to  force  upon  a  reluctant 
people  the  abomination  of  a  Church  Estab- 
lishment to  which  they  were  not  attached. 
Could  it  be  for  one  moment  maintained, 
that  a  clergyman  should  receive  2,000/. 
per  annum,  for  administering  to  the  wants 
of  a  congregation  which  he  did  not  pos- 
sess?   The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said, 
that  to  interfere  with  the  property  of  the 
Irish  Church  might  weaken  the  security 
of  property,  generaliy,  even  of  individuals. 
Such  an  assertion  arose  from  a  sad  con- 
fusion of  ideas.    Would  private  property 
be  rendered    insecure    by  reducing  the 
salary  of  the  Privy  Councillors  ?   Church 
property  was  properly  set  apart  by  the 
State  ror   services  performed,    like  the 
salaries  of  Privy  Councillors ;  private  pro- 
perty ii9T€r  W9S  set  apart  by  the  State, 


and  only  the  greatest  confusion  of  ideas 
could  predict  any  danger  to  the  latter 
from   amending  the  distribution  of  the 
former.     The  true  notion  of  Church  pro- 
perty was,  that  it  was  a  sum,  or  fund, 
held  in  trust  by  the  State,  to  be  devoted 
to  the  moral  and  religious  education  and 
instruction  of  the  people,  and,  therefore, 
it  was  competent  for  the  State  to  interfere 
as  to  its  distribution  and  application.     If 
the  power  to  deal  with  these  revenues 
prevailed  at  the  period  of  the  Reforma- 
tion, it  existed  now  ;  and  it  should  be  re- 
membered that,  if  the  Roman  Catholic 
could  argue  for  an  Established  Church, 
the  Protestant  was  not  in  the  same  posi- 
tion, for  the  latter  maintained  the  prin- 
ciple, that  every  man  may  place  his  own 
interpretation  upon  the  contents  of  the 
Bible,  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Stanley),  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  member  for  Tatnworth,  would 
give  all  the  revenues  of  the  Church  to 
those  who  maintained  only  one  particular 
interpretation  of  the  contents  of  the  sacred 
volume.     He  concurred  with  Dr.  Johnson 
in  thinking  favourably  of  a  Church  Estab- 
lishment ;  and  he  still  further  concurred 
in  his  opinion,  that  such  an  Establishment 
could  only  be  defended  on  the  ground, 
that  the  faith  and  doctrines  which  it  in- 
culcated were  those  of  the  majority  of  the 
population.     He  should  have  hoped,  that 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  would  have  consented  to  deal 
with  the  Church  in  the  manner  proposed, 
and  have  followed  that  consent  by  the 
issuing:  of  the  Commission  which  had  been 
mentioned;   but,   after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  opponents  of  the  principles  con- 
tained in  the  Resolution,  he  (Mr.  Clay) 
could  not  do  otherwise  than  vote  in  sup- 
port of  it.     He  regretted,  that  he  should 
be  obliged  to  state,  that  the  course  which 
had  been  taken  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  was  most 
unwise  and  pusillanimous.     If  the  noble 
Lord  was  favourable  to  the  principle,  he 
ought,  in  a  manly,  straightforward,  and 
sincere   declaration,     have  declared    his 
sincerity;  and  if  he  entertained  a  different 
opinion,  the  Resolutions  should  have  been 
met  by  the  noble  Lord  with  a  decided 
negative. 

Mr.  Halves  said,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  had  just  spoken,  appeared  to 
have  been  converted  by  the  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley), 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
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for  Tamwortb  ;  but,  for  himself,  he  (Mr. 
Hawes)  must  say,  that  those  very  speeches 
induced  him  to  give  his  support,  on  the 
present  occasion,  to  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. He  was  pot  induced,  by  those 
addresses,  to  give  a  vote  which  would  be 
calculated  to  throw  out  a  liberal  Admiuis- 
tration.  The  question  really  under  con- 
sideration, was  not  entirely  a  Church  of 
England  question,  which  some  hop.  Gen- 
tlemen bad  endeavoured  to  make  it ;  but 
It  was  whether  or  not  the  House  would 
give  its  support  to  an  Administration 
which  was  identified  with  some  great  and 
important  measures,  at  present  more  or 
less  complete,  oq  the  Table  of  the  House, 
or  whether  it  would  put  an  end  to  those 
measures  ^nd  to  the  Administration  from 
which  they  had  emanated,  in  order  to 
maHe  way  for  a  mpre  conservative  Minis- 
try. In  affording  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment his  support,  he  should  sacriBce  some 
principles  which  he  had  ever  entertained  ; 
but,  under  their  pr<4sent  difficulties,  and 
the  impression,  that  their  continuance  in 
office  must  be  beneficial  to  the  country, 
he  should  not  shrink  from  the  responsi- 
bility which  might  attach  to  him  for 
giving  them  his  most  cordial  support  on 
the  present  trying  occasion. 

Mr.  Barron  had  acquired  increased 
confidence  in  his  Majesty's  Government, 
in  consequence  of  the  secession  from  its 
councils  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Stanley).  Having  that  confidence, 
by  giving  his  support  tQ  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  did  pot  feel,  that  he 
should  vote  against  the  principles  con- 
tained in  the  Resolutions  which  had  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  roeipber  for  St.  Alban's. 
By  doing  so,  he  did  not  conceive,  that  be 
should  pledge  himself  in  the  remotest  de- 
cree against  the  principles  thus  laid  down. 
He  believed  there  existed  a  secret  reason 
which  precluded  the  Ministers  from  stating, 
in  exact  or  definite  terms,  the  ulterior  pro- 
ceedings which  they  might  contempuate, 
or  to  make  such  disclosures  as  would  re- 
move all  doubts  of  their  intentions ;  but 
now  that  the  Ministry  was  purified,  he 
trusted  that  they  would  pursue  that  bold 
course  which  would  secure  the  confidence 
of  the  country  and  the  support  o  every 
independent  man  in  Parliament. 

Sir  Robert  Inylis  said,  that  the  hon. 
member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  seemed  to 
approve  of  the  present  Administration 
because  he  jthougut  it  had  preserved  its 


unity  of  purpose.  But  couU}  any  oq« 
have  beard  the  speeches  dfrljvered  by  th« 
two  noble  Lords  opposite,  and  his  right 
hon.  friend,  who  was  still  one  of  tlie  mem- 
bers for  the  town  for  Cambridge,  witbont 
being  convinced  that  a  difference  qf  opin- 
ion did  exist  in  the  Cabinet  respecting 
Church  property  ?  It  wa#  quite  iDaniiest 
that  the  npble  Lords  bad  made  their 
minds  up  to  appropriate  the  revenues  uf 
the  Church  to  other  tlian  ecclesiastical 
purposes.  The  hon,  member  for  Middle- 
sex complained  that  there  was  great  mys- 
tery in  {he  way  in  which  the  uoble  Lord 
delivered  his  sentiments ;  but,  in  bis  (Sir 
Robert  Inglis's)  judgement,  the  noble 
Lord  made  a  much  stronger  avowal  of  the 
views  entertained  not  only  by  himself,  but 
by  the  Government  with  which  he  was 
connected,  on  this  subject  thftn  accorded 
with  his  taste.  It  w^,  be  repeated,  im- 
possible to  have  heard  the  noble  Lords 
without  being  convinced  that  they  bad 
made  up  their  minds  to  a  different  appro- 
priation of  Church  property  to  that  which 
now  existed.  But  what  had  his  right 
hon.  friend,  the  member  fof  Cambridge, 
said,  when  descanting  on  the  result  of 
the  Commission  proposed  to  be  ap- 
pointed ?  He  said,  that  when  the  Heport 
of  that  Comfpis^ioP  was  before  him  h^ 
should  examine  it  with  a  free  and  un- 
biassed mind  :  but  it  was  not  a  little  ob- 
servable that  a  syllable  had  not  escaped 
him  which  could  pledge  him  tP  any  such 
lengths  as  his  noble  Colleagues  were  evi- 
dently prepared  to  go.  Here,  thep,  was 
an  obvious  difference  of  opinion  enter- 
tained by  the  three  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  had  spoken.  He  did  not 
allude  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  president  of  the 
India  Board,  but  he  thought  he  had  said 
enough  to  show,  that  distinct  opinions 
respecting  the  appropriation  of  Church 
property  were  held  by  the  members  of  the 
Cabinet  who  had  apoken  that  night*  Twp. 
of  them  had  maintained  the  right  of  the 
Legislature  to  appropriate  the  revenues  of 
the  Church  how  they  pleased,  while  the 
third,  his  right  hon.  friepd,  the  member 
for  Cambridge,  declared  that  he  should 
keep  his  mipd  open — that  as  yet  he  had 
arrived  at  no  conclusion  as  to  the  course 
he  should  take  on  this  inomeptQus  ques- 
tion. Surelv  here  were  the  elements  of 
dissension  developing,  themselvest  not- 
withstanding the  congratulations  of  the 
boo.  member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  that 
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aoihing  but  unity  prevailed  in  the  Cabi* 
net.    He  (Sir  R.  ingli«),  however,  thought 
that  with  much  more  reason    be   might 
ooiigratulate  hon.  Members  on  th^  back 
benches  of  the  Oppoaitioo  on  the  prospect 
that  was  before  them  of  being  at  no  very 
<iistant  day  called    upon  to  sit  on  the 
Treasury  benches.     But,  without  advert- 
ing further  to  the  honour  of  a  connection 
with  such  a  Government,  he  would  merely 
say,  in  common  with  his  right  hon.  friends 
(Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Mr.  Stanley)  he  felt 
the  difficulty  in  which  he  was  placed  as 
to  the  vote  which  he  should  give  on  the 
present  occasion.  Of  the  two  propositions 
before  the  House  the  previous  question 
certainly  was  the  least  objectionable,  and, 
although  he  shpuld  of  necessity  vote  for 
k,  he  would,  had  the  rules  of  the  House 
allowed  of  his  taking  that  course,  have 
felt  it  his  duty  to  meet  the  resolution  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  member  for  St. 
Alban's,  by  moving  a  direct  negative.     If 
that,  or  the  other  House  of  Ptfriiament, 
undertook  to  regulate  and  reduce  Church 
property   in   Ireland   they   were  equally 
entitled  to  do  it  in  England  ;  and,  above 
ail,  the  same  prineiple  which  would  jus- 
tify regulation  and  reduction  would  also 
justify  estioction.     He  would  df&fy  any 
hon.  Gentlenna«  to  show  that  the  principle 
ooce  adopted  might  not  go  {is  far  as  to 
the  extinction  of  the  Established  Church. 
Now  the  questioa  was,  was  the  country 
prepared  to  go  to  this  extent  ?    If  it  were 
competent  for  Parliament  to  reduce  the 
fifopefty  of  the   Church  it  was  equally 
competent  for  it  to  annihilate  or  to  trans- 
fer.    In  his  opinion,  as  far  as  the  vote  of 
the  House  of  Commons  could  go  to  estab- 
lish that  principle,  and  entail  such  con- 
sequences, this  motion   would  do  so  if 
carried .     Upon  the  gcounds  he  had  stated , 
and  having  to  choose  between  two  evils, 
he  should  vote  for  the  previous  question. 
Visfouot  Palmer$ton  wished  to  address 
Che  Hi)uae  for  a  very  few  minutes  i  and  he 
shouM  have  the  lass  occasion  to  obtrude 
himself  for  any  length  of  time  on  the 
patience  of  hoo.  Members,  because  he  did 
opt  feel  eaUed  upon  to  enter  iotp  a  discus- 
SM  on  that  part  of  the  qnestbn  which 
would  briug  him  into  collision  with  his 
right  hon.  friend  t  and  he  felt  the  greatest 
satanfaetiofi  in   this  cinHimstaAce,    inaS" 
mucb  as,  whatever  sneers  the  hoo.  and 
leanied  member  for  Dublin  might  please 
to  throw  •vt  BMpeoting  the  honey  of 
fritMhriMfif  Mid  h0ffr^«r  wuch  that  hon.  ] 


and  learned  Member  might  deride  the  ex- 
pression of  pain  which  honourable  m^n 
must  feel  at  separi^ting  from  one  another, 
— he  must  assert,  thfit  to  fiud  himself 
opposed  on  such  a  question,  after  so  long 
a  coiuicxion  of  personal  an4  political 
friendship,  to  his  right  hon.  friend,  afforded 
him  the  very  greatest  personal  paiq.  The 
question  was,  whether  the  House  should 
come  to  a  decision  in  favour  of  the  Reso- 
lution brought  forward  by  the  hon.  member 
for  St.  Alban's,  or  support  the  previous 
question.  He  confessed,  that  he  had  not 
heard  one  argument  which  went  to  prove 
that  the  preferable  course  for  an  iqde* 
pendent  Member  of  Parliament  to  follow, 
was  to  vote  for  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member.  If  it  were  urged,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  shown  ^ny  intention  to 
9Qt  upon  the  Commission  of  Inquiry,  his 
answer  was  this :  he  appealed  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
and  to  the  difference  of  opinion  which 
subsisted  on  this  subject  between  the 
members  of  the  late  Cabinet,  This  was 
of  itself  enough  to  show,  th^t  the  Govern- 
ment, in  issuing  a  Commission,  had  made 
up  their  minds  to  act  on  the  principle, 
that  Parliament  was  competent  to  regulate 
the  revenues  of  the  Church.  The  hon. 
IVl ember  who  had  proposed  the  Resolution 
bad  not  brought  forward  the  shadow  of 
argument  to  prove,  that  his  Hesolution 
would  be  more  advantageous  than  the 
previous  question.  Even  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  had  admitted,  that  if  tlie 
Resolution  were  carried,  it  must  be  followed 
by  a  Commission.  What,  then,  did  they 
intend  ?  Did  hou.  Members  gravely  pro- 
pose to  record  a  solemn  Resolution  of  that 
House,  affirming  the  existence  of  certain 
facts,  and  then  institute  an  inquiry,  to 
ascertain  whether  these  facts  did  or  did 
not  exist  ?  Again,  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  fur  Dublin  had,  no  doubt  on  due 
deliberation,  given  the  strongest  possible 
reasons  against  voting  for  the  Resolution. 
''  You  must  not,"  said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  *'  trust  to  words,  and  promises, 
and  declarations.'.'  Why,  what  else  was 
the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  Alban*s  ?  Did  it  contain  any  thing  else 
but  words,  and  promises,  and  declarations  ? 
''Give  me,''  said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  ''  give  me  deeds,  not  words." 
And  what  deeds  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemiin  expect  from  the  hon*  Mover  ? 
Wa9  it  not  his  expressed  intention,  even 
after  he  pcirried  (lis  point,  to  let  his  Re9Q« 
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lution  remain  a  dead  letter,  and  to  wait 
till  the  following  Session  of  Parliament 
before  be  proposed  a  measure  founded  on 
bis  Resolution  ?  He  was  rather  surprised 
that  any  Member,  entertaining  such 
opinions  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man entertained,  should  think  of  lending 
bis  support  to  a  Motion  which  went,  not 
to  produce  acts  and  deeds,  but  only  to 
add  more  promises,  to  bold  out  further 
expectations  to  a  deluded  and  exasperated 
people.  To  him,  therefore,  it  appeared 
little  less  than  a  gross  absurdity  for  the 
House  to  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member.  If  the  House  were .  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  a  question  of  such 
importance,  in  which  the  religious  feel- 
ings of  the  country  were  so  deeply 
interested,  without  previous  investigation, 
they  would  support  the  hon.  Member; 
but  if  they  conceived  that  a  solemn  inquiry 
was  necessary  before  adopting  such  a  pro- 
ceeding, he  called  upon  them  to  reject 
the  Motion.  If  that  Motion  were  carried, 
would  not  the  Catholic  population  of  Ire- 
land expect  that  a  Resolution  thus  intro- 
duced would  be  followed  up  by  some  im- 
mediate measure  of  relief  ?  It  could  not 
be  a  matter  requiring  much  deliberation, 
whether  the  original  Motion,  or  the 
previous  question,  should  have  the  prefer- 
ence in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members.  He 
was  prepared  to  affirm,  in  opposition  to 
the  premises  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  member  for  Tamworth,  the 
principle,  that  the  property  of  the  Church 
was  not  to  be  looked  at  in  the  same  light 
as  the  property  of  individuals,  and  that  it 
was  for  the  Legislature  to  determine  in 
what  manner  that  property,  which  had 
been  granted  for  certain  trusts  and  pur- 
poses, should  be  distributed.  It  was  his 
distinct  and  deliberate  opinion,  that  it 
was  the  right  of  the  State  to  deal  with  the 
trust  of  the  property  of  the  Church.  It  was 
idle  to  argue  from  the  one  species  of  pro- 
perty to  the  other,  for  the  circumstances 
under  which  each  originated  were  totally 
distinct.  Neither  did  he  conceive,  that 
the  arguments  which  justified  a  Reform 
of  the  Irish  Church,  could  by  any  possi- 
bility apply  to  the  Church  of  England, 
for  the  two  countries  were  placed  in 
totally  dissimilar  circumstances.  The  hon. 
member  for  Wexford  had  asked,  whether 
the  present  Cabinet  was  united  in  taking 
this  view  of  the  subject,  and  he  (Viscount 
Palmerston)  bad  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  a  perfect  unison  of  sentiment  on  this 


subject  did  subsist  among  the  members 
of  his  Majesty's  Government.  If  the  boo. 
Member  by  bis  Resolution  was  desirous  of 
forcing  the  Government  to  deal  with  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  as  the  property  of 
the  State,  and  if  any  hon.  Member  thought 
that,  by  voting  for  that  Resolution,  he 
should  coerce  Ministers  into  these  mea- 
sures, he  would  tell  him,  that  they  needed 
no  coercion  or  constraint  oo  the  subject. 
He  was  only  anxious  to  state  his  adherence 
to  the  principles  he  had  laid  down ;  and 
he  trusted,  that  those  hon.  Members  wbo 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  reposing  confi- 
dence in  Ministers  would  not  withdraw 
that  confidence  now,  and,  as  the  Commis- 
sion had  already  passed  the  Great  Seal, 
would  lend  their  aid  to  the  Government 
in  their  endeavours  to  carry  their  opinions 
into  practice. 

Mr.  Dominick  Browne  trusted  the 
House  would  lend  him  their  patient 
attention  for  a  few  moments.  The  real 
question  before  the  House,  and  before  the 
country,  was,  whether  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic religion  in  Ireland,  the  faith  of  six 
millions  of  its  people,  of  three-fourths  of 
its  inhabitants — a  faith  which  had  main- 

• 

tained  its  noble  front  with  inviolate  purity 
and  strength  against  every  species  of  per- 
secution for  centuries  —  whether  this 
should  be  any  longer  treated  merely  as 
the  tolerated  tenets  of  a  sect?  The  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion  was  the  religion  of 
Ireland ;  there  was,  no  doubt,  a  certain 
portion  of  Presbyterians  in  the  North,  and 
of  Protestants  here  and  there,  but  the 
religion  of  a  vast  majority,  of  six  millions 
out  of  eight  millions,  of  three-fourths  of 
the  people  was  Roman  Catholic.  Was 
the  faith,  then,  of  so  great  a  majority 
of  the  population  to  be  treated  as  merely 
the  doctrines  of  a  sect,  or  ought  it  not 
rather  to  be  considered  and  treated  as  the 
religion  of  that  country.  Throughout 
Europe  there  never  had  been,  nor  was 
there  an  instance  in  which  the  religion  of 
the  majority  was  so  considered  or  treated. 
Prussia,  for  instance,  had  never  attempted 
to  hold  up  the  Roman  Catholics  in  Silesia, 
or  on  the  Rhine,  as  a  sect  subservient  to 
one  Protestant  Church ;  nor  had  Russia 
attempted  anything  of  the  sort  with  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  Poland.  Ireland 
was  the  only  country  in  which  such  a 
monstrous  absurdity  had  been  instituted, 
and  it  was  now  high  time  to  do  away  with 
the  absurdity.  The  House  seemed  to  be 
acting  under  on  idea  that  Ireland  was  a 
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conquered  country,  and  that  it  was  a 
great  thing  for  a  '* conquered"  country 
to  obtain  any  relaxation  in  their  oppres- 
aions  and  burthens  ["iVb,  no  /*'].  He  was 
glad  to  hear  those  noes,  as  they,  at  least, 
iriiowed  that  some  members  of  the  House 
were  not  impressed  with  the  feeling  he 
had  deprecated,  yet,  however  the  case 
might  now  be,  the  conduct  pursued  to* 
wards  Ireland  hitherto  had  been  unhap- 
pily  such  as  but  too  well  to  warrant  such 
an  opinion  as  he  had  expressed.  As  to 
the  infliction  of  the  English  Established 
Church  on  a  Roman  Catholic  population, 
he  would  ask,  what  would  the  English 
have  thought  if  James  2nd  victorious  in 
Ireland,  had  come  over  to  England  and 
attempted  to  set  a  Roman  Catholic  clergy- 
man-over every  English  parish?  What 
would  the  English  have  thought  of 
this— or,  rather,  what  would  they  have 
done?  Would  they  have  suffered  such 
an  infliction  ?  No.  Why,  then,  should 
they  wish  to  inflict  upon  the  Irish  nation 
an  insult  and  an  oppression  which  they 
would  not  have  endured  themselves? 
He  had  hoped  and  expected  that  Minis- 
ters would  have  come  forward  and  laid 
down  the  principle  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  were  entitled  to  assistance 
and  support,  not  as  a  boon  but  as  a  right ; 
but  as  they  had  not  done  so,  he  should 
feel  it  his  conscientious  duty  to  himself 
and  his  constituents  to  support  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Alban's. 

Mr.  Ellice  observed,  that  a  more  con- 
clusive argument  against  that  which  had 
been  urged  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
could  not  be  found  than  that  which  was 
contained  in  the  speech  of  his  hon.  friend 
behind  him,  who  boldly  recommended  the 
diversion  of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish 
Church  in  order  to  raise  an  ascendancy 
of  a  Catholic  clergy.  ["  No,  no!"]  He 
begged  his  hon.  friend*s  pardon  if  he 
had  misunderstood  him,  but  he  understood 
him  to  say,  that  he  could  not  vote  with 
his  Majesty's  Government,  unless  the  Ca- 
tholic clergy  were  provided  for  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  of  Ireland. 
[•*  No/'  from  Mr.  Broume,]  He  begged 
pardon  if  he  were  wrong,  but  he  thought 
that  his  hon.  friend  had  said  so.  How- 
ever, if  his  hon.  friend  had  said  so,  he 
must  say,  that  it  would  form  a  very  strong 
argument  for  opposing  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  St.  Alban's.  Ireland 
indeed,  and  he  fully  admitted  it,  had  its 
fuU*  measure  of  lufferingi  and  the  Church 


was  no  inconsiderable  item  in  the  catalogue 
of  her  grievances.  From  its  abuses  and 
its  oppressions,  much  misery  had  come 
upon  that  ill-fated  country ;  but  the  time 
to  put  a  stop  to  those  oppressions,  to  re- 
move those  abuses,  had  arrived,  and  he 
hoped  that  a  full  and  free  inquiry,  with  a 
view  to  the  revision  and  complete  redress 
of  her  wrongs,  would  afford  her  that  rest 
which  she  so  much  needed.  Since  he  had 
had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House, 
he  had  taken  much  interest  in  the  affairs 
of  that  country,  and  be  remembered  that 
some  time  ago,  in  seconding  a  Motion 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
he  had  said,  that  not  a  county  in  England 
would  have  endured  for  a  day  the  kind  of 
treatment  which  two  Irish  counties  had 
experienced  for  six  months,  during  which 
period  upwards  of  12,000  tithe  processes 
were  served  in  those  counties.  Since 
he  made  that  statement,  it  was  true  that 
they  had  been  giving  gradual  relief  to  Ire- 
land, but  it  was  impossible  that  the  present 
state  of  the  Church  could  be  upheld.  He 
had  at  the  same  time  stated,  that  the  course 
he  proposed  was  necessary  for  the  mainte- 
nance and  strengthening  of  the  Church 
itself.  He  adhered  to  those  opinions,  and 
any  measures  which  he  should  support 
must,  therefore,  unite  the  two  objects  of 
upholding  the  Church  and  affording  re- 
dress to  the  Irish  people.  He  might  have 
been  desirous  to  concur  with  his  right 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Stanley)  in  the  views  he 
had  taken,  but  for  the  difficulties  which  he 
foresaw  in  maintaining  the  Church  at  all 
without  some  conciliation  to  Ireland,  and 
without  which  he  felt  they  must  give  up 
all  hope  of  her  internal  tranquillity.  Hav- 
ing, therefore,  taken  his  determination  to 
stand  upon  the  principles  which  had  been 
so  clearly  and  forcibly  stated  by  his  noble 
friend  that  night,  he  was  compelled,  ho.w- 
ever  painful  to  himself,  to  separate  himself 
from  b  is  former  colleagues  who  took  a  differ- 
ent view.  The  appropriation  of  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland  would  be  such 
as  would  give  peace,  repose,  and  tranquil- 
lity to  distracted  Ireland.  He  would  not 
have  consented  to  the  issuing  of  a  Com- 
mission to  conceal  his  own  opinions,  and 
he  felt  bound  to  state,  that  his  honest  in- 
tention was,  and  he  spoke  as  a  Member  of 
the  Government,  to  act  upon  the  Report 
which  that  Commission  might  forward. 
But  when  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  Oxford,  talked  of  a  difference  of  opin- 
ion still  existing  between  bis  noble  frien4 
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and  some  other  paities  in  the  Government 
upon  that  most  important  question,  name- 
ly, whether  Parliament  had  or  had  not 
the  right  of  appropriating  the  property  of 
the  Ohurch  to  whatever  purpose  it  might 
deem  desirable,  he  thou^^ht  it  necessary  to 
declare  that  there  was  no  such  difference, 
in  order  that  it  might  go  forth  to  the 
country  that  the  Government  were  com- 
pletely united  upon  that  question.  If 
this,  then,  were  the  oase,  he  did  feel  him- 
self entitled  to  make  a  very  strong  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  who  brought  forward 
the  Motion,  and  ask  him,  whether  he 
thought  it  expedient  to  press  it  upon  the 
House?  He  would  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  after  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Tamworth,  he  did  not  see  a  danger  that 
might  arise  from  an  appeal  to  the  Pro* 
testant  feeling  of  this  country  ?  Let  him 
aaeure  his  hon.  friend  that  those  who  had 
witnessed  the  course  of  previous  events  in 
this  country,  and  who  knew  what  the  state, 
and  strength,  and  depth  of  that  Protestant 
feeling  was;  he  would  assure  his  hon. 
friend  that  they  who  knew  this  must  have 
some  little  feeling  of  apprehension  for  the 
result  of  any  division  amongst  the  friends 
of  liberal  principles  on  subjects  of  this 
description.  He  threw  that  out  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman^  consideratbn,  for  he 
believed  that  they  had  the  same  object  in 
view.  If  the  cry  which  he  heard  from 
the  opposite  side  meant  that  he  had  for 
his  object  the  full  and  complete  reforma- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church  he  avowed  it.  He 
had  joined  the  Government  upon  those 
principles,  but  if  it  were  meant  to  imply 
that  he  had  views  tending  to  the  destruc- 
tion  of  the  Church,  then  he  denied  it.  He 
bad  equally  in  view  the  support  of  the 
Church  and  the  pacification  of  Ireland. 
It  was  upon  these  principles  that  he  stood 
where  he  was,  and  this  policy  alone  he 
was  convinced  could  give  them  the  least 
chance  of  eradicating  that  state  of  things 
which  had  so  long  and  so  unhappily  exist- 
ed in  that  distracted  country. 

Mr.  Browne  explained,  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  what  bad  been  attributed  to 
him,  but  as  he  was  pressed  on  the  subject, 
he  must  say,  he  thought  half  the  revenues 
of  the  Irish  Church  ought  to  be  appropri- 
ated to  the  Catholic  priesthood. 

Mr.  Lefroy  regretted  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  (Government,  and  that  while 
professing  their  attachment  to  principles 
of  couaervatioQ  in  Church  questions  they 


were  all  the  time  acting  upon  a  spoliative 
principle,  and  exposing  the  Church  to  its 
application  in  all  time  to  come.  He  felt 
that  they  were  now  come  to  timea  when 
every  man  must  make  his  choice  whether 
the  country  was  to  have  the  Constitution 
and  an  established  religion,  or  an  inAdel 
republic  upon  the  principles  of  Tom 
Paine.  All  men  mutt  come  to  that 
choice,  and  he  regretted  to  see  a  Govern- 
ment in  this  country,  while  professing  an 
attachment  to  the  former,  adopting  a 
course  of  policy  having  a  direct  tendency 
to  bring  about  the  establishment  of  the 
latter.  The  hon.  Member  who  bioaght 
forward  the  subject,  had  stated  the  groes 
revenue  of  the  Church  at  937,466/.  Now 
he  had  examined  the  items  oomposing 
the  total  revenue,  and  he  undertook  to 
prove  that  they  did  not  exceed  621,431/. 
He  would  undertake  to  make  that  out  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  House.  The  llrat 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  he  should 
notice  was  that  of  the  Bishops'  revenues, 
which  he  gave  at  one  hundred  and  twenty 
odd  thousands.  He  admitted,  thai  this 
had  been  the  revenue  of  the  Bishoprics ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  stating  that 
had  forgotten  to  deduct  the  cancelled 
bishoprics,  which  amounted  to  60,730/. 
Then  in  the  revenues  of  the  dean  and 
chapter,  he  had  omitted  to  give  them  the 
credit  they  so  justly  took  for  the  sum  of 
91,400/.  which  they  devoted  to  the  repairs 
of  cathedrals.  The  hon.  member  for  St. 
Alban*s  had,  perhaps  not  intentionally, 
exaggerated  the  revenues  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland  by  nearly  one-half.  The  true 
amount  of  those  revenues  did  not  exceed 
615,000/.,  of  which  sum  about  449,000/. 
was  appropriated  to  the  benefices  of  the 
<2le**gy»  which  were  1,456  in  number, 
giving  an  average  revenue  to  each  of 
about  308/.  per  annum.  He  made  this 
statement  fearlessly,  and  was  prepared  to 
stand  pledged  to  its  truth.  If  any  boo. 
Member  disputed  it,  let  him  stand  up  in 
a  manly  and  decorous  manner  to  do  so. 
He  would  state  further,  that  678  of  the 
above  livings  did  not  exceed  300/.,  and 
that  many  of  them  went  as  low  as  30/. 
If  it  were  to  be  contended  that  the  reve« 
nues  of  not  a  few  livings  were  redundant, 
and  that  some  parishes  were  considerably 
overpaid,  he  would  assert,  in  reply,  that 
there  were  as  many  which  were  underpaid. 
If  it  were  proposed  to  appoint  a  Commis- 
sion only  to  inquire  into  the  extent  and 
levenues  of  the  different  parishei  he  would 
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pot  oljjftct  to  it ;  but  ha  regretted  to  find 
tbnt  bis  Maje»ty'i»  Government  had  mixed 
up  with  thiU  proposition  the  principle  of 
population — ^a  principle  destructive  to  the 
Cb)4cqh  Gstablisbmeot  in  Ireland.  It  was 
imposiible  to  have  a  satisfaolory  result 
upon  a  matter  of  this  kind  from  a  purely 
lay  Commission,  When  the  bon.  mem* 
bar  for  liliddlesei  brought  forward  a  simi- 
lar Motion  in  the  year  1825,  Mr.  Canning 
opposed  it  by  declaring  that  it  would  be  a 
*'  most  barefaced  infraction  of  the  Act  of 
Union,"  and  desired  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  to  read  the  fifth  olauae  of  that  Act 
in  support  of  that  declaration.  One  word 
10  oonclusiqn  in  reference  to  the  Protestant 
population  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  member 
for  8t*  Albao'tt  had  stated  them  at  only 
eop^Ol  but  he  (Mr.  Lefroy)  would 
appesd  lo  docmnents  before  the  House, 
documents  fivnished  by  evidence  upon 
oathy  to  show  that  that  was  not  half  the 
reel  aim>unt  of  the  adherents  of  the  Esta* 
blished  Church  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Ward  rose  to  reply  :*-The  noble 
Lord,  he  observed,  had  said,  that  he  (Mr. 
Ward)  hild  brought  forward  no  fbct  or 
adduced  no  argument  that  night  which 
should  induce  the  House  to  agree  to  his 
Motion ;  but  in  saying  so  the  noble  Lord 
would  seem  to  forget  that  his  facts  and 
WFgimient9  bed  been  all  brought  forward 
upon  a  former  occasion,  and  that  it  was 
not  for  him  to  trouble  the  House  by  re^ 
fieatiag  tbem,biiicase  having  been  already 
noaclo  out.  As  to  the  general  accuracy  of 
Uieae  facts,  there  coukl  be  no  prouder 
confirmation  of  it  than  that  they  had  not 
been  impugned  by  any  one  of  the  three  right 
hon«  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  that  even- 
iilgi  and  who  were  so  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  afiairs  of  Ireland.  He  alluded  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Tamworth,  the  late  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
the  Colpniea»  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
o)i^  opposite  (Mr.  Rice).  The  only  per* 
ion  wno  had  assailed  the  correctness  of 
his  statementa  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
Q^tleman  who  spoke  last  He  had 
accused  him  (Mr.  Ward)  of  gross  exagger-* 
alipn.  He»  however,  had  rested  his  state- 
ment opoo  dociimenta  accessible  toevery- 
bodv^e  bad  rested  it  upon  a  statement 
made  by  the  noble  Lcvd,  and  confirmed 
by  {ieturns  made  to  that  House.  This 
was  with  respect  to  two- thirds  of  the 
parishes;  and  for  the  272  parishes  of 
which  tbere  was  no  Return  he  had  added 
W^rfounb;  and  for  85|000  Irish  acres 


of  glebe  land,  which  were  equal  to 
130,000  English  acres,  he  had  allowed 
30«.  an  acre.  Upon  these  grounds  he 
had  made  his  calculation.  He  had  yet  to 
learn  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  any  in- 
accuracy. He  much  regretted,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  seen  fit  to  combine 
the  issuing  of  his  Commission  with  some 
positive  assertion  of  the  principle  he  was 
anxious  to  have  adopted  by  the  House. 
He  was  sorry  to  cause  a  division  between 
the  friends  of  liberal  principles,  or  any- 
thing wearing  the  appearance  of  a  division  i 
but  as  the  principle  which  he  had  advo- 
cated bad  been  so  very  strongly  contro- 
verted by  the  right  hon.  Gentlen^an  (Mr. 
Stanley)  ^nd  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel),  be  felt  that  he  would  be 
hardly  justified  before  the  Houee  and  the 
country  in  not  pressing  the  question  to  a 
vote.  His  only  regret  was,  that  the  ques- 
tion could  not  come  fairly  before  the 
House*  Many  hou.  Members,  he  was 
aware,  who  were  friendly  to  his  proposi- 
tion, did  not  yet,  in  consequence  or  the 
Commission  which  had  been  issued,  feel 
it  right  to  vote  against  the  Motion  for  the 
previous  question.  He  found  fault  with 
no  one  less  pledged  than  he  himself  was ; 
he  blamed  nobody ;  he  lamented  only  the 
course  which  Government  had  thought 
proper  to  pursue. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question 
that  Mr.  Ward's  Motion  be  put*-Aye8 
120  ;  Noes  396:  Majority  276. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adams,  £.  li. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Attwood,  T. 
Barnard,  E.  Q. 
Barry,  G,  S. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Belle w,  U.  M. 
Bewes,  T. 
Bisb,  T. 
Blake,  J. 
Blamire,  W. 
Brbtherton,  J, 
Browne,  D. 
Buckingham,  J.  8. 
Balwer,  li.  L. 
Bulwer,  E.  L» 
Butler,  iioD.  Colonel 
Callaghan,  D. 
Chapmao,  M.  L. 
Clay,  W. 
Cobbett,  W. 
Collier,  J. 
Crompton,  J.  S. 
Curteis,  Captain 
Curteis,  U,  B, 


Dashwood,  G.  II. 
Davies,  Colonel 
Dawson,  £. 
Divett,  B. 
Dobbin,  L. 
Dykes,  F.  L.  B. 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  Colonol 
Ewart,  W. 
Faithfull,  G. 
Fielden,  J. 
Finn,  VV.  F. 
Fitzgerald,  T. 
Fitzgibbon,  Hon.  R. 
Fitzsimon,  C. 
Fitztimon,  N. 
Fryer,  R. 
Gaakell,  D. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Groie,  G. 
Gully,  J. 
Hall,  B. 
Hand  ley,  B. 
Hawkinsi  J.  H, 
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Hayesy  Sir  £. 

Hill,  M.  D. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Humphrey,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jacob,  £. 
Kcnipy  T.  R« 
Keonedy,  J. 
LaIof,  p. 
Lambert,  H. 
Lambton,  U. 
Langton,  Col.  0. 
Leach,  J. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Lloyd,  J.  H. 
Lynch,  A. 
Macnamara,  F. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  J. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morrison,  J. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Callaghan,  C. 
0*ConneU,  D. 
O'Connell,  Maurice 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
O'Connor,  F, 
Oliphant,  L. 
Oswald,  J. 
Oswald,  R.  A. 
Palmer,  General 
Pamell,  Sir  H. 
Pease,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Potter,  R. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Richards,  J. 
Rippon,  C. 
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House-Tax  Repeal  Bill.]  On  the 
Motion  of  Lord  Altborp  that  the  House- 
Tax  Repeal  Bill  be  read  a  third  time, 

Mr.  Hughes  Hvyhes  said,  he  rose  to 
submit  to  the  House  the  Motion  of  which 
he  had  given  notice  for  the  insertion  of  a 
clause  in  the  Bill,  enacting,  that  all  and 
every  persons  and  person,  who  were  or 
was  assessed  to  the  rates  and  duties  on 
windows  or  lights,  for  the  year  or  half 
year,  ending  on  the  5th  day  of  April  last, 
shall  be  entitled  to  make  or  open,  and 
keep  open,  free  of  duty,  anv  additional 
number  of  windows  or  lights,  m  their,  his, 
or  her  dwelling-house,  warehouse,  shop, 
or  other  premises  so  assessed ;  and  that 
no  person  or  persons  not  so  assessed  for 
his,  her,  or  their  dwelling-house,  ware- 
house, shop,  or  other  premises,  by  reason 
of  the  same  not  containing  six  win- 
dows or  lights,  shall  be  brought  into 
assessment,  or  made  liable  to  rates  and 
dutiesi  becaiw  of  the  opening  of  any  addi< 


tional  namber  of  windows  or  lights  io 
such  dwelling-bouse,  warehouse,  shop,  or 
other  premises.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer,  and  his 
right  hoD*  predecessor  in  that  office,  must 
alike  acknowledge  that  he  bad  not  tor- 
mented them  on  questions  of  finance.  It 
was  the  first  proposition  which,  during 
the  three  Parliaments  he  had  had  a  seat 
in  that  House,  he  bad  made  on  such  a 
subject ;  and  it  did  not  go  to  diminish, 
but  in  point  of  fact  to  increase,  the 
revenue.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
considered  the  national  faith  as  a  cant 
term,  and  he  was  aware,  that  that  House, 
having  responded  to  the  call  of  the  coun- 
try for  the  abolition  of  Negro  slavery,  and 
incurred  a  charge  of  twenty  millions 
sterling  on  that  account,  it  was  not  in  the 
power  of  the  Government,  with  a  due  re- 
gard to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
credit,  to  repeal  the  duty  on  windows, 
which  they  might  otherwise  have  done  in 
the  present  year,  the  amount  of  that  duty 
and  of  the  interest  on  the  twenty  millions 
being  much  the  same.  By  his  proposi- 
tion, however,  while  not  one  shilling  of 
revenue  would  be  sacrificed,  considerable 
relief  would  be  afforded  lo  the  agricultural, 
in  common  with  the  manufacturing  and 
trading  interests — ^to  tiie  small  farmer  as 
well  as  the  shopkeeper  and  humble  classes 
of  society.  By  means  of  it,  increased 
light  and  air,  so  necessary  to  the  comfort 
and  health  of  the  community,  would  be 
admitted  as  effectually  as,  by  the  repeal 
of  the  present  duty  on  windows,  by  which 
alone  it  was  obvious,  that  no  additional 
light  or  air  would  be  obtained.  By  his 
clause,  moreover,  coupled  with  a  require- 
ment that  the  officers  of  every  parish 
should  make  a  half-yearly  report  to  tlie 
Commissioners  of  Taxes  of  the  number  of 
windows  in  any  new  house  in  their  parish, 
opportunity  would  be  afforded  for  dis- 
charging the  whole  tribe  of  surveyors,  in* 
specters,  assessors,  and  other  officers 
which  must  otherwise  be  kept  up,  notwith- 
standing the  repeal  of  the  House- tax. 
But,  as  he  had  said,  the  Revenue,  so  far 
from  suffering  diminution,  would  be  in- 
creased by  his  proposition,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  cause  a  great  addition  to  the  excise, 
in  the  duty  on  glass  and  other  articles 
used  in  the  construction  of  windows. 
He  could  imagine  but  one  objection,  or 
rather  answer,  to  his  proposal — ^that  the 
parties  might  obtain  the  desired  relief  by 
compounding  for  their  windowsi  under 
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the  Bill  which  was  about  to  be  brought  in 
for  that  purpose.  Tbat«  however,  was  not 
the  case ;  an  additional  five  per  cent  was 
charged  on  compounding  upon  an  existing 
assessment,  which  equalled  the  duty  on  two 
or  three  windows,  and  would  not,  there- 
fore, be  the  same  thing  with  the  immunity 
he  proposed  to  grant.  In  common  with 
many  hon.  Members,  he  compounded 
for  his  Window-doty  in  the  year  1819, 
and  had  since  opened  what  windows  he 
pleased,  without  fear  of  its  increase,  or, 
what  was  worse,  of  a  surcharge ;  the  com- 
position which  was  originally  made  for 
three  years  had  been  renewed  from  time 
to  time,  and  existed  at  the  present  period, 
from  which  he  had  a  right  to  argue,  that 
it  had  been  found  to  work  well.  Now 
what  he  sought  by  his  clause  was,  to  af- 
ford to  others  the  privilege  he  had  him- 
self so  long  enjoyed.  He  moved,  that 
the  clause  be  brought  up. 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  Motion,  the 
utility  and  importance  of  which  he  en- 
forced. 

Lord  Althorp  hoped  the  hon.  member 
for  Oxford  would  consent  to  withhold  his 
clause,  and  move  it  in  some  stage  of  the 
Assessed  Taxes'  Composition  Bill  about 
to  be  introduced,  admitting,  at  the  same 
time,  that  it  had  not  received  that  atten- 
tion from  the  Government  which  it  merit- 
ed, and  he  promised  to  give  to  it,  with 
a  sincere  desire,  if  possible,  to  agree 
with  it. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  urged  upon  the  hon. 
member  for  Oxford  to  extend  the  courtesy 
he  had  already  repeatedly  shown,  by  de- 
ferring his  Motion,  at  the  request  of  the 
Government,  and  agree  to  the  suggestion 
of  his  noble  friend. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  not  only  notice  of 
his  Motion,  but  the  very  words  of  his 
clause  had  been  repeatedly  printed  in 
their  votes,  and  the  Government  could 
not,  therefore,  sav  they  were  taken 
by  surprise ;  notwithstanding  which,  he 
was  disposed,  after  what  had  passed,  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  shortly  feel  at  liberty  to  repeal  the 
Window-duty  altogether,  but  the  effect 
of  the  adoption  of  his  proposition  would 
certainly  be,  to  cause  the  tax  to  be  more 
patiently  submitted  to  during  the  time  it 
was  necessarily  continued.  The  most  im- 
portant portion  of  his  clause  had  been 
overlooked  in  the  debate ;   at  present,  a 


House  not  containing  six  windows  or 
lights  paid  no  duty  whatever ;  and  numer- 
ous were  the  instances  in  which  an  addi- 
tion of  one  or  two  windows  would  be 
made,  but  that  duty  would  then  attach 
to  the  whole  of  the  windows  in  the  house. 
Now,  he  proposed,  being  the  very  case  he 
most  desired  to  meet,  that  the  opening  of 
additional  windows  or  lights  in  such 
houses  should  not  cause  them  to  be 
brought  into  assessment.  He  should  cer- 
tainly not  only  make,  but  enforce,  his  pro-* 
position,  in  the  Assessed  Taxes*  Composi- 
tion Bill. 

Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  3,   1834. 

Miinm&3  Petitions  premited.  By  the  Marqucn  of  Bdtk, 
ftom  Aucfainkck,  fat  a  Better  Syitem  of  Church  Patroii> 
age  in  SooUaod.— Sy  Lofd  Dslawabr,  finom  Swaffliam 
Prion,  for  altering  the  Sale  of  Beer  AeL— By  Lord  RoLL^ 
firom  Greet  Torrington,  againet  the  Claimi  of  the  Die* 
senterg ;  and  by  the  lame  Noblb  Lord,  and  the  Duke  of 
CiTMBniujkirD,  ftom  aereral  Plaeet, — agalnat  the  Admis- 
ilGn  of  Diaenten  to  the  Univerritiei.— By  the  Duke  of 
CuMBBRLAHOi  the  ICarquen  of  Burn,  and  the  Earls  of 
SHArrasBunY  and  Eldon,  ftom  several  Places^  ■  Sor 
Pzoteetioa  to  the  KstaWiihei)  Church. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  June  3,  1834. 

MiNOTBsO  New  Writ  ordered.  For  Cambrkige  Bomigh. 
in  the  room  of  the  Right  Hon.  Spring  Rigs,  Secretary  of 
State. 

Petitiotts  presented.  By  Sir  Htdb  Parkir,  tram  LaTCft- 
bam,  agidnst  the  Pooir  Laws^  Amendment  Bill;  and  ftom 
Long  Melfbrd,  for  continuing  the  Labour  Rate  Act — By 
Colonel  Srabpb,  Mm^  Bbadglbrk.  Mr.  Lu)td,  and 
Mr.  WiLBOw  Pattbn,  ftom  several  Places,  agafaist  Drunk- 
enness.—By  Mr.  Hums,  ftom  Newoa8tlo*apon-Tyne  and 
Brechin,  against  the  Taxes  on  Knowledgeb 

Drunk£NNE8&]]  Mr.  Buckingham  : 
Sir,  in  rising  tx)  ^U  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  of  the  great  increase  of 
habitual  Drunkenness  among  the  labouring 
classes  of  this  kingdom,  and  to  devise  legis. 
lative  measures  to  prevent  its  further  spread, 
I  am  so  fully  sensible  of  the  difficulty  of 
the  task,  that  nothing  but  a  strong  convic- 
tion  of  its  public  importance  would  have 
induced  me  to  undertake  it.  In  the  expo- 
sitions which  it  will  1^  my  painful  duty 
to  make,  I  can  scarcely  fail  to  encounter 
the  hostility  of  those  who  profit  largely  by 
the  demoralization  of  which  they  are  both 
the  cause  and  the  support  In  suggesting 
the  remedies  which  1  shall  venture  to  pro- 
pose, I  foresee  the  opposition  of  a  large 
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dasft  df  petsofis  interested  In  Inaintaining 
'the  existing  state  of  things  in  all  its  force ; 
while  frmti  those  who  have  no  pecuniary 
itltcfests  inTol'^ed  in  the  inijuiry^  hut  who 
contend^  conscientiously,  perhaps,  that  all 
legislation  dti  such  a  subject  is  tnischievous, 
and  that  the  evil  should  be  left  to  work  its 
own  cure^  I  shall  have  tb  endure  the  im- 
putation of  cailt  ahd  putitanism,  in  afieet- 
ing  fi  higher  regard  for  morality  than 
dthers»  of  officious  meddlings  and  ofrnfess- 
ive  interferetiee  with  the  rights  of  prm 
perty,  and  the  enjoyments  of  the  labouring 
classes.  For  all  this  I  am  prepared ;  and 
yet,  in  the  face  of  all  this,  I  ^hall  firmly 
])ersevere  in  my  original  intention.  Not 
that  I  am  indiiferent  either  to  the  rights  of 
property,  br  td  ihe  etijoymcilts  of  my  fel- 
low-meu'-^tttid  the  huinbler  their  class,  the 
more  sacredly  should  their  rights  and  enjoy, 
ments  he  guki-ded  from  legislative  supnres- 
sion  j  but,  after  years  of  mature  delibeni- 
tion-i^-ftfler  sotne  reading,  much  n?fiecticm, 
and  still  more  pl'actical  experience,  grounded 
on  extensive  personal  ooservatioa  of  the 
present  tHiil^itiOti  of  society  in  England, 
Scotland,  ttnd  It-dkhd,  t^hich,  i^jihiti  the 
last  live  yearsf^  has  brought  me  ^ito  close 
intercourse  with  many  thousands  of  all 
ranks  and  classes — my  conviction  is  as 
strong  as  ik  Is  sintei^,  l^at,  of  all  the  single 
evils  that  afflict  bur  oopimon  country,  tne 
increased  and  increasing  prevalence  of 
dmnkenht'ss,  among  the  labouring  clo&^s, 
including  men,  women,  and  chudren,  is 
the  greatest;  that  it  is  nc^t  ohlr  an  evil  of 
the  greatest  tnagnltudc  in  itself,  but  that 
it  is  the  source  of  a  long  and  melancholy 
catalogue  of  other  evils  sprineing  directly 
fttJrtl  m  iiiipurfe  fountain ;  jlnd  as  its  ddly 
operation  is  to  sap  the  very  foundations  of 
social  happiness  and  domestic  enjoyment, 
he  who  may  be  instrumental  in  arresting 
its  fatal  progress^  will  be  conferring  an  in* 
estimable  benetit  on  his  countr}*,  and  ren^ 
dcring  a  valuable  service  to  mankind. 
Under  this  conviction,  I  propose,  Sir,  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to  direct  its 
attention  to  some  few  of  the  causes  which 
appeat*  to  me  to  have  been  most  power- 
fully operative  in  extending  the  increase  of 
drunkenness,  and  to  some  few  of  the  bane, 
ful  efiects  which  it  produces,  not  merely  on 
its  immediate  victims,  but  on  the  best  in- 
terests of  society  at  large.  I  shall,  then,  1 
hopei  be  able  to  adduce  sufficient  reasons 
to  show,  that  legislative  interference  is  im- 
|)erativety  demanded,  to  check  the  evil; 
Umt  it  is  justified  by  precedent  and  ana- 
logy, and  that  it  will  produce  the  end  de- 


sired. After  this,  I  will  subtnit  to  iht 
House  the  steps  which  appear  to  me  most 
likely  to  operate  as  immediate  chljcks,  as 
well  as  others  more  appropHate  to  be  con- 
sidered as  ulterior  remedies  for  an  evU 
Which  it  is  desirable  first  to  arfest  Ih  it^ 
present  progress ;  and  then,  if  posrible,  to 
root  it  mit  and  cxtirpiitc  entirely.  Of  the 
fhct  df  the  incrtiase  of  drunkenness  afnone 
the  labouring  classes  of  the  country,  I  think 
theife  will  be  no  ddubt.  But  if  ihctt 
should,  a  ref«i^6e  to  th^  reports  of  the 
pc^ce  cases,  published  irt  any  town  of  the 
United  Kingdom  will  be  more  than  sufB'* 
eient  to  remove  such  doiibts;  aitd  if  to 
this  be  added  the  evidence  furnished  by 
the  records  of  our  criminal  courts  of  sea. 
sion  or  assize,  and  by  the  coroner's  in. 
quests,  hospital  returns,  and  other  public 
documents,  accessible  to  all^^^^the  most  irrc« 
sistible  proof  will  be  produced  to  show,  that 
intemperance,  like  a  mighty  and  destroy* 
ing  flood)  is  fast  overwhelming  the  land. 
1  content  myself  with  two  short  extracts 
of  evidence  on  this  subject  from  very  dif* 
ferent  quarters,  which  1  have  selected  from 
a  mass  of  others,  because  tney  are  the 
shortest  and  the  most  recent ;  not  written 
to  serve  anylspecial  purpose,  and  above  all 
question  as  to  their  authenticity.  l*he 
first  is  from  the  last  official  Report  of  the 
Middlesex  Lunatic  Asylum,  at  Hartwell, 
as  published  in  the  ll^nnes  of  the  present 
month.     It  is  as  follows: — 

Gin-Drinkino. — The  seventy-six  deaths 
which  have  occurred  in  the  year  have  been, 
with  the  exception  of  those  who  have  di^d  fi'om 
advanced  age,  principally  caiised  by  the  dis- 
ease of  the  bfalD,  of  the  lungs,  and  the  com- 
plaints brought  on  by  those  deadly  noUmit  of 
ardent  spiriu  in  %otuch  the  homer  drnuet  Meem 
more  than  ever  to  indulge^  In  a  Very  great 
number  of  the  recent  cases,  both  amongst  men 
and  women,  the  insanity  is  caused  eniirely  by 
spirit  drinking.  This  may,  in  some  measure, 
be  attributed  to  the  young  not  being  taught  tb 
consider  the  practice  disgraceful,  and  to  their 
being  tempted,  by  the  gorgeous  splendoar  of 
the  present  gin-mansioos,  to  begin  a  habit 
which  they  never  would  have  commeooed  had 
they  been  obliged  to  steal,  fearful  of  being 
observed,  into  the  obscurity  of  the  former 
dram-shops. 

The  second  deeulnent  to  which  I  beg  to 
draw  the  special  attention  of  the  House^  is 
one  of  the  most  appalling,  perhaps,  that 
the  history  of  intemperance  has  ever  pn>« 
duced.  It  is  a  report  of  the  number  of 
men,  women,  and  children,  who  entered, 
for  the  purpose  of  drinking  ardent  spirits, 
fourteen  of  the  principal  gin-shops,  in  Lon. 
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diih  tefl  ii«  subatb^ — of  ^hich  there  arc 
two  In  Whitechttpel — ^thtce  at  Mile  End- 
one  in  Eaiit  Smitlifield— one  in  the  Borough 
— otie  in  Old  Street  Road— two  in  Hol- 
hoTn — one  in  Bloomsbury— and  three  in 
Westminster.     From  these  tabular  state- 
niehts  I  make  only  the  following  selections. 
At  the  principal  gin^hop,  in  Holbdm,  there 
entered  on  the  Monday,  ^,880  men,  1,855 
^fttneil,  and  289  children ;  making  a  total 
of  5,024  hilman  beings  in  one  single  day ; 
andi  in  ^^e  Whdle  week,  1 6,988  persons  had 
drunk  of  the  jpoisonous  draught  at  one 
single  house.    At  the  principal  gin-shop, 
in  Whitechapel)  this  had  even  been  ex- 
ceeded ;  ibr  there  had  entered  at  this  house 
on  the  Monday,  no  less  than  3,146  men, 
2,1 86  women,  and  686  children ;  making  a 
total  of  6.021  in  a  single  day;  and  in  the 
course  of  the  week,  the  numbers  amounted 
to  1 7,6(>3.     The  grand  total  for  one  week 
only  in  the  fourteen  houses  selected,  the 
namea  of  which  I  have  seen*  and  the  localL 
ties  of  wliich   I   have  myself   inspected, 
amount  to  no  less  a  numbar  than  269,468, 
divided  in    the    following    proportions— 
namely,  142^453   men,   108,593   women, 
and  18,391  children — the  women  andchild- 
i-en   uhiied.  nearly  equalling   ike   men: 
and  surpassing  them  in  the  grossness  and 
depravity  of  their  demeanour !    Alas !  Sir, 
is  It  England  of  which  we  are  speaking — 
the  land  of  the  lovely  and  the  brave — the 
^eat  of  the  sciences  and  the  arts — the  school 
of  morality  and  religion  ?  or  are  those  at- 
tributes of  excellence  ascribed   to   us  in 
mdckcry,  in  order  to  heighten  our  sense  of 
sorrow  and  of  shame  ?     Yes  I  in  a  country 
seodnd  to  ndne  in  wealth — in  intelligence 
— in  power — and  t  will  add,  too,  in  gene. 
rftl  purity  of  conduct  and  character — there 
yet  heniains'ihis  deadly  plugue*spot.  which 
I  call  upon  the  memt)crs  of  this  Fiouse  to 
assist,  to  the  utmost  of  their  abilities,  in 
endeavouring  to  wipe  aWay.    tf  this  almost 
inconceivable  amount  of  degradation  is  pro- 
duced hy  fourteen  houttes  only  in  this  me. 
tMbolis,  what  must  be  the  mass  of  vice 
fttid  immorality  engendered  by  the  14,000 
others,  ^hich  rear  their  decorated  fronts  in 
every  street  and  avenue,  which  ever  way 
we  Uxm, — though^  like  the  whited  scpUU 
chres  of  old,  they  arei-^iwithout,  all  giirge- 
ciusness  and  snlendouF-7*within,  all  rotten- 
n6^  and  death ,-— and  if  ihe  waste*  disease, 
dttd  trime,  produced    by   intoxication  in 
liondod   altine,   be  thus  enormous,   what 
itiust  he  the  aggregate  amount  of  each  in 
all  the  other  towns  and  districts  of  Eng- 
land !    The  sum  is  so  fearful  that  I  shrink 


appalled  from  its  bate  oontempbtion.  IF 
we  turn  tb  Scotland,  the  prospett  Is  quite 
as  discouraging.  From  a  letter,  dated 
Edinburgh,  April,  1834,  written  by  an 
eminent  physician  of  that  city,  t)r»Gre. 
ville,  I  extract  only  the  following  pass* 
age:— 

1  have  been  this  day  in  the  City  Chambers, 
and  havfe  ascertained  from  the  official  records, 
that  in  the  tloyalty  (or  city),  there  were  issued 
for  the  years  1833-4,  no  less  than  736  licences. 
The  Royalty  contains  55,232  souls,  and  11,046 
families ;  this  is,  therefore,  a  licence  to  every 
fif\eenth  family.  The  whole  population  of 
Edinburgh  and  its  suburbs,  is  aDOUt  166,000; 
but  beyond  the  Rovillty,  the  licences  are  mixed 
up  with  those  of  trie  county,  and  it  is  hot  so 
easy  to  obtain  a  distinct  account  of  them. 
This,  however,  is  well  known,  that  three  years 
a^  there  were  only  1,700  licences  in  the 
whole  of  this  district;  so  that  the  increase  in 
that  short  space  of  lime  is  enorhious. 

If  we  ask  whether  Ireland  is  affected 
with  this  deadly  plague  as  well  as  Scotland 
and  England,  the  answer  must  unfortu- 
nately be  ih  the  affiilnative.  In  Dublin 
and  in  Cork,  the  increased  cbnsiimption  of 
ardent  spirits,  and  the  consequent  increase 
of  disease  and  crime  is  undeniable,  and 
testimonies  might  be  multiplied  on  this 
subject  to  any  required  extent.  But  to 
take  the  north  of  Ireland,  rather  than  the 
south,  M  an  exataple^^as  the  north  is  uni« 
versally  admitted  to  be  in  a  higher  sistte  nf 
orderi  and  peace  and  comfort,  than  the 
south,  I  quote  a  single  pasMge  from  a 
report  drawn  up  by  the  rev.  John  £dgar4 
Divinity  Professor  in  the  Ruyal  College  of 
Belfast,  dated  in  January  of  the  present 
year,  in  which  he  says : — 

The  demand  fbr  spirituous  liquors  is  so  uni- 
versal, that  spirit  shops  in  the  town  of  Ulster 
average  sixteen,  eighteen,  and  even  thirty,  to 
one  baker's  shop ;  and  in  some  tillages  evfery 
shop  is  a  spirit  shop.  In  one  toi^n,  contaili- 
ing  only  800  houses,  there  are  no  less  than 
eighty-eight  spittt  shops.  The  fruit  of  all  this 
exhibits  itself  everywhere  in  the  destruction  of 
property,  aud  peace,  and  health,  and  life,  and 
nappiness;  in  the  increase  of  crime,  the  in- 
jury of  the  best  interests  of  individuals,  of  fa- 
milies, and  of  the  community  at  large. 

Subsequently  to  the  date  of  this  report, 
I  have  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  John 
Finch,  of  Liverpool,  a  gentleman  well 
known  for  his  intimate  acquaintance  with 
the  lower  orders  of  the  people  generally, 
from  his  having  made  their  condition  the 
subject  of  personal  investigatioti  iind  ton« 
tinned  cate.     He  says: — 

I  have  just  returned  from  a  six  weeks*  jour* 
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ney  in  Ireland,  having  vinted  all  the  principal 
sea-ports  in  that  island,  from  the  Giant  s  Cause- 
way to  Bantry  and  Wexford,  and  certainly  the 
condition  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people  in 
that  country  is  as  miserable  as  it  is  possible ; 
they  are  filthy,  ragged,  famished,  houseless, 
herding  with  pigs,  and  sleeping  on  dung -hills, 
without  regular  employment,  and  working  for 
sixpence,  and  even  fourpence  and  fivepeoce 
per  day.  No  doubt  this  wretchedness  is  in 
part  owing  to  absenteeism,  want  of  leases, 
nigh  rents,  and  in  aome  trifling  degree  to  tithes; 
but  I  feel  satisfied  that  drunkenness  and 
whiskey-drinking  are  a  greater  curse  than  all 
these  put  together.  Do  you  ask  for  proof? 
The  finest  mansions,  parks,  and  farms  in  Ire- 
land, belong  to  distillers  and  brewers;  the 
largest  manufactories  are  distilleries  and  brew- 
eries, and  at  least  one  out  of  every  four  or  five 
shops  in  Ireland,  is  a  dram  or  beer-shop :  in 
one  street  in  Belfast,  I  counted  seven  whiskey- 
shops  together,  on  one  side  of  the  street.  One 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  told  me  at 
Waterford,  that  it  had  just  been  ascertained 
that  50,000/.  worth  of  whiskey  and  other  in- 
toxicating liquors  were  sold  at  Clonmel  in  the 
retail  shops  last  year,  with  a  population  of 
about  15,000 ;  and  it  was  believed  that,  in  Wa- 
terford, with  a  population  of  about  30,000, 
nearly  100,000/.  worth  was  sold  in  the  same 
time.  It  is  true  these  are  market^towns  of 
great  resort,  and  therefore  it  is  not  to  be  sup- 
posed that  it  was  all  drunk  by  residents.  Can 
we  wonder,  then,  that  the  Irish  people  are  so 
poor  ?  I  belieVe  nothing  can  be  done  for  their 
relief,  unless  means  be  first  adopted  to  check 
this  dreadful  evil. 

Among  many  of  the  banefal  effects  pro- 
dticed  by  this  extensive  spread  of  intcm- 
perance,  the  following  are  enumerated  by 
Mr.  Thomas  Wallace,  in  bis  "  Essay  on  the 
Manufactures  of  Ireland,  in  1798*" 

A  striking  example  of  the  mischiefs  which 
may  be  done  by  a  manufacture  tending  to  de- 
prave the  morals  of  the  people,  has  been  ex- 
hibited for  several  years  back  in  the  distil- 
leries of  this  kingdom.  This  manufacture,  by 
producing  ardent  spirits  in  large  quantities^ 
and  at  a  cheap  rate,  has  emasculated  the  minds, 
and  enervated  the  bodies  of  the  poor  of  Ire- 
land. It  has  spread  its  poison  throughout 
every  quarter  of  the  country;  it  has  rendered 
poverty  more  miserable,  and  rendered  vice  of 
all  kinds  more  prevalent,  and  more  ferocious. 
Of  manufactures  it  has  been  the  bane.  It  has 
disinclined  and  disabled  the  workman  to  per- 
form his  work  with  either  accuracy  or  de- 
spatch ;  it  has  made  him  combine  against  his 
employer,  to  extort  the  means  of  dissipation, 
and  it  has  made  him  more  idle  to  spena  them. 
In  a  word,  it  has  filled  our  streets  with  beg- 
gary, riot,  and  vice — has  raised  the  prices,  and 
spoiled  the  quality  of  our  goods,  and  has  made 
the  fertility  of  our  island,  instead  of  a  blessing, 
a  curse. 


In  the  central  parti  of  ,Enghn3,  in  the 
great  manufacturing  towns  of  Manchester, 
Leeds,  Sheffield,  and  their  surrounding 
districts,  the  evil  is  widely  extending  in 
every  direction.  In  Manchester  and  the 
surrounding  towns  of  Bolton,  Stockport, 
Oldham,  and  others,  the  increase  of  spirit 
shops  and  spirit  drinkers  is  eceater,  per. 
haps,  than  in  any  part  of  En^and.  Take 
the  following  testimony  as  to  the  former, 
from  the  excellent  work  of  Dr.  Kay,  an 
eminent  physician  of  that  town,  '^  On  the 
condition  of  the  Working  Classes  :"— 

Some  idea  (he  says)  may  be  formed  of  the 
influence  of  these  establishments,  the  gin- 
shops,  on  the  health  and  morals  of  the  people, 
from  the  following  statement,  for  which  I  am 
indebted  to  Mr.  Bradley,  the  borouehreeve  of 
Manchester.  lie  observed  the  number  of  per* 
sons  entering  a  single  gin-shop  in  five  minutes, 
during  eight  successive  Saturday  evenings,  and 
at  various  periods,  from  seven  o'clock  till  ten. 
The  average  result  was  112  men,  and  163  wo- 
men, or  275  in  forty  minutes,  which  is  equal 
to  412  per  hour. 

Mr.  Robert  Jowitt,  a  most  respectable 
merchant  and  manufacturer  of  Leeds, 
states,  that,  according  to  the  official  returns, 
there  were  no  less  than  297  hotels,  inns, 
and  taverns,  licensed  in  that  borough  alone; 
besides  289  beer-shops;  making,  in  the 
whole,  .586  houses  furnishing  intoxicating 
drinks,  in  which^  calculating  the  receipts 
of  the  former  as  on  the  average  of  17 L, 
and  of  the  latter  on  the  average  of  SL  per 
week  only,  there  would  be  expended  the 
sum  of  307,632/.  per  annum ;  and  by  far 
the  largest  proportion  of  this  paid  by  the 
working  people.  In  the  Sheffield  Iris,  of 
the  17th  of  May,  but  a  few  weeks  ago,  is 
the  following  paragraph,  which,  though 
short,  speaks  volumes,  as  to  the  fearful  in- 
crease of  intemperance  in  the  great  district 
of  which  it  is  the  centre.  The  paragraph 
is  most  appropriately  headed,  and  is  as  foU 
lows:— 

The  Intoxicatiko  March  to  Death.— It 
is  a  painful,  but  at  the  same  time  a  most  me- 
lancholy fact,  that  Mr.  Badger,  the  coroner  of 
this  district,  has,  within  the  short  space  of  ten 
days,  had  occasion  to  hold  inquests  on  thirteen 
persons  who  have  come  to  their  deaths  by  ac- 
cidents solely  arising  from  indulging  in  the 
banefiil  vice  of  drunkenness. 

Sir,  it  would  be  easy  to  multiply  evi- 
dence of  this  description  to  any  extent 
required.  But  I  refrain  from  adducing 
any  more.  Here,  in  the  immediate  pre. 
cincts  of  the  seat  of  Legislation,  under  the 
venerable  shadow  of  Westminster  Abbey, 
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as  well  as  in  other  parts  of  this  great  me. 
tropolis,  in   Holbom^  in  Seven  Dials,  in 
Saffiron-hill,  on  the  north ;  in  South wark, 
and  St.  George's  Fields,  in  the  south ;  in 
Whitechapely  and  Mile  End,  in  the  east ; 
in  the  Strand,  in  Piccadilly,  and  in  Oxford- 
street,  in  the  west ;  as  well  as  Smithfield, 
Barhican,  and  Shoreditch,  in  the  centre; 
— every  where,  in  every  direction,  in  the 
heart,  and  around  the  suhurhs    of   this 
mighty   city,   the  demon  of   intoxication 
seems  to  sweep  all  hefore  him  with  his 
fiery  flood,  whfle,  in  the  remotest  villages 
and  hamlets  of  the  country,  as  well  as  in 
the  manufacturing  towns,  the  evil  has  in- 
creased, is  increasing,   and  cries  with  a 
loud  voice  from  every  quarter  for  redress. 
From  the  melancholy  facts  of  the  case,  I 
pass,  for  a  moment,  to  consider  what  appear 
to  me  to  have  hcen  among  the  causes  of 
this    increased .  drunkenness    among    the 
humbler  classes.     The  first  of  these  I  take 
to  be  the  early  example  of  their  superiors 
in    the  higher  classes  of  society,  among 
whom,  in  periods  not  very  remote,  drink- 
ing to  excess  was  so  far  from  being  regarded 
as  a  vice,  that  it  was  often  boasted  of  as.  a 
sort  of  prowess,  worthy  of  distinction  and 
honour — when  no  entertainment  was  con- 
sidered to  be  hospitably  concluded,  without 
the  intoxication  of  the  majority  of  those 
who    partook   of    it — when    ladies  were 
obliged  to  quit  the  dinner  table  to  prevent 
their  being  shocked  by  the  excesses  of  the 
gentlemen  who  remained;  and  when  the 
liberality  of  the  host  was  tested  by  the 
number  of  the  guests  he  had  made  drunk 
at  his  cost.     Happily,  for  the  better  edu- 
cated classes  of  society,  this  state  of  things, 
whieli  many  hon.  Members  whom  I  now 
address  are  old  enough,  no  doubt,   to  re- 
member, has  passed  away  from  them.    But 
drunken  servants  began  at  length  to  imi- 
tate  drunken  masters ;    and   intoxication 
being  regarded  as  a  proof  of  gentility  and 
spirit,  and  a  sign  of  property  or  credit  in 
the  drinker,  the  vice  soon  spread  lower  and 
lower  in  the  ranks  of  society ;  just  as  any 
other  bad  habit,  whether  of  dress  or  man. 
nen,  af^er  having  been  discarded  by  the 
upper  ranks,  with  whom  it  first  originated, 
descend.s  progressively   to  their  inferiors. 
Another    cause    has    been,    undoubtedly, 
the  severe  pressure  of  taxation,   and  the 
equally  severe  pressure  of  that  excessive 
labour,  by  which  alone  a  poor  man  could 
hope  to  find  subsistence.  These  two  causes 
operating  conjointly,   rendered  it   almost 
impossibTe  for  labouring  men  to  provide 
themselves  with  homes  of  comfort,  and 
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therefore  the  blazing  fire  and  easy  chair  of 
the  tap-room  at  the  public-house,  possessed 
a  more  powerful  attraction  for  them  than 
an  empty  hearth,  a  damp  floor,  and  a  cold 
and  comfortless  lodging.     They  could  not 
enter  into  this  comfortable  retreat  without 
drinking  something;  the  first  glass  begat 
only  a  thirst  for  the  second ;  smoking  was 
added   by   the  landlord,  to  increase  still 
more    the  thirst  which   he    profited    by 
quenching;   and   associates  in  all  vicious 
habits  commending  each  other,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  quieting  the  reproaches  of  con- 
science, the  moderate  drinker  looked  in- 
dulgently on  the  drunkard,  till  he  became 
tainted  with  the  destructive  habit  himself. 
The  large  size  of  the  towns,  increasing  in 
every  direction,  making  the  old  rural  sports 
of  England  more  and  more  difficult  of 
access,  and  the  lengthened  hours  of  labour 
affording  less  time  for  healthful  recreation, 
and  forcing  men   to   those  more  quickly 
excited  pleasures  of  intoxication,  were,  no 
doubt,  each  auxiliaries  to  the  causes  I  have 
described  in  towns;  while  the  departure 
from  the  old  and  wholesome  custom  of 
farmers  entertaining  their  labouring  men 
beneath    their    own    roofs,  produced  the 
same  result  of  driving  them  to  pass  their 
evenings  at  public-houses  in  the  country. 
Another  cause  may  perhaps  be  found  in  the 
sanction  given  to  the  sale  of  spirits  by  a 
Government  licence,  which  took  away  from 
the  traffic,    the   disrepute  which    would, 
no  doubt,  otherwise  have  attached  to  it,  if 
not  so  authorized.     The  Government  de-> 
riving  a  large  revenue  from  this  source, 
again  looked  favourably  even  on  the  cx« 
cesses  which  itself  had  in  some  measure 
created ;  and  the  large  sums  which  flowed 
annually  into  the  Exchequer,  by  the  in- 
creased consumption  of  ardent  spirits,  made 
them  encourage  rather  than  repress  the 
disposition   in  the    people    to    swell   the 
Treasury  through  this  productive  channel. 
The  duties  were,  therefore,  continually  aug- 
mented, until  they  reached  their  maximum. 
This  augmentation  led  to  smuggling :  and 
as  the  tax   which    the    smuggler  evaded 
was  regarded  as  a  hindrance  to  the  enjoy, 
ment  of  the  people,  public  sympathy  ran 
rather  with  the  violators  than  with  the  ob. 
servers  of  the  law.     The  smuggler  became 
everywhere  a  welcome  visiter.     The  rich 
and  the  middle  classes,  as  well  as  the  poor, 
delighted  in  cheating  the  Government  by 
purchasing  a  contraband  commodity.     The 
very   risk  and  secrecy   of  the  transaction 
gave  additional  zest  to  its  fruits.     Spirit 
drinking,  accordingly,  increased  extensively ; 
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and  while  legal  distilleries   were  encou- 
raged for  the  aid  they  gave  to  the  Trea- 
sury, illicit  distillation^  and  unlawful  im- 
portation, was  encouraged  by  high  duties ; 
and  the  sellers  of  each  left  no  exertion 
untried  to  increase  the  taste  for  a  beverage, 
the  sale  of  which  brought  them  such  large 
profits,  and  which,  in  its  seductive  nature, 
was  calculated,  if  it  could  be  hut  once  im- 
planted, to  go  on  creating  a  vitiated  appe- 
tite, which  would  grow  by  what  it  fed  on, 
and    know    no    bounds  to  its  continued 
augmentation,  till  it  destroyed  its  victim  by 
his  own   excess.     To  meet  the  increased 
demand  engendered  by  this  increased  dissi- 
pation, new  houses  of  entertainment  sprung 
up  in  every  direction,  in  the  shape  of  wine- 
vaults  and  gin-shops,  in  the  large  sea-ports 
and  manufacturing  districts,  and  taverns, 
and  ale-houses,   in  the   agricultural  pro- 
vinces.    The  Government,  too,  instead  of 
chocking  the  evil,  addc<l  only  fresh  fuel  to 
the  already  too  rapidly  devouring  flame ; 
and  the  reduction  of  the  duty  of  ardent 
spirits  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  increased 
facilities  given  to  the  »ale  of  beer  on  the 
other,  spread  a  flood  of  desolation  over  the 
whole  surface  of  the  country,  which,  de- 
parting from  the  mighty  heart  of  the  me- 
tropolis, was  circulated  in  all  the  arteries 
and  veins  to  the  utmost  extremities  of  the 
frame ;  and  has  been  thence  rolled  back 
again  in  a  torrent  of  such  wido-spreiiding 
devastation,  that  it  has  scarcely  left  a  single 
spot   uninundatcd    by    its    overwiielming 
waves.    Let  us  seriously  ask  ourselves  what 
have  been  the  eflects  of  all  this.  Alas !  Sir, 
the  answer  is  indeed  a  melancholy   one. 
I)eteriorati(m  of  tlie  public  health,  to  such 
a  degree,  that  our  hospittUs  and   asylums 
arc  filled  with  the  victims  of  intemperance. 
Increase  of  pauperism  in  every  parish,  so 
that  the  poor  ratei>  bid  fair  to  exceed  the 
rental  of  the  land.     Destruction  of  public 
morals,  by  the  brutalization  of  the  old,  and 
the  prostitution  of  the  young — the  extinc- 
tion of  all  honest  pride  of  independence  in 
the  men,  and  the  annihilation  of  all  sense 
of  decency  in  the  women — the  neglect  of 
wives  by  their  husbands,  of  children  by 
their  parents — and  the  breaking  in  sunder 
all  tliose  soft  and  endearing  ties  which 
heretofore  were  recognised  as  sacreil  among 
the  humblest  classes  in  society.     These  are 
but  the  outlines  of   thL<i  great  chart  of 
misery  and  degradation  which  drunkenness 
has  traced  out  for  our  survey :  the  details 
are    too   full   of    sickening    horror  to   Iw 
painted  by   any    pen,   or  uttered  by   any 
tongue:  they  must  be  seen  to  be  creditetl, 


and  witnessed  before  they  can  be  felt  in  aU 
their  force.     As  a  matter  of  public  economy 
— the  lowest  and  the  narrowest  light  in 
which  it  can  be  viewed — let  a  calculation 
be  made  of  the  national  cost  of  all  this  evil, 
and  it   will  be  seen,  that  if  the  revenue 
derived  from  it  were  ten  times  its  present 
amount,  it  would  be  far  outbalanced  by  the 
tremendous  loss  which  it  inflicts  on  the 
nation.     It  is  estimated,  on  carefully  col- 
lected data,  that  not  less  than  flfty  millions 
sterling  is  expended  in  a  single  year,  in 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  in  spirits, 
wine,  beer,  and  other  intoxicating  and  fer- 
mented drinks  ;  not  a  single  drop  of  which 
is    necessary,    cither    for  the   health    or 
strength  of  man,  but  every  glass  of  which 
is,  in  its  degree,  absolutely  prejudicial  to 
the  consumer.     Here,  then,  are  fifty  mil- 
lions of  capital  wasted— a  sum  equal  to  the 
revenue  of  the  whole  kingdom,  as  much 
thrown   away  as  if  it  were  sunk  in  the 
depths  of  the  Atlantic.     Nay,  worse  than 
that ;  for  then  it  would  be  merely  lost,  and 
no  more ;  but,  from  its  being  expended  in 
intoxicating  drinks,  it  gives  nse  to  a  long 
train  of  expenses  besides.     Of  these,  the 
hospitals  and  lunatic  asylums  may  be  put 
down  at  two  millions ;  the  county  jails  and 
town  prisons,  river  hulks,  and  convict  trans, 
ports,  with  all  the  machinery  of  police  and 
criminal  jurisdiction,  whether  military  or 
civil  (for  both  are  used)  may  be  reckoned  at 
dve  millions  more ;  and  the  absolute  de- 
struction of  property,  in  the  burning  of 
houses  and  their  contents,  the  shipwreck  of 
vessels,   and  the  spoiling,    and  rendering 
useless,  goods  of  various  kinds,  destroyed 
by  neglect — ^may  be  estimated  at  at  least 
three  millions  more.     Let  us  add  to  thb, 
the  immense  loss  of  time  and  productive 
labour,  which  will  equal  the  sixty  millions 
already  enumerated.    In  a  calculation  that 
was  made  of  the  loss  of  wages — and  conse- 
quently of  productive  labour  worth  those 
wages  in  amount ;  sustained  by  the  mem- 
bers of  the   Trades'   Unions,  when  they 
devoted  a  single  day  only  to  a  procession 
through  Ix>nd(m,  it  was  estimated,  that  the 
loss  in  wages  by  the  whole  number  of  those 
who  either  formed  part  of  that  procession, 
or  lost  their  day  by  the  suspension  of  busi- 
ness, in  all  the  parts  through  which  they 
passed,  and  the  absence  from  their  homes 
of  those  who  accompanied  it,  was,  at  the 
least,    50,000/.     Now,    from     the     great 
prevalence  of  the  habit  of  congregating  to 
drink  in  |)arties  (m  the  Sunday,  the  Mon- 
day, and  Riinietiines  even  on  the  Tuesday 
in  each  week,  it  may  be  safely  calcukited. 
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thai  there  is  one  such  day  as  this  lost  in 
ererj  town  in  the  kingdom  every  week  in 
the  year.  Supposing  London  alone,  thcn^ 
with  its  1,500,000  inhabitants,  to  lose 
50,000/.  by  the  very  partial  suspension  of 
its  tmde  and  productive  labour  in  one  week, 
fifty-two  sudi  weekly  losses  would  exceed 
two  millions  and  a-hnlf  per  annum ;  and 
reckoning  London  as  one^wentieth  part  of 
the  whole  kingdom,  this  would  be  forty, 
five  millions  tor  the  whole.  It  may  be, 
therefore,  asserted,  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction, that  the  aggregate  expenses  en- 
tafled,  and  losses  sustained^  by  the  per- 
nicious habits  of  drinking,  exceed  100 
millions  annually;  that,  in  a  mere  pecuniary 
and  economical  sense,  it  is  the  greatest 
blight  that  ever  cursed  our  country ;  and, 
like  the  canker  worm,  it  is  eating  out  its 
very  vitals.  There  is  another  considera- 
tion conncHrted  with  the  economical  part  of 
the  question,  which  ought  not  to  be  over- 
looked. Among  the  various  public  ques- 
tions, which  deeply  engage  the  minds  of 
all  classes,  there  is  not  one,  perhaps,  of 
more  general  interest  than  that  of  the  im- 
portance of  increasing  the  quantity,  and 
lessening  the  price  of  food  to  the  labouring 
cbraesL  Let  us  see  for  a  moment,  how 
this  increased  use  of  ardent  spirits  and 
intosicating  drink  opemtes  in  that  par- 
ticular. The  quantity  of  British  made 
spirits  (quite  exclusive  of  foreign  importa- 
tions) has  greatly  exceeded  twenty  miUions 
of  gallons  on  the  average  of  several  years 
pBst,  and  now  exceeds  twenty-seven  mil- 
lions, having  increased  more  than  one- 
third  within  a  very  short  space  of  time. 
This  increased  consumption  of  spirits  I 
remember  to  have  heard  cited  on  one  occa. 
sion  by  the  right  hon.  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Spring  Rice),  as  a  proof  of 
the  inerea^sed  prosperity  of  Ireland,  so  ex- 
clusively is  the  Treasury  idea  of  prosperity 
confined  to  the  proof  of  money  coming  into 
the  Exchequer,  though  that  may  be  caused 
by  the  very  impoverishment  and  misery  of 
the  people.  But  let  us  see  how  this  in- 
creased consumption  of  ardent  spirits  de- 
creases the  supply  of  human  food.  It  re- 
quires one  bushel  of  grain  to  make  two 
galkms  of  spirits ;  so  that  taking  the  legally 
distilled  spirits  made  at  home  at  twenty- 
seven  miUions  of  gallons,  and  tiie  illegally - 
distilled  sjnrits  at  half  that  quantity ,-^and 
in  Scotland  and  Ireland  it  is  much  more, — 
these  forty  millions  of  distilled  spirits  would 
consume  twenty  millions  of  bushels  of 
grain  in  a  year.  Here,  then,  is  not  merely 
a  waste  dxid  destruction  of  that  very  food 


of  which  the  labouring  classes  of  England 
have  not  enough,  and  which  they  are  de. 
manding  to  be  admitted  from  foreign  conn 
tries,  duty  free ;  but  it  is  a  conversion  of 
one  of  the  best  gifts  of  Providence-— a 
wholesome  and  nutritious  article  of  suste- 
nances—into a  fiery  flood  of  disease,  of  crime, 
and  of  physical  and  mental  destruction. 
We  hang  by  the  hands  of  the  common 
executioner  the  ignorant  rick-burner,  who 
destroys  the  hay  or  straw  laid  up  for  the 
winter  food  of  cattle ;  whOc  we  encourage 
and  enrich  the  distiller  and  the  vender  of 
that  far  more  destructive  fire,  which  con- 
sumes twenty  millions  of  bushels  of  the 
best  food  of  man,  which  spreads  its  exter- 
minating lava  over  the  whole  surface  of 
society,  which  kills  the  body — which  de- 
stroys the  soul — and  leaves  no  one  redeem- 
ing or  even  palliating  trace  behind  it. 
That  the  use  of  these  drinks  is  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  necessary  to  health  or 
strength,  may  be  proved  by  the  habits  and 
condition  of  the  people  in  other  lands,  and 
by  the  testimonies  of  personal  experience 
and  professional  eminence  in  our  own.  In 
Turkey,  in  Persia,  in  Bokhara  and  Samar- 
cand,  which,  though  Mahomedan  coimtries, 
have  snow  and  ice  during  a  large  part  of 
the  year,  and  a  climate  more  severe  in  many 
parts,  during  the  winter,  even  than  our 
own,  the  people  use  no  stronger  drinks 
than  water,  milk,  and  sherbet  (a  kind  of 
pleasant  lemonade)  without  the  least  ad- 
mixture of  fermented  or  spirituous  ingre- 
dients ;  and,  in  health,  strength,  and  beauty, 
they  rank  the  first  among  the  nations  of 
the  world.  The  pehlcvans  or  athlete,  of 
Persia,  as  well  as  the  wrestlers  and  quoit, 
players  of  Upper  Hindoostan,  are  among 
the  most  muscular  and  powerful  men  that 
I  have  ever  seen,**— before  whom  the  strong- 
est European  would  quail ;  and  these  drink 
nothing  stronger  than  water.  In  my  own 
journies  —  during  one  of  which  1  rode 
upwards  of  800  miles  on  liorschack,  in  ten 
successive  days,  or  more  than  eighty  miles 
a-day,  in  Asia  Minor,  and  Mesopotamia, 
with  the  thermometer  at  the  buraing  heat 
of  ]  25  degrees  in  some  parts  of  the  journey, 
and  below  the  free;nng  point  in  others,  I 
drank  only  water,  and  still  continue  that 
pure  and  wholesome  beverage,  in  the 
enjoyment  of  a  health  and  strength,  and 
capacity  to  sustain  fatigue,  such  as,  if  my 
beverage  were  either  beer,  or  wine^  or 
spirits,  I  could  not  ixx5sibly  enjoy.  Nor 
am  I  a  singular  instance ;  for  I  have  the 
plctvsure  to  know  many,  who,  having  made 
the  same  experiment,  and  fmding  its  bene- 
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fit,  have  had  the  courage  and  the  firmness  to 
secure  its  perpetuation,  amidst  the  soofis 
and  sarcasms  of  the  world.  On  this  sub- 
ject, however,  let  me  cite  the  following 
testimony^  signed  by  no  less  a  number  than 
589  medical  men  of  the  first  eminence,  in 
the  principal  towns  of  this  kingdom :  -^ 

We,  the  undersigned,  do  hereby  declare 
that,  in  our  opinion,  ardent  spirits  cannot  be 
regarded  as  a  necessary,  suitable,  or  nourishing 
article  of  diet ;  that  they  have  not  the  property 
of  preventing  the  accession  of  any  complaints, 
but  may  be  considered  as  the  principal  source 
of  numerous  and  formidable  aiseases,  and  the 
principal  cause  of  the  poverty,  crime,  and 
misery  which  abound  in  this  country;  and 
that  the  entire  disuse  of  them,  except  under 
medical  direction,  would  materially  tend  to 
improve  the  health,  amend  the  morals,  and 
augment  the  comfort  of  the  community. 

Let  me  add  to  this,  the  individual  opinions 
of  the  following  eminent  members  of  the 
medical  profession,  in  London,  Edinburgh, 
and  Dublin. 

Sir  Astley  Cooper,  Bart.,  Principal  Surgeon 
to  the  King,  says, — "  No  person  has  a  greater 
hostility  to  dram  drinking  than  myself,  inso- 
much that  I  never  suffer  any  ardent  spirits  in 
my  house,  thinking  them  evil  spiriU ;  and  if 
the  poor  could  witness  the  white  livers,  the 
dropsies,  the  shattered  nervous  systems  which 
I  have  seen,  as  the  consequences  of  drinking, 
they  would  be  aware  that  spirits  and  poisons 
were  synonymous  terms.'' 

William  Harty,  Physician  to  the  Prison  of 
Dublin,  says, — ^''  Being  thoroughly  convinced, 
by  long  and  extensive  observation  amongst 
the  poor  and  middling  classes,  that  there  does 
not  exist  a  more  productive  cause  of  disease, 
and  consequent  poverty  and  wretchedness, 
than  the  habitual  use  of  ardent  spirits,  I  can- 
not, therefore,  hesitate  to  recommend  the 
entire  disuse  of  such  a  poison,  rather  than 
incur  the  risks  necessarily  connected  with  its 
most  moderate  use." 

Robert  Christison,  Professor  of  Materia 
Medica  in  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  says, 
—  *'  The  useful  purposes  to  be  served  by 
spirituous  liquors  are  so  trifling,  contrasted 
with  the  immense  magnitude  and  variety  of 
the  evils  resulting  from  their  habitual  abuse  by 
*  the  working  classes  of  this  country,  that  their 
entire  abandonment  as  an  article  of  diet  is 
earnestly  to  be  desired.  According  to  my 
experience  in  the  infirmary  of  this  city,  the 
effects  of  the  abuse  of  ardent  spirits  in  im- 
pairing health,  and  adding  to  the  general 
mortality,  are  much  increased  in  Edinburgh 
since  the  late  changes  in  the  Excise  Laws,  and 
the  subsequent  cheapness  of  whiskey." 

Edward  Turner,  Professor  of  Chemistry  in 
the  London  University,  says, — "  It  is  my  firm 
conviction,  that  ardent  spirits  are  not  a  nourish, 
ing  article  of  diet ;  that  in  this  climate  they 


may  be  entirely  disused,  except  as  a  medicine, 
with  advantage  to  health  and  strength;  and 
that  their  habitual  use  tends  to  undermine  the 
constitution,  enfeeble  the  mind,  and  degrade 
the  character.  They  are  one  of  the  principal 
causes  of  disease,  poverty,  and  vice.'* 

I  cannot  forbear  adding  to  this,  the 
fact  of  two  experiments  having  been 
recently  tried,  one  among  the  anchor- 
smiths  in  one  of  the  King's  dockyards,  and 
another  among  the  furnace  men,  or  smelters 
of  tin  ore,  in  Cornwall.  As,  in  each  of 
these  occupations,  the  heat  of  the  fires  is 
excessive,  and  the  labour  great,  it  had  been 
always  hitherto  considered  necessazy  to 
grant  an  unlimited  supply  of  beer  to  the 
persons  engaged  in  it.  But  a  party  of  each 
were  prevailed  upon,  for  a  sum  of  money 
divided  among  them,  to  try  the  experiment 
of  working  a  gang  of  water-drinkers  against 
one  of  beer-drinkers,  each  equal  in  num- 
ber and  average  strength ;  and  the  result 
of  both  the  experiments  went  to  prove 
that  the  water-drinkers  could  sustain  the 
greatest  degree  of  heat  and  labour  with  the 
least  exhaustion  or  inconvenience.  This 
is  the  case  in  England.  I  will  add  only  a 
short  paragraph  from  the  valuable  testimony 
of  a  well-known  authority,  Henry  Mar. 
shall,  Esq.,  Deputy  Inspector.Gcneral  of 
Army  Hospitals.  In  a  valuable  paper  un 
the  impolicy  of  issuing  ardent  spirits  to  tlie 
European  Troops  in  India,  he  says : — 

The  first  error,  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
ardent  spirits  which  I  mean  to  oppose,  is,  that 
they  contribute  to  enable  men  to  undergo  great 
fatigue.  This  is,  I  believe,  a  very  common 
error.  Spirits  never  add  permanent  strength 
to  any  person.  In  all  climates,  the  temperate 
livers  are  the  fittest  to  endure  fatigue.  Dr. 
Jackson  travelled  118  miles  in  Jamaica  in  four 
days,  and  carried  baggage  equal  in  weight  to 
the  common  knapsack  of  a  soldier.  He  says; 
'*  In  the  journey  which  I  have  just  now  men- 
tioned, £  probably  Owe  my  escape  from  sick- 
ness to  temperance  and  spare  diet.  I  break- 
fasted on  tea  about  ten  in  the  morning,  and 
made  a  meal  of  bread  and  sallad  after  I  had 
taken  up  my  lodging  for  the  night.  If  I  had 
occasion  to  drink  through  the  day,  water  or 
lemonade  was  my  beverage.'*  He  concludes 
his  observations  on  this  topic,  by  stating, — '^  I 
have  introduced  my  own  experience  on  the 
present  occasion,  because  it  enables  me  to 
speak  from  conviction,  that  an  English  soldier 
may  be  rendered  capable  of  going  through  the 
severest  military  service  in  the  West  Indies, 
and  that  temperance  will  be  one  of  the  best 
means  of  enabling  him  to  perform  his  duty 
with  safety  and  effect."  Personal  experience 
has  taught  me,  that  the  use  of  ardent  spirits  is 
not  necessary  to  enable  a  European  to  undergo 
the  fatigue  of  marching  in  a  climate  whose 
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neao  temperatare  is  between  73*  and  W*y  as  I 
hare  often  marched  on  foot,  and  been  em- 
ployed in  the  operations  of  the  field,  with 
troops,  in  snch  a  climate,  without  any  other 
bef  erage  than  water  and  coffee.  So  far  from 
being  calculated  to  assist  the  human  body  in 
enduring  fatigue,  I  hare  always  found  that  the 
strongest  liquors  were  the  most  enerrating, 
and  this  in  whatever  quantity  they  were  con- 
sumed ;  for  the  daily  use  of  spirits  is  an  evil 
habit,  which  retains  its  pernicious  character 
tfafough  all  its  gradations ;  indulged  in  at 
all,  it  can  produce  nothing  better  than  a  more 
diluted  or  mitigated  degree  of  mischief.'* 

Let  the  following  short  testimonies  of 
diree  eminent  physicians,— Dr.  Rush,  in 
America;  Dr.  Trotter,  Physician  to  the 
Fket,  and  one  of  the  most  eicperienced 
medical  men  ever  possessed  by  the  navy  of 
England ;  and  Dr.  Paris,  a  gentleman  of 
extensive  practice  in  London,  be  added  ; 
and  the  evidence  on  this  branch  of  the 
subject  will  be  complete. 

Dr.  Rush  says, — ''  Since  the  introduction  of 
spirituous  liquors  into  such  general  use,  phy- 
sicians have  remarked,  that  a  number  of  dis- 
eases have  appeared  amongst  us,  and  have 
described  many  new  symptoms  as  common  to 
all  diseases."  Dr.  Trotter  says, — ^'  Amidst  all 
the  evils  of  human  life,  no  cause  of  disease  has 
so  wide  a  range,  or  so  large  a  share,  as  the  use 
of  spirits." — *<  Spirituous  liquors  (he  adds) 
destroy  more  lives  than  the  sword ;  war  has  its 
intervals  of  destruction,  but  spirits  operate  at 
all  times  and  seasons  upon  human  life."  And 
Dr.  Paris  says, — that  ''The  art  of  extracting 
alcoholic  liquors  by  distillation  must  be  re- 
garded as  the  greatest  crime  inflicted  on 
human  nature." 

Notwithstanding  this,  with  an  infatua- 
tion most  blind  and  besotted,  and  too 
much,  I  regret  to  say,  fostered  and  en- 
couraged by  those  of  their  superiors  who 
talk  of  the  ''comfort  and  refreshment" 
which  these  deadly  poisons  afford  to  the 
labouring  classes,  we  sec  the  town  and 
country  population,  with  sickly  counten- 
ances—fiunken  eyes — ^pallid  cheeks — ^livid 
lips— enfeebled  knees— -palsied  heads  and 
tremulous  hands — absolutely  diminishing 
in  stature,  and  becoming  uglier  in  feature 
— ^begetting  a  progeny  which,  besides  partak- 
ing of  the  diseased  constitution  of  their 
parents,  are  initiated  into  the  use  of  the 
insidious  poison  in  their  very  infancy  by 
the  parents  themselves,  and  are  growing 
up  more  feeble  in  bodily  strength,  more 
weak  in  mental  power,  and  more  vicious 
and  degraded  in  moral  conduct,  than  even 
their  parents  themselves,  to  whom  they 
are  inferior  in  physical  stamina,  but  whom 
they  exceed  in  lelf-abandoiunent  and  dissi- 


pation. There  are  some,  however,  who, 
though  they  admit  the  injurious  effects 
produced  by  the  general  habit  of  intem- 
perance, deny  that  the  habit  itself  has  in- 
creased ;  and  for  their  conviction,  I  venture 
to  adduce  the  following  remarkable  facts, 
taken  from  a  very  valuable  little  work, 
published  only  four  years  ago,  entitled, 
"  An  Inquiry  into  the  Influence  of  the  Ex- 
cessive use  of  Spirituous  Liquors  in  pro. 
ducing  Crime,  Disease,  and  Poverty  in 
Ireland  ;'*  compiled  from  the  most  authen- 
tic and  official  documents,  and  exhibiting 
most  remarkable  results.  On  the  subject 
of  the  increased  prevalence  of  intempcr. 
ance  at  present,  as  compared  with  former 
periods,  the  writer  says : 

But  there  is  in  the  collection  of  London 
Bills  of  Mortality,  an  item  which  enables  us  to 
judge,  with  some  degree  of  correctness,  of 
the  alteration  which  had  taken  place  iu  the 
habits  of  the  population  of  the  metropolis. 
The  item  to  which  we  allude  is  that  of '  deaths 
by  excessive  drinking.'  Examining  the  Lon- 
don Bills  of  Mortality  we  find,  that,  with  one 
exception,  there  is  no  record  of  death  by 
excessive  drinking  until  the  year  1686;  nor 
did  the  average  exceed  ofw  annually  for  thirty 
years  after  that  date.  But  we  find  that  when, 
by  legislative  encouragement  to  distillation 
for  home  use,  spirits  became  the  general 
beverage,  deaths  by  excessive  drinking  so 
rapidly  increased,  tliat  their  average,  for  the 
thirty  years  between  1721  and  1750,  exceeded 
thirty'tkrte  annually ;  that  is,  that  there  were 
nearly  as  many  deaths  from  intoxication  in 
one  year  when  spirits  were  used,  as  there 
were  in  the  entire  thirty  yeant  between  1686 
and  1715,  when  ale  was  the  chief  drink 
of  the  citizens. 

The  Dublin  Bills  of  MorUlity  show,  that  the 
efiect  in  that  City  was  the  same.  In  twenty 
years,  between  1726  and  1745,  there  were 
but  tlo'ee  deaths  by  excessive  drinking  re- 
corded ;  ale  being,  during  tliat  time,  the  prin- 
cipal drink  of  the  labouring  classes ;  but  when 
the  encouragement  to  distillation  for  home 
use  rendered  spirits  the  more  general  drink, — 
that  is,  between  the  years  1746  and  1757, — 
there  died  from  intoxication  (on  an  average) 
in  each  year,  more  tl^  double  the  number 
that  had  died  in  the  Vitire  of  the  preceding 
twenty  years. 

Nor  is  the  eflect  of  prohibitions  to  distilla- 
tion, in  producing  sobriety,  less  remarkable. 
In  the  three  years  prior  to  the  restriction  on 
distillation  in  England,  in  1751,  the  annual 
average  of  deaths  by  excessive  drinking,  in 
London,  was  twenty-one  \  in  the  three  years 
after  that  partial  restriction,  the  deaths  aver- 
aged only  twelve;  but,  in  the  three  years 
between  1757  and  1760,  when  distillation  was 
totally  prohibited,  die  annual  average  of 
deatfa^  was  but  tkre^^ 


107 


Drunkenness* 


{COMMONS} 


Drunkenness. 


lOA 


Let  this  be  comparod  with  the  fact  of 
thirteen  deaths  in  ten  days,  from  excessive 
drinking,  as  reported  by  the  coroner,  in  the 
district  of  Sheffiehl  alone,  and  the  contrast 
is  frightful.  To  show  that  in  England, 
up  to  the  latest  date,  the  stime  effects  are 
produced  by  the  some  causes,  let  me  oild 
the  following  short  but  convincing  testi* 
mony  from  the  most  authentic  source : — 

Mr.  Poynder  the  Sub-sheriff  of  London, 
states,  that  he  has  been  so  long  in  the  habit  of 
hearing  criminals  refer  all  their  misery  to  the 
Jiabit  of  dram-drinking,  that  he  has  latterly 
ceased  to  ask  tliem  the  causes  oi'  their  ruin ; 
nearly  all  the  convicts  for  murder  with  whom 
he  had  conversed,  had  acknowledged  that 
Ihoy  were  under  the  influence  of  spirits  at  the 
time  they  committed  the  acts  for  which  they 
were  about  to  suffer.  Many  liad  assured  him, 
that  they  found  it  necessary,  before  they  could 
commit  crimes  of  particular  atrocity,  to  have 
recourse  to  dram-drinking  as  a  stimulus  to 
fortify  their  minds  to  encounter  any  risk,  and 
to  proceed  to  all  lengths ;  and  he  mentions  the 
cases  of  several  atrocious  olfenders,  whose 
depravity  was  by  themselves  attributed  to,  and 
was,  on  investigation,  found,  to  have  originated 
in,  such  habits  of  intoxication. 

Sir,  I  ask  the  House,  as  a  Ixxly  of  in. 
telligcnt  English  Gentlemen,  as  husbands 
and  fathers,  as  legislators  and  guanlians  of 
the  public  weal,  ought  such  a  state  of  tilings 
as  this  to  continue  ?  I  ask,  whether  the 
picture  I  have  drawn  is  not  literally  and 
painfully  true?  And  I  equally  ask,  whether 
the  time  is  not  fully  come,  to  demand,  that 
we  should  apply  a  remedy  ?  It  will  be 
said,  perhaps,  by  some,  though  T  think 
there  will  be  few,  that  the  evil  is  beyond 
the  province  of  legislation,  and  can  only  be 
met  by  prosinjctivc  measures  of  education, 
moral  training,  religious  instruction,  and 
other  aids  of  this  description.  Sir,  I  am 
far  from  undervaluing  these  powerful  and 
benign  agencies  in  human  improvement. 
But  the  evil  requires  present  checks,  as 
well  as  remedies  more  remote.  If  the 
public  health  is  injured — nay,  if  it  isevi.^n 
threatened  with  only  a  probable  injury, 
do  we  not  establish  ^aran tines,  and  inter- 
dict commercial  inrercourse,  at  immense 
sacrifices  of  property,  because  we  will  not 
endanger  the  life  of  even  one  of  the  King's 
subjects,  by  permitting  the  crew  to  land, 
or  the  cargo  to  touch  the  sliore,  till  every 
ground  of  apprehension  has  been  removed  ? 
If  the  cholera  should  appear  in  any  of  our 
towns,  notwithstanding  every  precaution 
suggested  by  individual  prudence  and  self 
preservation,  do  we  not  compel  certain  re- 
gulations of  cleanliness  and  police  ?    Do 


we  not  arm  medical  boards  with  power  to 
im)Knie  quarantine^  and  to  guard  the  public 
health,  at  whatever  sacrifioe  of  other  ob* 
jects,  if  the  removal  of  these  be  necessary 
to  attain  their  end  ?  What,  then,  is  this 
but  legislative  interference  with  the  free- 
dom of  intercourse  and  the  freedom 
of  trade?  It  is  as  much  our  duty  to 
maintain  the  public  peace  as  to  save  the 
public  health,  and,  therefore,  we  have  a 
yeomanry,  a  militia,  a  body  of  watchmen 
and  i)olice.  We  recognise  the  propriety 
of  preserving  the  public  morals,  by  the  in- 
stitution of  our  courts  of  law,  by  the  su))- 
pression  of  gambling-houses  and  brothels, 
the  prevention  of  prize-fights^  and  the  ap- 
prehension and  pimishment  of  pick-pockets 
and  thieves ;  and,  in  doing  all  this,  we  but 
do  our  duty.  If,  then,  drunkenness,  lie 
equally  injurious  to  the  public  health, 
destructive  of  the  public  peace,  and  dan- 
gerous to  the  public  morals  of  the  commu. 
nity — and  who  will  venture  to  deny  that 
all  these  eilects  are  produced  by  it  ?— why 
should  it  not  be  equally  subjected  to  legis- 
bitive  interference,  and  checked  by  legisla- 
tive control  ?  Drunkenness  is  in  itself  a 
crime,  as  much  so  its  adultery,  or  lying,  or 
theft.  As  such  it  is  denounced  by  religion, 
in  terms  which  no  man  can  misunderstand ; 
and  the  drunkard  is  especially  declared  to 
be  unworthy  of  inheriting  the  kingdom  of 
God,  But,  in  addition  to  its  being  a  crime 
in  itself,  it  is  either  the  parent  and  source, 
or  the  mait  powerful  auxiliary,  of  almost 
every  other  crime  that  exists.  In  proof  of 
this  assertion,  let  me  adduce  the  following 
testimony  from  the  last  report  of  that 
admirable  institution,  "The  British  and 
Foreign  Temi>erance  Society,"  of  which 
the  Bishop  of  London  is  the  president,  and 
of  which  many  eminent  men  of  all  pro- 
fessions are  now  become  members.  That 
report  says : 

The  quantity  of  spirits  which  pay  duty  for 
home  consumption  in  this  kingdom  has  more 
than  doubled  within  a  few  past  years.  A(v 
cording  to  Parliamentary  returns,  made  in 
18.33,  it  amounted  to  25,989,494  gallons  at 
proof,  which,  with  the  addition  of  one-sixth 
tor  the  reduction  of  strength  by  retailers^ 
amounted  to  13,429,331/.  5s.  tOd, ;  and  this 
sum  does  not  include  any  part  of  the  many 
millions  of  gallons  known  to  be  illicitly  dis- 
tilled, or  imported  without  paying  duty. 

Four-fifths  of  all  the  crimes  in  our  country 
have  been  estimated  to  be  committed  under 
the  excitement  of  liquor.  During  the  year  1 833, 
no  less  than  29,880  persons  were  taken  into 
custody  by  the  metropolitan  police  for  drun- 
kenness  alone  i  not   including   any   of  the 
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numerous  cases  in  wliich  asMuIis  or  more 
serious  offeuces  have  been  com  in  tiled  under 
the  iiiflueuce  of  drinking ;  and  it  should  be 
observed,  tbat  this  stuiement  relates  only  to 
the  suburbs  of  Iiondon,  without  any  calcula- 
tion for  the  thousands  of  cases  which 
occurred  in  the  city  itself. 

Our  parochial  expenses,  which  have  been 
nearly  doubled  since  18 1/),  are  principally 
occasioned  by  excessive  drinking.  Of  143 
inmates  of  a  London  parish  workhouse,  105 
have  been  reduced  to  that  state  by  intern- 
(lerance :  and  the  small  remainder  comprises  all 
(he  blind,  epileptic,  and  idiotic,  as  well  as  all 
the  aged  poor,  some  of  whom  would  also  drink 
to  intoxication  if  opportunity  6flered. 

More  than  one-half  of  the  madness  in  our 
country  appears  to  be  occasioned  by  drinking. 
(>f  495  patients  admitted  in  four  years  into 
a  lunatic  asylum  at  Liverpool,  %*}?  were  known 
to  have  lost  their  reason  by  this  vice. 

The  poor's  rate  and  county  rate,  for  Eng- 
land and  Wales  only,  amount  to  8,000/)00/. 
The  proportion  of  this  expenditure  occasioned 
by  drinking  may  be  most  safely  estimated  at 
two-thirds,  say  5,333,333/. ;  wliich,  added  to 
the  cost  of  spirits,  alone  13,429,331/.  gives 
the  sum  expended  by  this  nation,  in  the  last 
five  years  on  these  two  objects  only,  at 
93,813,321/. ;  amounting,  in  only  twenty 
years,  to  three  hundred  and  seventy-five 
million  pounds  sterling ;  without  including 
any  computation  for  tbe  enormous  sums  con- 
sumed in  the  abiue  of  wine  and  beer,  the 
expenses  of  prosecutions,  the  injury  done  to 
oar  foreign  trade,  the  loss  of  shipping,  and 
the  notorious  destruction  of  property  in 
various  other  wajrs. 

Are  tfaeae  evils  of  aafficicnt  magnitude 
todeoiand  legisiative  interference,  or  are 
they  not  ?  I  hear  every  one  instinctively 
answer  yes!  and  after  the  reoent  admis- 
mon  in  this  House,  chat  the  smaller  evils 
of  the  beer-shop  required  a  legislative 
remedy,  it  is  impossible  that  the  same 
asKrably  can  refuse  its  assent  to  die  pro- 
position, that  the  greater  evil  of  the  gin- 
palace  requires  equal  correction  and  cure. 
It  is  not.  Sir,  I  am  well  aware,  a  very 
popular  topic  to  quote  America  as  an  ex- 
SBpfe  in  tliis  House;  but  as  the  conduct 
of  her  legislators  in  tUs  sespeet  arises  in  no 
4kqgree  mm  their  republican  principles,  it 
aMiy  be  cited  witliout  alarming  miy  politi- 
cal opponent,  and  will  be  a^iproved,  I 
thiid(«  on  all  sides,-— hy  tbe  moralist  and 
Chriatiui  at  least.  My  cbief  reason  for 
doftog  so  is,  however,  to  sbow  tbat  a  Go^ 
vernaent  can  do  mucb,  even  to  improve 
tbe  public  morals,  by  its  judicious  inter- 
lerenoe ;  and  tbat,  too,  without  the  slightest 
violaiion  of  ratiioiial  liberty,  or  witbout 
v's^g    popubur    disantis&ctkn.     Public 


opinion  having  licen  litroiigly  awakened  to 
the  evils  of  iiitcmperaucc  in  America, 
private  societies  wore  first  fnrnicd  fur  pre- 
venting, as  far  as  their  influence  could 
cfiect  it,  the  further  spread  of  tlm  evil ; 
and  when  tlicy  had  iicquired  a  strength  in 
the  country,  by  the  number  and  respectability 
of  their  memliers,  the  Legislature  voluntarily 
camo  forward  tu  second  their  edurts  by 
their  ix)wcrful  aid.  The  first  step  taken  by 
the  Auiericun  government  was,  to  issue  the 
following  orders^  which  are  dated  from  the 
War  dcirartraent  of  the  Army,  on  the  2nd 
of  November,   1832. 

Hereafter  no  ardent  spirits  will  be  issued 
to  the  troops  of  the  United  States ;  but  sugar, 
coffee,  and  rice  shiiU  be  substituted  instead. 
No  ardent  spirits  will  be  allowed  to  be  in* 
troduced  into  any  port,  camp,  or  garrison  of 
the  United  States,  nor  sold  by  any  sutler  to 
the  troops,  nor  will  any  permit  be  granted 
for  the  purchase  of  ardent  spirits. 

About  the  same  period,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  was  instructed  to  selct^t  one  of 
the  shii>s  of  war,  for  the  purpose  of  trying 
the  experiment  of  abolishing  the  use  of 
spirits  by  the  seamen ;  which  succeeded 
so  well,  and  was  so  S(X)n  adopted  by  the 
mercantile  marine,  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  there  are  no  less  than  700  Amcri- 
ctm  vessels  sailing,  without  a  single  gallon 
of  ardent  spirits  on  board,  and  thi^  too,  to  all 
partK  of  the  world,  amid  the  icy  seas  of  the 
arctic  and  antarctic  circles,  and  in  the 
burning  regions  of  the  torrid  zone.  One 
of  the  most  striking  proofs  that  could  \)c 
adduced  perhaps,  of  the  acknowledged 
value  of  this  aDandonment  of  the  use  ol* 
spirituous  drinks  at  sea,  is  to  be  found  in  the 
fact,  that  these  American  vessels  find 
freights,  from  a  public  confidence  in  their 
greater  Siifety,  when  English  ones  cannot 
obtain  them  at  all :  and,  but  recently,  when 
the  eminent  house  of  Haring,  Brothers  and 
Company,  of  London,  wrote  to  their 
agent  in  Amsterdam,  to  know  hmv  it  was, 
that  freights  were  not  obtainable  for  their 
vessels,  the  reply  returned  by  the  agent 
was,  tbat  there  weas  American  shifts  in 
port,  in  which  the  captain,  officers,  and 
crew,  alike  abstained  from  the  use  of 
ardent  spirits ;  and  that,  till  these  were  all 
supplied  with  freiglits.  no  English  ship 
would  be  engaged.  Still  more  recently, 
and  as  a  consequence,  no  doubt,  of  this 
communication,  the  same  distinguished 
merchants,  have  lately  laimched  a  noble 
vessel  in  the  River  Thames,  destineil  for 
tbe  newly  opened  trade  to  China,  which  is 
to  tekfi  no  ardeut  spirits  fior  U^e  usq  of  anjr 
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one  on  boards  except  a  small  quantity  in 
the  medicine  chest,  as  arsenic,  or  laudanum, 
or  any  other  poisonous  drug,  to  be  ad- 
ministered only  by  the  skilful  hand  of  the 
surgeon  ;  and  the  public  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  wisdom  and  safety  of  such  a  step,  is 
abundantly  expressed  by  the  simple  fact, 
that  the  insurance  upon  her  voyage  has 
been  effected  at  five  per  cent  premium,  in- 
stead of  six  paid  by  vessels  taking  spirits : 
and,  considering  the  risks  incurred  by  the 
possible  drunkenness  of  any  of  the  officers, 
or  men,  at  sea,  and  the  risk  of  fires  from 
the  same  cause,  the  difierence  in  the  pre- 
mium is  fully  justified  by  the  diminished 
danger  of  the  case.     Let  no  one  imagine, 
that  discontent  among  the  seamen  would 
be  the  probable  result  of  such  an  arrange- 
ment.   The  most  experienced  of  our  naval 
commanders  know  well,  that  drinking  is 
the  chief  cause  of  all  the  disobedience  and 
discontent  ever  manifested  at  sea.      The 
excellent  Captain  Brenton,  of  his  Majesty's 
Navy,  who  takes  so  deep  an  interest  in  the 
improvement  of  the  service,  has  again  and 
again  declared,  that  if  ardent  spirits  were 
withheld,  flogging  would  never  be  neces- 
sary; and  the  gallant  Captain  Ross  has 
proved,   by  the  good    health  and  perfect 
discipline  of  his  intrepid  little  band,  who 
were  buried  amidst  the  polar  snows  for 
many  months,  without  a  single  drop  of 
ardent   spirits,  that  it  is  neither  necessary 
to  health  or  contentment :  but  comparing 
their  own  condition  with  that  of  other 
crews,  in  far  less  perilous  situations,  they 
have  good  grounds  for  concluding,  that 
ardent  spirits  are  detrimental  to  both.     Nor 
is  it  in  the  navy  only,  that  the  absence  of 
ardent  spirits  leads  to  improved  discipline, 
and  its  use  produces  insubordination;  as 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Marshall,  the  Army 
Physician,  whose  authority  I  quoted  before, 
will  show.     He  says : 

Military  discipline,  in  all  its  branches,  be- 
comes deeply  affected  by  habits  of  intemper- 
ance. To  the  generally  prevaih'ng  vice  of 
drinking  are  to  be  attributed  almost  every 
misdemeanour  and  crime  committed  by 
British  soldiers  in  India.  The  catalogue  of 
these,  unhappily,  is  not  a  scanty  one ;  for,  by 
rapid  steps,  first  from  petty,  and  then  more 
serious,  neglects  and  inattentions,  slovenliness 
at,  and  absence  from,  parades,  follow  disobe- 
dience of  orders,  riots  and  quarrels  in  barracks, 
absence  from  guards  and  other  duties,  affrays 
with  the  natives,  thefl,  and  selling  of  their 
own  and  their  comrades'  necessaries,  robberies, 
abusive  language,  and,  violence  to  non-com- 
missioned officers^  insolence  to  officers,  and, 

last  of  aU|  desertion,  mutiny,  and  murder  may 


be  traced  to  this  source.  This  frightfal  pic- 
ture is  not  exaggerated.  I  have  seen  thirty* 
two  punished  men  in  a  regimental  hospital  at 
one  time.  Perhaps  not  a  single  individual  of 
that  number  suffered  for  a  crime  which  was 
not  a  direct  or  indirect  consequence  of  the 
immoderate  use  of  spirits.  I  recollect  at- 
tending at  the  punishment  of  seven  men  of 
the  same  regiment,  who  received  among  them 
4200  lashes.  They  had  been  all  tried  for 
crimes  arising  from  habits  of  intemperance. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington,    in    the   regi- 
mental orders    issued    to    the   Grenadier 
Guards  in  October  of  the  last  year  (1833) 
dwells  at  large  on  the  fact  of  increased 
crime  in  the  Army  resulting  from  increased 
drunkenness;     and     attributes     all     the 
breaches  of  discipline  and  other   offences 
principally  to  this  cause :  a  fact  also  which 
has  been  tacitly  admitted  by  the  Secretary 
at  War,  who  recently  expressed  his  appre- 
hension at   the   abolishment  of   military 
flogging,     because    insubordination      and 
crime  had  latterly  increased  in  the  British 
Army.     The  cause  of  that   increase  wad 
clearly  seen  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  as 
arising  from  increased  drunkenness;  and 
the  increased  drunkenness  arose  from  those 
increased  facilities    created    by  the    gin- 
shops,  staring  the  passenger  in  the  face  at 
every  step  of  his  way  through  almost  every 
part  of  the  great   thorouglifares  of  this 
metropolis.     The  example  followed  by  the 
American  Government,  of  withholding  all 
supplies  of  spirit  rations  to  the   troops, 
would    have  at    once  effected    the  cure. 
Passing  from  the  American  army,  navy, 
and  mercantile  marine,  we  find  that  the 
Legislature  has  not  been  indifferent  to  the 
subject,  in  the  interior  towns.      In   the 
state  of  Vermont,    an    animated    debate 
occurred  on  the  question,  whether  the  cor- 
porations of  the  towns  in  that  state  should 
have  the  power  to  grant  any  licenses  at  all 
for  the  sale  of  ardent  spirits:    and   tlie 
result  of  the  discussion  was,  a  withholding 
of  that  right,  on  the  ground  that  ardent 
spirits  were  a  deadly  poison ;  a  sentiment 
already  quoted  from   Sir  Astley  Cooper, 
who,  for  that  reason,  would  never  permit 
any  to  be  kept  in  his  house ;   and  that, 
therefore,  the  State  ought  not  to  sanction, 
by  their  license,  any  traffic  in  it  at  all, 
except  as  other  poisons,  under  the  care  of 
a  discreet  and  prudent  dealer  in  medicines* 
The  state  of  Ohio  soon  after  imitated  this 
example.     In  the  state  of  New  York  the 
towns  have  been  empowered,  by  an  annual 
meeting  of  their  inhabitants,  to  determine 
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wbether  any,  and  how  many^  retailers  of 
spirituous  liquors^  shall  be  licensed  in  their 
respective    communities.     In    the    whole 
county  of  Plymouth^  in  the  state  of  Mas- 
sachusetsiy  where  there  are  40^000  inhabit- 
ants, not  a  single  person  is  now  licensed 
to  sell  spirits.     In  the  month  of  February, 
ISS3,  a  society    was    formed,    composed 
entirely    of   members    of    the    National 
Congress,  and  officers  of  the  public  service, 
dvil,  naval,  and  military,  for  the  progress. 
ive  abolition  of  the  use  and  sale  oSf  ardent 
spirits  ;  so  as  to  give  to  this  object  aU  the 
weight   of    the  highest   Government  in- 
fluence.    Their  first  meeting  was  held  in 
the     Senate    Chamber — the    honourable 
William  Watkins,  one  of  the  members  of 
the  Senate,  being  called  to  the  chair  and 
tiie  honourable  Walter  Lowrie,  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Senate,  acting  as  secretary  to 
the  society  thus  formed.     The  House  of 
Representatives  entered  as  cordially  into 
this  association  as  the  House  of  Assembly, 
and  the  local  legislatures  of  the  several 
states  have  almost  wholly  followed  their 
example.     The  result  of  all  this  united 
power  of  public  opinion,  and  government 
authority  and  example,  cordiaUy  operating 
together,  has  been  this  :  that  in  America, 
within  ^e  last  few  years  only,  more  than 
2000  persons  have  voluntarily  abandoned 
the  distillation  of  ardent  spirits,  and  in- 
vested their  capital  in  more  wholesome  and 
useful  pursuits;    and  upwards  of  6,000 
persons  have  abandoned  ihe  sale  of  ardent 
spirits,   and   converted   their   houses  and 
their   stock   in  trade   to  better  purposes. 
Sir,  these  are  facts  which  speak  so  loudly, 
that  they  need  no  commentator  to  expound 
their  meaning.     They  show  what  the  force 
of  public  opinion  has  effected  in  America, 
in  enlisting  the  Legislature  to  engage  in 
the  work  of  moral  and  social  Reform ;  and 
they  prove  how  extensively  that  Reform 
may  be  safely  and  usefully  carried,  when  a 
people  and  their  rulers  cordially  co-operate 
together   for    the  accomplishment  of  one 
common  end.  I  ask  myself,  then,  has  public 
opinion  yet  expressed  itself  in   England, 
with  sufficient  power  and  sufficient  intelli- 
gence to  deserve  legislative  aid  ?     Let  the 
answer  be  seen   in  the  following  extract 
from  an  official  Report. 

The  first  European  Temperance  Society  was 
established  in  1829,  by  the  exertions  of  Mr. 
G.  W.  Carr,  at  New  Ross,  in  the  South  of 
Ireland,  and  others  were  early  formed  in  the 
north  of  that  island,  and  in  Scotland.  Their 
principles  have  been  spread  with  much  zeal 
vA  perHTerance,  and  with  mostcheexing  suc- 


cess, among  the  manufacturing  population  of 
the  north  of  England ;  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire alone,  where  the  earliest  efforts  were 
made  containing  above  30,000  members. 
Above  four  hundred  Temperance  Societies  and 
Associations  have  been  formed  in  England, 
including  the  interesting  islands  of  Guernsey, 
Jersey,  and  Man ;  the  whole  comprising,  ac- 
cording to  the  latest  returns,  more  than  80,000 
Members.  Scotland,  under  the  direction  of 
the  vigorous  Committee  of  the  Scottish  So- 
ciety, numbers  about  .400  societies,  and 
54,000  members.  In  Ireland,  notwithstanding 
numerous  disadvantages  and  difficulties,  about 
20,000  persons  have  joined  the  standard  of 
Temperance  Societies. 


At  the  head  of  the  great  Metropolitan 
Society  stands  the  name  of  the  Bidiop  of 
London  ;  followed  by  nine  other  Prelates 
of  the  Established  Church,  and  eight  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Peers.     Among  the 
Vice-Presidents   of   the  Society    are    six 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  ten 
Admirals,  four  Genends,  three  Physicians, 
and  many  more  of  the  clerical,  legal,  and 
other  liberal  professions.     At    their    last 
anniversary,  held  only  a  few  days  ago,  the 
Bishop  of  Winchester  in  the  chair,  not  less 
than  4,000  persons  were  present,  who  mani- 
fested the  most  intense  interest  in  the  pro. 
ceedings.     Already  have  a  great  number  of 
petitions  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  during  the    present  Session  only, 
signed  by  persons  of  the  highest  respecta- 
buity,  praying  the  House  to  institute  at 
least  an  inquiry  into  the  subject :  so  that 
by  collecting  and  arranging  the  evidence 
on  tliis  notoriously  prevalent  evil,  a  Com- 
mittee might  be  enabled  to   suggest  for 
mature  consideration,  and,  if  approved,  for 
ultimate  adoption,  such  legislative  measures 
as  might  to  them  seem  best  calculated  to 
arrest  its  future  progress,  and,  if  possible, 
lessen  its  present  amount.     Sir,  it  is  for 
such  a  Committee  that  I  now  ask ;  in  order 
that  the  Legislature,  by  giving  its  sanction 
to  the  inquiry  which  is  proposed  as  its  first 
step,  may  strengthen  that  public  opinion 
which,  though  a&eady  loudly  expressed  on 
this  subject,  wiU  be  more  than  doubled  in 
its  force  by  the  approbation  of  the  senato- 
rial voice.     In  that  Committee  the  various 
suggestions  that  may  arise  can  be  calmly 
and  patiently  discussed.     The  House  ac- 
ceded  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
the  member  for  Buckinghamshire,   (Lord 
Chandos)  during  the  last  Session,  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  operations  of  the  Beer  Bill, 
with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  any  and 
what  measures  could  be  devised  for  the 
better  legulatioD  of  the  Beerhouses  in  tho 
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rural  districts;  and,  upon  the  evidence  so 
obtained,  the  ban.  member  for  Kent  (Sir 
Edward  K  natch  bull)  ha»  framed,  and 
passed  through  a  second  rcailing,  supported 
by  an  immense  majority,  the  Rill  tor  fur- 
ther restricting  their  privileges,  and  lessen- 
ing the  amount  of  the  evils  they  have  pro- 
duced. Will  the  House  then  say,  that 
though  the  sale  and  consumption  of  beer 
among  the  thinly-scattered  population  of 
the  agricultural  districts  is  a  fit  and  proper 
subject  for  legislative  inquiry  and  legisla- 
tive restraint,  that  the  sale  and  ccmsumption 
of  ardent  spirits  in  the  thicklv->peoplcd 
towns  is  too  harmless  to  be  disturbed  ? 
This  would  indeed  be  '^  straining  at  the 
gnat  and  swallowing  the  cameL"  But  of 
such  an  absurdity  as  this  I  will  not  believe 
the  House  to  be  capable.  The  objection 
that  is  urged  against  any  legislative  inter, 
ferenoc  in  such  a  matter  as  this  I  have  al- 
ready partly  antici|)ated  and  answered, 
when  1  have  shewn,  that  we  interfere,  and 
properly  so,  to  prevent,  by  legislative  meo" 
surcs,  the  spread  of  disease,  and  poverty, 
and  crime ;  and  if  we  believe  drunkenness 
to  be  injurious  to  society  as  a  powerful  in- 
strument in  producing  all  these,  we  are 
perfectly  justified  in  interfering  to  stay  the 
progress  of  its  devastating  influence.  The 
author  of  the  inquiry,  wliom  I  quoted  be- 
fore, has  a  passage,  however,  so  appropriate 
to  this  subject,  that  I  quote  it  as  strength, 
ening  greatly  the  argument  in  my  favour. 
Ho  says. 

We  are  aware,  that  there  are  many  who 
may  object  to  this  species  of  monopoly  as  a 
restriction  on  the  freedom  of  trade ;  some  who 
cotisider  that  the  occupation  of  a  publican 
should  be  as  unfettered  as  that  of  a  shoemaker, 
or  a  tailor,  and  that  the  man  who  has  a  desire 
for  drink,  and  the  money  to  pay  for  it,  should 
have  every  opportunity  of  getting  drunk,  if  he 
has  the  misfortune  to  wish  it.  But  let  it  be 
recollected,  that  the  very  first  law  of  society  is, 
that  individuals  shall  not  be  permitted  to  do 
that,  which,  although  considered  beneficial  to 
themselves,  may  be  injurious  to  the  community 
at  large.  The  Sutute-book  is  full  of  restric- 
tions founded  on  this  principle.  No  roan  can 
continue  to  work  a  factory  if  it  be  injurious  to 
the  health  of  those  around  him.  A  butcher 
is  not  permitted  to  expose  for  sale  unsound 
meat.  A  baker  is  not  permitted  to  sell  un- 
wholesome bread,  because  it  is  held  criminal 
to  place  within  the  reach  of  any  man  that,  the 
use  of  which  is  tnjurtous  to  him.  No  man  is 
permitted  to  keep  a  public  gaming-house,  be- 
cause it  is  considered  criminal  even  to  tempt 
a  man  to  risk  his  property,  or  to  provide  him 
with  the  means  of  squandering  the  substance 
of  his  family.    Nor  is  any  one  permitted  k> 


have  indelicate  exhibitions,  or  to  use 'other 
temptations  to  vice.  Why  then  yhould  the 
sale  of  ardent  spirits  be  unrestricted,  when 
their  baleful  influence  on  health  and  morals  in 
acknowledged  ?  And  should  it  be  considered 
less  criminal  to  tempt  a  mechanic  or  a  labourer, 
to  squander  his  wages,  and  to  destroy  his 
morals  and  his  health,  by  the  excessive  use  of 
spirits,  than  to  do  it  by  any  other  means  P 

As  it  may  be  expected  of  mc,  however, 
that  I  should  state  more  specifically  some 
of  the  few  remedies  that  J  sliould  venture 
to  suggest  to  the  Committee  when  granted 
(though  their  adoption  would  of  course  de- 
ncnd  on  their  sub6e(|uent  approval  by  them 
for  their  report,  and  by  the  Hotise  itself 
before  any  enactment  could  give  tliem  the 
force  of  law),  I  will  venture  to  enumerate 
the  principal  ones. — 1.  I  should  rocom- 
mend  the  payment  of  all  wages  to  be  made 
before  ten  o'clock  in  the  morning  of  Satur- 
day, instead  of  any  later  period  of  that  day, 
or  even  on  Friday  evening,  because  the 
transiti(m  from  the  pay-table  to  the  regular 
labour  of  the  day,  instead  of  to  the  enter- 
tainment of  the  evening,  would  in  itself 
be  a  powerful  lessening  of  the  temptation 
to  drink. — 2.  That  workmen  should  never 
be  paid  at  any  public- house,  or  place,  where 
intoxicating  drinks  of  any  kind  were  sold, 
whether  by  their  employer  or  any  other 
person — 3.  To  permit  no  new  spirit-shops 
to  be  established,  or  old  ones  to  have  their 
licences  renewed,  but  by  the  requisition  of 
a  considerable  number  of  householders  re- 
siding within  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 
shop  itself,  and  even  then  only  on  lai^ 
securities  for  the  good  conduct  of  its  keeper. 
4.  To  close  all  those  that  do  exist,  the 
entire  day  on  Sunday,  and  at  an  earlier  hour 
than  at  present  on  other  days ;  and  other- 
wise so  to  regulate  them  as  to  combtuc  the 
two  objects  of  giving  great  openness  and 
publicity  to  all  their  proceedings,  and  of 
preventing  any  protracted  stay  of  the  visitors 
on  the  premises. — 5.  To  make  it  impera- 
tive on  the  Police,  or  other  oflScers  exercis- 
ing the  duty  of  guardians  or  watchmen 
during  the  day  or  night,  to  apprehend  and 
take  to  some  appointed  station  for  that 
purpose,  all  persons  found,  either  in  the 
spint  shops,  or  in  the  streets,  in  a  state  of 
intoxicatimi,  there  to  be  confined,  for  a 
limited  period,  nor  to  be  released  until  re- 
stored to  sobriety.  The  tendency  of  all 
these  restrictions  would  be  to  lessen  the 
number  of  spirit  shops,  and,  oonsequcntly, 
the  number  of  spirit  drinkers  ;  and  these  I 
should  consider  the  most  effective  of  the 
immediate  checks.    If  there  he  any  wko 
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thtnk^  tliat  lefflening  the  number  and  the 
fora  of  the  iemptatioDs  to  crime  of  any 
kind  win  not  lessen  the  amount  of  crime 
committed,  it  would  be  in  vain  to  hope  for 
their  acquiescence  in  my  views  ;  though,  to 
be  consistent  with  themselves,  they  should 
remove  all  the  restraints  of  law  and  police 
on  robbers,  murderers,  and  incendiaries. 
It  has  been  well  said,  that  there  are  effects 
which  in  their  turn  become  causes,  and  this 
is  the  case  with  the  increased  number  of 
spirit-shops :  they  are,  perhaps,  at  first, 
the  efifects  of  an  increased  desire  for  in. 
tazicating  drinks.  But  they  soon  be- 
come causes  of  increasing  the  propensity 
they  seek  to  gratify.  Rival  establishments 
endesTour  to  outvive  each  other  in 
the  number  and  strength  of  their  allure- 
ments ;  and  thousands  are  every  day 
seduced  into  the  vortex  of  drunkenness, 
who^  but  for  these  allurements  and  tempt- 
atioii5,  would  never  have  fallen  victims  to 
its  dertructive  power ;  so  that  every  new 
licence  granted  hy  a  Government  to  a  re- 
tailer of  ardent  spirits,  is  in  reality  a  Com- 
mission given  to  that  individual  by  the 
supreme  authority  of  the  State,  to  use 
every  art  and  every  stratagem  to  tempt 
others  of  his  felluw-mcn  to  their  ruin  ! 
And  let  it  not  for  a  moment  be  supposed 
that  the  lessening  the  number  of  the  spirit- 
shops,  or  the  abatement  of  the  consumption 
of  ardent  spirits,  would  be  an  invasion  of 
the  poor  man's  rights  or  comforts,  or  would 
abridge  his  pleasures,  or  lessen  hjs  enjoy- 
ments. Not  to  cite  the  evidence  with 
which  American  official  documents  abound 
as  to  the  large  increase  of  happiness  to  the 
people  who  had  been  reclaimed  from  spirit- 
drinking,  by  the  diminution  of  spirit-shops, 
the  cessation  of  distilleries,  and  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  vast  machinery  of  poverty, 
disease  and  crime,  I  content  myself  with 
citing  a  sin^e  passage  from  the  well  known 
work  of  Mr.  Colquhoun,  in  his  treatise  on 
the  police  of  London,  the  last  authority  I 
shall  quote.  That  careful  and  accurate  ob- 
server of  the  condition  of  the  people  in  this 
metropolis  says,  at  p.  328  of  his  able  work : 

It  is  a  curious  and  important  fact,  that  dur« 
iog  the  period  when  the  distilleries  were 
stopped,  ID  1796  and  1797,  although  bread  and 
every  necessary  of  life  was  considerably  higher 
than  during  the  preceding  year,  the  poor,  in 
that  quarter  of  uie  town  where  the  chief  part 
reside,  were  apparently  more  comfortable, 
paid  their  rents  more  regularly,  and  were 
better  fed  than  at  any  period  for  some 
vears  btfore,  even  although  they  had  not  the 
MiieAt  of  me  extensive  parities  which  were 


distributed  in  1795r  This  can  only  be  ac- 
counted for  by  their  being  denied  the  indul- 
gence of  gin,  which  had  become  in  a  great 
measure  inaccessible  from  its  very  high  price- 
It  may  fairly  be  concluded,  that  the  money 
formerly  spent  in  this  imprudent  manner  had 
been  applied  in  the  purchase  of  provisions, 
and  other  necessaries,  to  the  amount  of  some 
hundred  thousand  pounds.  The  eifecis  of  their 
being  deprived  of  this  baneful  liquor,  was  also 
evident  in  their  mitre  orderly  conduct^  quarreU 
and  a$sauUs  were  Its&frtifuent,  and  they  resorted 
seldorocr  to  the  pawnbrokers'  shops ;  and  yet 
during  the  chief  part  of  this  period,  bread  was 
li.  3d  the  quartern  loaf;  meat  higher  than  the 
precedinf{  year,  particularly  pork,  which  arose 
in  part  from  the  stoppage  of  the  distilleries, 
but  chiefly  from  the  scarcity  of  grain. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  may, 
perhaps,  feel  some  apprehension  for  the  re* 
venue  at  present  derived  from  so  pralific  a 
source  as  the  consiunption  of  ardent  spirits, 
and  he  may  fear  to  arrest  the  torrent  of 
drunkenness  that  desolates  the  land,  lest 
pecuniary  defalcation  to  the  Treasury 
should  result.  But,  let  me  calm  the 
anxieties  of  the  noble  Lord  on  that  score. 
I  sliall  neither  propose  to  increase  the  duty 
suddeTily  and  greatly,  and  so  encourage 
smuggling ;  nor  lessen  it  in  the  slightest 
degree,  and  so  encourage  consumption ; 
though  I  should  be  disposed  to  recommend 
a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  malt,  on  light 
French  wines,  on  tea,  cofiee,  and  other 
equally  wholesome  beverages,  to  substitute 
for  the  pernicious  poison  of  spirits  in  every 
shape,  the  imposts  on  which  might  be 
gradually  heightened  as  the  duties  on  the 
former  were  progressively  decreased.  My 
object  would  be,  first,  to  prevent  any  fur- 
ther increase  to  the  number  of  houses  now 
devoted  to  this  guilty  and  destructive 
traffic ;  next,  gradually  to  reduce  the  num- 
ber as  well  as  the  strength  of  the  auxiliary 
temptations  with  which  they  now  abound ; 
and,  lastly,  to  put  those  that  may  remain 
under  such  wholesome  reeulatious  as  shall 
at  least  abate,  if  not  wholly  extirpate,  the 
disease  and  crime  of  which  they  are  the 
present  dens.  In  addition  to  such  present 
remedies  as  may  be  added,  to  meet  the  pre- 
sent evil,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  shoW|  that 
we  might  greatly  prevent  its  further  spread, 
by  establishing  adult  as  well  as  infant 
schools,  aided  by  humble  museums,  and 
collections  of  works  of  nature  and  of  art ; 
so  exciting  to  rational  curiosity,  and  so 
powerful  in  refining  the  tastes  and  feelings 
of  the  least  informed ;  as  well  as  by  insti- 
tuting  instructive  and  entertaining  lectures 
on  popular  braaches  of  knowledge,  (ind  en* 
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couraging  the  establishment  of  parish  li- 
braries^ and  district  reading-rooms,  pro- 
vided with  cheaper  and  more  innocent  re- 
freshments^ than  the  liquid  poison  now 
consumed^  so  as  to  afford  to  the  labouring 
peculation  that  opportunity  of  social  meet- 
ing, and  cheap  exhilaration^  which  their 
daily  toils  entitle,  as  well  as  prepare  them, 
to  enjoy ;  and  affording  them  opportunities 
fur  the  development  of  their  mental  facul- 
ties and  moral  feelings,  by  that  collision  of 
opinion  and  interchange  of  sentiment, 
which,  under  sober  exercise,  is  a  fruitful 
source  of  attachment  and  esteem,  but  which 
under  the  influence  of  intoxication,  degener- 
ate into  bitterness  and  strife.  All  this. 
Sir,  I  feel  assured,  if  the  Committee  for 
which  I  ask  be  granted,  we  may  do,  even 
for  the  present  generation^  who  deserve 
our  earliest  and  most  immediate  care. 
And  when  we  have  stayed  the  inundating 
flood,  and  prevented  it  from  engulphing  in 
its  devouring  waves,  the  strength  and 
virtue  of  our  land ;  then  may  we  turn  to 
that  rising  seneration  whose  tender  years 
call  loudly  for  our  paternal  care,  and,  pro- 
viding for  them  a  system  of  national  and 
universal  instruction,  teach  them  that  it  is 
their  interest  to  be  sober,  industrious,  and 
well  informed,  leaving  them,  prepared  with 
the  elements  of  knowledge  at  least,  to  work 
out  this  problem  for  themselves,  and  to 
enjoy  its  demonstration  in  their  own  im- 
proved condition  and  augmented  happiness, 
produced  by  the  national  tuition  wisely  and 
well  applied.  From  such  a  state  of  reno- 
vated health  in  the  now  diseased  portion  of 
society,  what  wealth  might  we  not  antici- 
pate! The  Exchequer,  instead  of  being 
fed  on  the  one  hand,  as  it  now  is,  by  a  re- 
venue of  4,000,000  or  5,000,000,  from 
the  consumption  of  intoxicating  drinks, 
and  drained  on  the  other  of  15,000,000/. 
or  20,000,000/.  from  our  Poor-rates,  and 
hospitals,  and  gaols,  and  hulks,  and  armies 
and  police,  would  be  receiving,  from  the 
consumption  of  more  wholesome  and  nu- 
tritious articles,  and  from  the  profits  of 
productive  industry,  now  utterly  lost  and 
cast  away  a  revenue  of  15,000,000/.  or 
20,000,000/.  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other  bedrained  of  4,000,000/.  or  5,000,000/. 
only,  for  the  maintenance  of  an  army  of 
schoolmasters ;  an  ordnance  department  of 
books  and  materials  of  instruction ;  a  war 
office,  to  assist  the  conquests  of  knowledge 
over  ignorance ;  dock-yards  and  arsenals  to 
construct  and  equip  ships  for  conveying  the 
healthy,  and  industrious,  and  enterprising 

of  ov^  uaoccupied  populatioA   to  lands; 


where  their  superior  intelligence  and  ha^- 
bitual  sobriety  would  make  their  well-di- 
rected labours  a  source  of  wealth  to  them- 
selves and  of  blessings  to  others.  These, 
Sir,  are  but  a  portion  of  the  advantages, 
which  anticipation  shadows  forth  in  the 
future,  if  we  have  but  the  courage  and  the 
virtue  to  reclaim  our  unhappy  countrymen, 
from  the  two  debasing  influences  which 
now  weigh  them  do^vn— ignorance  and  de- 
moralization. And  if  we  believe,  that  that 
Supreme  Bein^  whose  blessings  we  invoke 
on  every  occasion  of  our  assembling  in  this 
House,  to  pursue  the  solemn  duty  of  l^isla- 
tive  improvement,  does  really  hear  our 
prayers,  and  regard  our  actions  with 
pleasure  or  pain,  let  us  be  assured  that  the 
most  acceptable,  because  the  most  effective 
manner  in  which  we  can  evince  our  grati- 
tude to  Him,  for  the  blessings  of  health, 
and  instruction,  and  happiness  which  we 
enjoy,  is  to  extend  those  blessings  to  the 
greatest  number  of  our  fellow  beings,  and 
spread  the  sunshine  of  comfort,  in  which 
we  ourselves  are  permitted  to  bask,  over 
those  who  are  now  buried  in  the  chilly 
^loom  and  deadly  darkness  of  ignorance  and 
intemperance  combined.  Believing,  there- 
fore, that  Parliamentary  investigation  and 
legislative  measures  founded  thereon,  may 
greatly  accelerate  the  accomplishment  of 
this  desirable  end,  I  beg  leave.  Sir,  to 
move  in  the  words  of  the  original  re- 
solutions. "  That  a  Select  Committee  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  causes  of  the 
increase  of  habitual  drunkeimess  among 
the  labouring  population  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  to  devise  legislative  means  to 
prevent  the  fiurther  spread  of  this  great 
national  evil." 

Sir  George  Strickland  rose  to  second  the 
Motion.  He  fully  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  brought  forward  the  Motion, 
that  nothing  could  be  more  desirable  than 
to  check  as  far  as  possible  the  vice  of 
drunkenness,  though  he  regretted,  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  mentioned  all  the 
remedies  for  the  evil.  Neither  did  he  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  pointed  out 
the  means  by  which  the  Committee  could 
come  to  a  satisfactory  result,  and  thought, 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  not  to 
appoint  Committees  unless  they  were  likdy 
to  lead  to  some  useful  legislation.  The 
hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the  payment 
of  wages ;  but  he  must  say,  that  he  was 
not  disposed  to  interfere  with  the  mode  of 
paying  labourers'  wages  at  present  estab- 
lished throughout  the  country.     This  was 

a  subject  to  which  ho  had  paid  particular 
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attentkm^  and  he  knew  that  in  the  manu- 
facturing districts  there  was  a  great  objec- 
tion  to  altering  the  day  of  payment  from 
Saturday  to  Friday.  Indeed^  he  did  not 
think  it  practicable  to  do  this  with  any  good 
effect.  He  agreed  that  gin-shops  and  the 
beer-^ops  should  be  placed  on  an  equal 
footing,  for  he  could  not  see  why  beer- 
shops  should  be  closed,  and  g^n-shops  be 
permitted  to  remain  open  all  night.  He 
also  agreed,  that  it  was  to  the  education 
of  the  people  that  they  should  look  as  the 
chief  and  best  means  of  checking  the  vice 
of  drunkenness.  He  was  sorry  to  see  this 
vice  so  much  on  the  increase.  In  former 
times,  drunkenness  was  much  more  harm- 
less than  at  present  Although  he  did  not 
accord  in  the  general  views  of  the  hon. 
Member,  still  he  should  support  the  Mo- 
tion, because  he  thought  that  a  G)mmittee 
would  make  some  useful  investigations  into 
the  police  regulations  as  regarded  public- 
houses*  He  should  certainly  wish  to  see 
those  houses  closed  altogether  on  the 
Sabbath-day.  In  this  respect,  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  of  use,  and  he  should, 
therefore,  give  his  most  hearty  concurrence 
to  the  appointment  of  one. 

Lord  Alihorp  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  gp  again  into  this  subioct  after  the 
various  discussions  it  had  siready  under- 
gone. There  could  be  no  doubt  that  much 
drunkenness  prevailed  in  the  country,  and 
particularly  in  the  metropolis ;  but  he  did 
not  think,  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  ap- 
point a  Committee  on  the  subject,  unless 
there  was  a  prospect  of  effecting  some  good 
through  its  means.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  seconded  the  Motion,  objected  to  the 
grounds  laid  for  it  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  brouffht  it  forward ;  but  he  laid  other 
grounds  of  his  own  on  which  he  thought 
the  Committee  ought  to  be  granted,  and 
these  were  chiefly,  that  no  public-houses 
diould  be  open  on  Sunday,  and  that  no 
spirits  should  be  sold  except  where  beer  was 
sold.  To  accomplish  these  two  objects,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thought  them  so  de- 
sirable, there  was  no  occasion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, as  it  might  be  much  more  easily 
done  by  a  simple  BilL  For  his  own  part, 
he  could  not  see,  if  people  would  get  drunk, 
what  difference  it  made  whether  they  got 
drunk  on  the  Friday  or  the  Saturday  ;  and, 
as  to  paying  them  their  wages  at  an  early 
hour  on  Saturday  in  preference  to  a  late 
hour,  he  thought  the  change  would  be  for 
the  worse,  as  they  would  have  the  whole 
day  to  get  drunk.  He  had  always  been  of 
ofnnioD,  and  was  so  still,  that  the  best 


means  of  lessening  the  vice  of  drunkenness 
as  weU  as  all  other  vices,  amongst  the  peo. 
pie,  was  to  educate  them ;  but  he  did  not 
believe,  that  it  was  possible  at  all  times  to 
prevent  persons  from  getting  drunk  if  they 
chose  to  do  sa  He  did  not  see  any  benefi- 
cial eficct  that  was  likely  to  arise  from  the 
Committee  for  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
moved,  and  he  could  not,  therefore,  support 
the  proposition. 

Mr.  Cobbett  saidy  he  had  published 
twelve  sermons,  one  of  which  was  upon  the 
subject  of  drunkenness.  Now,  if  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  Government  were  desirous  to 
put  an  effectual  stop  to  this  degrading  vice, 
the  best  thing  they  could  do  would  be  to 
purchase  one  or  two  million  copies  of  this 
sermon,  and  circulate  them  throughout  the 
country. 

Mr.  Bobinson  saw  no  probability  that 
any  new  facts  would  come  out  before  this 
Committee,  if  it  should  be  appointed.  Why 
not  at  once  propose  some  substantive  remedy, 
though  he  much  doubted  whether  any 
effectual  remedy  could  be  applied  ?  The 
best  way  for  Gentlemen  who  wished  to  put 
down  this  vice,  would  be  to  embody  their 
ideas  in  a  bill.  He  was  afraid,  though  of 
course  it  would  not  be  avowed,  that,  on  a 
question  of  this  kind,  the  consideration  of 
revenue  must  have  some  influence  on  any 
Government.  Seeing  no  good  that  could 
result  from  it,  he  would  not  support  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  Pea^tf  said,  the  crime  of  drunkenness 
was  increasing,  and  extending  itself  to  an 
amazing  extent.  ['^iVb.'"]  He  travelled 
through  the  country  as  much  as  most  Gentle, 
men,  and  could  say,  from  his  own  observa- 
tion, that  it  was  increasing.  Regular 
victualling-houses  and  beer-shops  did  not 
produce  so  much  evil  as  the  cbnm-shops. 
The  evil  arising  from  the  employment  of 
children  in  factories  was  trifling  when  com- 
pared to  this.  He  wished  the  taxes  both 
on  dram-shops  and  on  spirits  to  be  in- 
creased which  he  thought  would  be  one  of 
the  most  effectual  means  of  checking 
drunkenness. 

Mr.  Hume  admitted,  that  the  evils  of 
drunkenness  existed  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, but  he  denied,  that,  among  the  better 
classes,  it  was  on  the  increase.  On  the 
contrary,  it  decreased  among  these  classes, 
because  they  were  more  abundantly  sup- 
plied with  the  means  of  intellectual  gratifi- 
cation. Among  the  lower  classes,  undoubt- 
edly, it  prevailed,  but  he  doubted  if  it  in- 
creased. The  remedy  proposed  was  an  in- 
crease of  taxation  upon  gin.    The  effect  of 
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this  would  be^  as  experience  proved^  to  in- 
creafle  smuggling.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Althorp)  well  knew,  that  the  addition  of 
even  sixpence  a  gallon  duty  on  gin  had 
opened  the  private  stills  of  Ireland  and 
Scotland.  The  cheapness  of  spirits  was  not 
the  cause  of  drunkenness.  They  were 
cheap  in  Bclmumand  France;  yet  he  never 
saw  a  drunken  man  in  these  countries. 
There  might  be  such^  but  he  never  chanced 
to  meet  them.  It  arose  entirely  from  the 
state  in  which  the  population  of  this  coun. 
try  was  allowed  to  remain.  It  was  vain  to 
think  of  teaching  morality  by  laws  or  police. 
The  only  remedy  for  the  vice  of  drunken- 
ness was  to  raise  the  intellectual  condition 
of  the  people  by  a  system  of  national  edu- 
cation^ and  by  a  more  active  and  vigilant 
discharge  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  clergy. 
In  place  of  having  non-residents  and  plural- 
ists,  who  were  roving  over  the  country  and 
over  Europe,  amusing  themselves  with  arts 
and  with  vertu,  they  ought  to  be  in  their 
parishes,  attendinff  to  the  morals  and  pro- 
viding zealously  for  the  spiritual  wants  of 
the  people.  If  this  were  done,  drunken- 
ness would  not  be  so  prevalent.  To  this 
conclusion  he  came  from  recollecting  what 
he  witnessed  in  youth  in  his  own  country, 
and  which  he  recollected  with  gratitude. 
Was  not  everything  done  that  could  be 
done  by  taxation  and  monopoly  to  shut  out 
the  means  of  instruction  from  the  people — 
to  withhold  from  them  even  a  knowledge 
of  the  laws  they  were  to  bo  governed  by  ? 
One  had  a  m'mopoly  of  printing  Acts  of 
Parliament,  realizing  thereby  a  fortune  of  a 
million  sterling.  There  wsis  also  a  mono- 
|X)ly  of  Bible  printing;  adding  thereby 
one  or  two  hundred  per  cent  to  the  price. 
The  people  could  not  enjoy  even  the  plea- 
sure of  reading  the  aphorisms  of  Poor 
Rickard'it  j4hiannck  without  paying  a  tax 
of  1*.  3d.  upon  a  copy.  Everything  that 
could  be  done  by  fiscal  oppression  to  bar- 
barize the  people  was  done,  and  yet  they 
expressed  surfirisc  at  the  prevalence  of 
drunkenness.  Let  the  doors  be  thrown 
widely  open  to  information.  Ignorance 
was  the  father  of  drunkenness  as  well  a.s  of 
all  other  vice.  The  only  remedy  was  edu- 
CJition.  He  hoped  the  Motion  would  not 
be  pressed. 

Mr.  John  Maxtvcr// supported  the  Motion, 
liecause  he  thought  Parliament  might  do 
something  to  check  the  vice.  In  some 
parts  of  Scotland,  and  among  certain  classes 
of  mechanics,  this  vice,  he  regretted  to«\y, 
\vi\s  on  the  increase,  th(»u«^h  certuinly  not 
from  want  of  education. 


Sir  Robert  Bateson  supported  the  Mo- 
tion. He  was  sorry  to  say,  that  drunken- 
ness was  on  the  increase  in  his  part  of  Ire- 
land. The  mechanics  consumed  their 
wages  in  whiskey,  and  the  vice  was  now 
extending  even  to  the  farmers.  This  did 
not  arise  from  poverty,  for  the  wages  were 
good.  The  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
(Mr.  Hume)  referred  to  the  clergy  of 
Scotland,  and  the  salutary  effect  of  their 
example  and  exertions  in  repressing  the  vioe 
of  drunkenness.  He  was  well  acquainted 
with  Scotland ;  and  he  would  venture  to 
say,  that  in  no  one  of  the  three  countries, 
did  the  vice  of  drunkenness  prevail  to  so 
great  an  extent  as  it  did  in  Scotland.  In 
his  part  of  Ireland,  the  religion  was  the 
same  as  in  Scotland,  the  clergy  were  as 
pious  and  as  exemplary,  and  yet  drunken- 
ness was  on  the  increase.  He  presented 
many  petitions  on  the  subject,  every  one  of 
them  having  the  signature  of  a  clei^;3rman. 
Nine  out  of  ten  of  the  offences  which  came 
before  him  and  his  brother  Magistrates  at 
Petty  Sessions  arose  out  of  drunkenness. 
It  could  not  be  attributed  to  ignorance,  for 
schools  had  greatly  increased  in  that  park 
of  the  country ;  but  as  the  mareh  d  edu- 
cation increased,  drunkenness  increased. 
He  doubted  much  whether  cheap  pubHca* 
tions  did  much  good ;  quite  the  oontnuy. 
The  evil  arose  among  other  circumstances^ 
in  a  great  measure  from  the  facility  with 
which  vagabonds  who  escaped  from  prison 
were  permitted  to  set  up  public-houses. 
The  most  effectual  remedy  would  be  to 
take  off*  the  duty  on  malt,  and  enable  peojde 
to  obtain  a  cheap  and  wholesome  beverage. 
A  distinction  should  be  made  between 
beer-shops,  and  these  gin-shops,  which  were 
the  receptacles  of  every  vice.  He  would 
support  the  Motion. 

Sir  Harry  Vemey  differed  from  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  inasmuch,  as  he 
thought,  contrary  to  that  hon.  Member'a 
opinion,  that  morality  might  be  assisted  by- 
judicious  legislation.  He  therefore  should 
sup]iort  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Brolherlon  said,  drunkenness  had 
increased,  was  increasing,  and  ought  to  be 
diminished.  It  led  to  a  great  deal  of  crime 
and  misery,  and  in  many  instances  to  io« 
sanity.  He  thought  it  might  be  useful  to 
allow  a  Committee  to  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire as  to  the  extent  of  the  evil  complained 
of,  and  to  see  tyhether  any  remedies  might 
be  found,  if  any  could  be  found,  he  for 
one  would  lie  gliul  to  listen  Ui  the  sugges- 
tions of  the  Committee  tliercu^ion. 

Mr.  Buimm  was  sorry,   that  the  nobla 
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Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  wiu  not  sufficiently 
convinced  of  the  magnitude  of  the  evil 
whidi  the  motion  mieht,  [>erhaps,  find  a 
means  of  remedying,  ror  his  own  part,  he 
considered,  that  drunkenness  was  an  evU  of 
such  great  magnitude  that  it  was  worthy  of 
making  inqniry  as  to  any  remedies  that 
could  he  discovered  to  prevent  its  increase. 
He  hoped,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Sheffield  would  press  his  Motion  to  a  divi- 
8ion>  and  it  should  have  his  support. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  would  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Sheffield. 
He  heHeved  intemperance  to  have  decreased 
on  the  part  of  the  rich,  and  to  have  in- 
creased on  the  part  of  the  poor.  He  would 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  only 
while  he  alluded  to  what  had  passed  on  the 
subject  of  temperance  before  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  expedition  to  the  Arctic 
Seas,  which,  he  thoimht,  ought  to  be  now 
generally  known  to  the  public.  From  the 
evidence  of  Captain  Ross,  it  appeared  that, 
during  the  last  fifteen  months  of  the  period 
that  he  and  his  crew  were  enduring  extreme 
hardships  and  privations,  they  were  Entirely 
without  ardent  spirits,  melted  ice  or  snow, 
with  the  addition  of  lime  juice,  being  their 
only  beverage ;  that,  to  the  absence  of  spi. 
rits,  he  attributed  in  a  great  degree  the 
health  which  the  crew  latterly  enjoyed. 
Had  there  been  an  abundant  supply  of 
spirits,  and  they  had  been  used  as  freely 
as,  under  the  circumstances,  the  sailors  would 
have  been  disposed  to  indulge  in  them. 
Captain  Ross  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  not 
only  would  not  the  health  of  the  crew  have 
been  so  good,  but  he  should  not  have  lirought 
back  to  this  country  so  large  a  proportion  of 
them. 

Mr.  Canity  considered  it  necessary  to 
inquire  as  to  the  ultimate  causes  which  led 
to  the  present  increase  of  drunkenness,  and 
for  that  reason  he  should  support  the  Mo- 
tion for  going  into  a  Committee  of  Inquiry 
on  the  subject. 

Colonel  Williams  said,  that  one  of  the 
worst  things  about  those  infernal  gin-shops 
was,  that  well-dressed  women  were  am- 
tinually  seen  issuing  out  of  them.  The 
cmtfloquenoe  would  be,  that  future  genera- 
tions would  be  polluted  and  contaminated, 
and  the  Le^lature  could  not  employ  too 
much  energy  in  putting  them  down.  He 
snpiNRted  the  Motion. 

Colonel  Evans  begged  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Althorp)  to  withdraw  bis  opposition 
to  the  Motion.  When  .so  many  Memlxjrs 
appeared  in  favour  of  the  Motion,  it  would 
be-  better  if  the  noble  Lord  would  forego 
his  own  views* 


Mr.  Emerson  Tennent  said,  the  great 
extent  of  illicit  distillation  in  Ireland,  was 
alone  sufficient  to  claim  the  attention  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Cuilar  Fergfi^jtm recommended,  that 
an  increased  duty  on  licenses  should  be  re- 
sorted to,  with  a  view  to  discourage  the 
S resent  enormous  consumption  of  spirituous 
quors. 

Mr.  Warburton  concurred  with  his  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Hume),  that  the  only  effectual 
mode  of  preventing  drunkenness  was  by 
extending  to  persons  of  moderate  means 
the  same  motives  for  abandoning  the  prac. 
tice  as  influenced  those  of  a  higher  station. 
Make  drunkenness  disgraceful  in  the  eyes 
of  the  people— circulate  cheap  publications 
against  the  vice---encouragc  education,  and 
render  it  honourable  to  abstain  from  habits 
of  intemperance  by  gradually  affecting  public 
opinion  on  the  subject;— these  were  the  pro. 
per  means  of  putting  an  end  to  drunkenness. 

Mr.  Buckmyham  could  not  think  of 
abandoning  a  Motion  founded  in  public 
utility*  calculated  to  prevent  vice  and  pro. 
mote  morality ;  and,  therefore,  without 
intending  the  least  disrespect  to  the  noUe 
Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
he  must  press  the  question  to  a  division. 

The  House  divided  — Ayes  64  Noes, 
47:  Majority  17. 

Committee  appointed. 

List  of  the  Ayks. 

Agoew,  Sir  A.  lioskins,  K. 
Arbuthnot,  Flon.  Gen.     Hughes,  II.  II. 
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Barnard,  E.  G.  KnatchbuU,  Sir  K. 

Baieson,  Sir  K.  Lister,  R.  C. 
Bernard,  Hon.  W.  S.     Marsland,  T. 

Bewes,  T.  Martin,  J. 

Blake,  M.  Maxwell,  J.  W. 
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Brotherton,  J.  O'Brien,  C. 

Browne,  J.  Parker,  J. 
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Forster,  C.  S.  Thicknesse,  U. 
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National  Education.]  Mr.  Roebuck 
rose  to  move  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  means  of 
establishing  a  system  of  National  Educa. 
tion.  Having  determined  to  resume  the 
subject  which  he  had  before  undertaken, 
and  to  bring  it  on  now  in  a  different  form 
from  that  originally  adopted  by  him,  he 
now  requested  the  House  to  grant  him  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  with  a  view  to  in- 
vestigate this  important  subject,  and  pre. 
pare  *  the  public  mind  for  such  steps  as  it 
might  eventually  be  deemed  expedient  to 
adopt.  He  did  not  wish  to  tie  the  House 
down  to  any  fixed  or  favourite  principle  of 
his  own — he  merely  asked  for  inquiry.  It 
might  be  said  that,  by  determining  to  in- 
quire into  the  subject  the  House  did  pledge 
itself  to  a  certain  opinion  on  the  point; 
that  was  true ;  but  then  the  opinion  was 
such  as  he  believed  nobody  would  contest 
— ^namely,  '*  that  the  Legislature  consider- 
ed the  moral  and  intellectual  improvement 
of  the  people  so  important  as  to  justify  an 
inquiry,  in  order  to  ascertain  how  far  that 
moral  and  mental  culture  could  be  affected, 
influenced,  or  promoted  by  the  government 
of  the  country."  He  asked  whether  the 
House,  which  had  appointed  so  many  Com- 
mittees to  investigate  a  variety  of  subjects 
^-drunkenness,  for  instance — would  refuse 
to  go  into  an  inquiry  which  involved  not 
a  single  consideration,  but  many  of  the 
most  vital  importance  to  every  individual 
in  the  country  ?  With  regard  to  the  in- 
structions to  the  Committee  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  he  merely  wished  to  place 
his  own  opinions  on  record ;  but  if  the 
House  had  the  least  objection  to  those  Re- 
solutions, he  was  willing  to  have  them  ne- 
gatived or  withdrawn,  and  should  not  press 
them.  All  he  cared  for  was,  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  granted.  He  would  proceed 
then  to  argue  the  question  on  the  ground 
of  the  expediency  of  inquiry  and  upon  that 
alone.  In  every  country  which  enjoyed 
security  for  person  and  property,  that  se- 
curity was  increased  by  a  bigb  state  of 
moral  and  intellectual  culture  prevailing 
among  the  people;  and  the  only  question 
was,  how  far  that  condition  could  be  im- 
proved by  the  care  and  diligence  of  the 
Government.  At  all  times,  but  more  es- 
pecially at  a  period  of  excitement  like  the 
present,  it  was  the  duty  of  Government  to 
watch  narrowly  and  endeavour  to  direct 


the  cultuxe  of  the  people.  He  wished  to 
see  the  mass  of  the  people  accustomed  to 
good  habits,  equally  acquainted  with  their 
rights  and  duties,  prepared  to  act  as  good 
men  and  citizens,  and  possessed  of  strength 
of  mind  and  heart  to  follow  the  path  of 
duty.  These  results  he  expected  from 
education  and  from  the  interference  of  the 
Government  to  raise  the  mental  and  moral 
culture  of  the  people.  Consider  the  state 
of  the  labouring  population  of  this  country, 
bom  to  toil  and  surrounded  by  temptation; 
did  they  not  require  a  strong  controlling 
principle  to  enable  them  to  resist  the  im. 
proper  gratification  of  their  desires  ?  Steps 
ought  to  be  taken  so  to  surround  the  people 
by  the  influence  of  good  feelings  and  high 
principles  and  ennobling  motives,  as  to 
enable  them  to  resist  temptations  to  which 
in  a  state  of  society  like  ours,  they  must 
necessarily  be  exposed.  The  people  should 
not  be  left  to  the  government  of  chance. 
His  desire  was,  by  affording  education  to 
the  people,  not  so  much  to  raise  them  from 
their  proper  situation  as  to  make  them 
happy  and  contented  in  iu  By  increasing 
their  knowledge  you  increased  their  means 
of  consulting  and  promoting  their  real  wel- 
fare. The  most  important  class  of  the 
people,  and  for  whom  the  diffusion  of  edu- 
cation would  produce  the  greatest  benefits^ 
was  the  labouring  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity. Educate  them  properly  and  soundly, 
teach  them  upon  what  the  wages  of  in- 
dustry depend,  and  you  afford  them  the 
means  of  at  once  better  providing  for  their 
subsistence  and  their  happiness.  The  sup- 
plying the  mere  means  of  subsistence  did 
not  suffice  to  constitute  happiness.  It  was 
necessary  to  accompany  it  with  knowledge, 
so  that  the  people  should  derive  their  plea- 
sures, not  from  mere  sensual,  but  from  in- 
tellectual sources.  It  might  perhaps  be  said 
that  it  was  but  a  dream  ofthe  imagination  to 
look  for  such  results.  It  was,  at  all  events, 
no  dream  of  the  imagination,  but  a  stub- 
born fact,  that  the  people  had  of  late 
eagerly  sought  for  knowledge.  Much  cer- 
tainly had  been  done  in  the  way  of  sup- 
plying them  with  intelligence,  and  those 
who  were  instrumental  in  doing  so  meriu 
ed  the  highest  honour ;  but  though  much 
had  been  done,  they  should  not  lay  the 
flattering  unction  to  their  souls  that  much 
was  not  still  required.  The  hon.  Member 
here  read  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
Report  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners,  in 
which  they  recommend  that  means  should 
be  provided  for  affording  education  to  the 
people,  the  diffusion  of  knowledge  amongst 
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the  lower  dasses  being,  in  their  opinion,  | 
one  of  the  best  instruments  for  correcting 
the  evils  produced  by  the  mal^ministra. 
tion  of  the  Poor-laws ;  and  he  also  read  an 
extract  from  a  report  made  by  M.  Guidroz 
to  the  government  of  the  Canton  de  Vaud, 
in  which  he  recommended  the  utmost  at- 
tention to  education.  The  hon.  Member 
then  proceeded  to  maintain,  that  it  was  the 
business  of  every  welLregulated  Govern- 
ment to  provide  for  the  education  of  the 
people.  Education  afforded  one  grand 
means  for  the  prevention  of  crime,  and  it 
was  the  duty  of  a  government  that  was 
justified  in  promulgating  laws,  and  punish- 
ing their  infraction,  to  supply  the  people 
with  that  knowledge  which  would  induce 
them  to  obey  them.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
that  entertained  any  fear  that  the  conse- 
quence of  the  Government  taking  into  its 
hands  the  education  of  the  people  would  be 
the  inculcation  of  slavish  principles  amongst 
the  mass  of  the  community.  There  always 
existed  sufficient  checks  upon  the  conduct 
of  Government  to  renderany  such  apprehen. 
ami  perfectly  groundless.  Butj  at  the  pre. 
sent  moment,  the  most  slavish  and  bigot- 
ed principles  were  inculcated,  especially  in 
the  national  schools.  If  a  Dissenters' 
school  happened  to  be  started  in  the  neigh, 
bourhood,  immediately  the  Protestants  of 
the  Established  Church  took  the  alarm,  a 
rival  school  was  started  to  it,  and  that  too 
upon  the  most  intolerant  and  exclusive 
principles.  He  knew,  himself,  of  an  instance 
of  a  national  school,  where  a  notification 
was  publicly  stuck  up  in  the  school-room, 
that  no  chUdren  could  receive  instruction 
there  who  did  not  attend  at  Church,  and 
it  came  to  his  knowledge  that  a  boy  was 
expelled  from  the  same  school  because  he 
-was  a  monitor  in  a  Dissenting  school  in 
the  neighbourhood.  That  was  a  sample 
of  the  slavish  bigotry  and  intolerance  that 
prevailed  at  present  in  the  national  schools. 
He  now  came  to  the  means  for  providing 
education  for  the  people,  which  means,  as 
he  had  already  stated,  he  would  contend 
should  be  supplied  by  the  Government  of 
the  country.  It  had  been  said,  in  refer- 
ence to  that  point,  that  so  much  had  been 
done  in  the  last  ten  years  by  private  be. 
nevolence  for  promoting  the  education  of 
the  people,  that  the  Government  might 
content  itself  with  proposing  from  time 
to  time  small  grants  for  that  purpose,  and 
that,  in  doing  so,  it  would  amply  discharge 
its  duty.  That,  he  regretted  to  find,  was 
one  of  the  argument  a  put  forward  by  the 
preaent  Lord  Chancellor,  who  had,  during 
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the  best  years  of  his  life,  been  an  advocate 
for  the  public  education  of  the  people,  but 
who  had  latterly  gone  back  from  his  former 
principles  on  that  subject,  and  had  en- 
deavoured to  justify  the  assertion,  that  so 
much  had  been  done  of  late  years  by  private 
benevolence,  that  it  was  not  necessary  for 
the  Government  of  the  country  to  interfere. 
The  hon.  Member  controverted  at  some 
length  the  data  upon  which  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  founded  that  assertion,  and 
he  then  proceeded  to  dwell  upon  the  faults 
incidental  to  the  existing  system  of  edu- 
cation for  the  lower  classes  in  this  country^ 
and  to  observe,  that  the  present  was  the 
third  session  that  he  had  submitted  this 
subject  to  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Tlie  subject  had  already  undergone  the 
fullest  investigation  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  he  would  entreat  the  Legisla- 
ture, for  God's  sake,  to  take  the  first  step 
towards  the  accomplishment  of  so  desirable 
and  imperative  an  object  as  that  which  he 
had  in  view.  He  reminded  the  House, 
that  this  was  no  party  question,  and  he 
would  entreat  them  to  adopt  his  proposition, 
which  would  be  the  harbinger  of  that  hap- 
piness which  it  was  the  duty  of  every  man 
to  endeavour  to  spread  around  him.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap. 
pointed,  to  inquire  into  the  means  of  estab- 
lishing a  system  of  National  Education." 

Sir  William  Malesworth  seconded  the 
Motion.  He  considered  the  education  of 
the  lower  classes  in  this  country  was  as  de- 
ficient in  its  quantity  as  in  its  quality, 
and  that  it  left  the  minds  of  the  people 
in  that  state  of  indifierence  which  could 
not  but  be  condemned  by  every  well- 
thinking  individual  in  the  community. 
The  present  system  was  most  incomplete ; 
the  children  of  the  lower  ranks  of  life 
were  taught,  it  was  true,  a  certain  number 
of  words  conveying  no  ideas,  or  ideas  so 
indistinct  that  no  beneficial  effects  could  re- 
sult from  such  a  course  of  instruction.  It 
was,  in  his  opiidon,  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
Government  to  provide  for  every  child  born 
within  the  realm  such  an  education  as  was 
fitting  and  suitable  for  the  station  which 
Providence  had  allotted  to  it ;  and  he  was 
of  opinion,  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Bath  was  one  which 
deserved  the  adoption  of  the  House.  While 
he  admitted,  that  the  experience  of  past 
years  had  shown  the  difficulties  which  met 
all  attempts  to  secure  such  an  attendance 
by  children  of  the  humble  ranks  upon  the 
schools,  in  order  to  obtain  those  good  effects 
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which  might  anxiously  be  defiired^  yet  he 
still  conceived  it  was  the  duty  of  Guvcrn- 
nient  to  endeavour  to  obviate  and  surmount 
those  difficulties  by  the  introduction  of  a 
system  of  National  Education.     The  in« 
terference  of  the  State  was  best  calculated 
to  attain  this  object,  and  the  intervcnticm 
of  the   Legislature  would  stamp  a  new 
character  and  dignity  u|Km  a  most  uneful 
class  of  individual,  he  meant  fN^hoolraastcrR, 
who,  instead  of  being  as  now  the  mere 
servants  of,  and  su  Inject  to,  the  whims  and 
caprice  of  individuals,  would,  by  such  a 
course,  be  regarded  as  public  functionaries. 
Again,  by  giving  this  body  such  an  im- 
portance, a  com^ietent  supply  (the  want  of 
which  had  so  long  pressed  upon  the  public) 
would  be  afforded.      The  hon^   Memlier 
also  contended  that  the  ctlucaticm  of  the 
people  ouglit  not  to  be  placed  under  the 
exclusive  control  of  the  clergy  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  nor  would  he  support 
any  system  of  education  which  did  not  ex« 
tend  its  blessings  to  every  child  bom  in  the 
realm ;  any  departure  from  this  principle 
would,  in  his  judgment,  be  a  dereliction 
from  the  duty  owing  by  the  Legislature  to 
the  country  at  large ;  but,  at  the  same  time^ 
everything  should  be  done  io  conciliate  the 
good  offices  of  the  clergy  of  the  Establish- 
ment.    In    the  hope   that    this    country 
would  emulate  the  example  of  other  neigh- 
bouring states  in  respect  to  education,  he 
cordial^  supported  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Bath. 

Mr.  Cohbeli  expressed  himself  satisfied, 
that  the  scheme  suggested  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  fialh  would  not 
be  productive  of  any  good,  and  this  he 
thought  he  could  show  to  the  House.  On 
the  subject  of  education  in  this  country,  it 
was  not  philosophy  or  reasoning  that  could 
guide,  but  recounte  ought  rather  to  be  had 
to  experience.  Everybody  knew  that, 
within  the  last  thirty-five  years,  Lancas- 
terian  and  other  schools  had  been  founded, 
and  education  had  increased  twenty>fold  ; 
but  experience  showed,  that  the  murals  of 
the  people  had  not  mended  with  the  in- 
crease of  education.  It  had  even  been 
admitted  that  night,  that  drunkenness  had 
increased  wonderfully  within  latter  years, 
so  that  education  did  not  even  prevent 
drunkenness.  He  repeated,  that  all  this 
increase  of  education  had  not  been  pro- 
ductive of  any  good ;  and  he  ventured  to 
say,  that  there  was  not  a  singk;  country 
flentleman  who  would  not  say,  that  the 
fathers  of  the  last  generation  made  better 
Jgbovrers;  better  servants^  and  better  men. 


than  their  aons  of  tiie  pnannt  geoenilion. 
This  proved,  that  the  labouring  cTm«es  w«re 
much  better  without  that  intellectual  en-* 
joyment,    which    the   hon.    ahd    learned 
member  for  Bath  was  anxious  to  provide 
for  thenf,  than  they  were  with  it.     Wliat, 
alHo,  was  the  state  of  crime  in  England  and 
Wales  now,  as  compared  with  its  amount 
at  the  period  the  education  of  the  lower 
orders  of  the  people  began  ?      Why,  the 
proportion  was  now  at  least  four,  if  not 
seven,  times  as  great  as  it  was  when  educa^ 
tion  commenced.  [An  Hon.  Member t  The 
increase  of  crime  was  ninefbld.]     So  much 
the  better  for  his  argunlent     Within  the 
same  period,  too,  the  number  of  bastards 
had  increased  to  a  most  prodigious  extent ; 
so  that,  in  this  respect,  the  morality  of  the 
people  could   not   be  said   to  have  been 
advanced  by  education.     The  people,  in 
fact,  had  the  intellectual  and  bodily  enjoy, 
ment  at  the  same  time.      The  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Bath  had  oim tended i 
that  the  aystom  of  education  in  ihia  country 
was  wrong  altogether,  and  had  instanoedi 
as  an  example  worthy  of  imitation,    the 
state  of  things  in  New  York,  in  America^ 
where  he  had  said  half  a  million  of  human 
beings  were  educated,  and  in  the  full  title 
of  enjoyment  of  intellectual  matter.     He 
Would  tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
the  state  of  things  in  the  district  on  the 
condition  of  which   he  relied.      He  hod 
written  to  New  York  for  information  ainoe 
the  subject  was  under  oonsideration  last 
year,  and  he  had  received  an  account,  signed 
by  the  Recorder  of   New  York,    which, 
though  he  had  it  not  now  with  him,   he 
would  produce  to-morrow  to  the  htm.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  This  account  embraced 
a  comparative  statement  of  the  number  of 
educated  criminals,   and   the  number   of 
uneducated  criminals,  and  showed  a  very 
considerable  majority  of  the  former  bver 
the  latter.     So  much   fctr  edudaiion  pr^ 
venting  crime  either   in    America  or  in 
England.     It  was  a  good  people,  ami  not  a 
gabbling  people,  that  was  wanted  in  this 
country ;  and  this  smattering  of  education 
would    only  raise   the   labourers   of  this 
country  above  the  situations  liest  suited  to 
their   own  intef^sts,    and   those  of   their 
families.    It  would  put  itito  their  headli 
that  they  were  not  born  to  labouf*,  but  t6 
get  their  living  withoitt  it.     By  the  plan 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  meAibef 
for  Bath,  the  child  of  the  labouret*  could 
not  complete  his  aluoatlon  utttil  lie  was  at 
least  fifteen  or  sixteen  yeors  of  £^ :  but  in 
the  mean  time  he  should  be  glad  to  kito1» 
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who  WM  td  keep  a  great  eating;  and  drink, 
ing,  and  gacsUng  bo^  ?•— who  was  to  find 
bim  with  prorender  all  that  time  ?  Who 
to  satisfy  his  body,  while  his  intellect 
being  filled*  The  hon.  and  learned 
Ocntleman  had  ttaid,  that  tlie  labourer's  boy 
was  to  receive  instruction  after  the  day's 
kbour  Was  over;  but  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  knew  anything  of  labour, 
he  would  rather  prefer  going  to  sleep.  In 
short,  if  all  were  to  be  scholars,  it  would 
be  neoesiary  for  the  whole  populaticm  to 
shut  up  their  months,  and  determine  to 
eat  no  more.  The  interference  with  labour 
would  be  the  very  Worst  course  which 
oouJd  be  iHinued  by  the  Legislature.  By 
uieAil  employment  the  youth  gained  habits 
of  obedtenee  and  industry  |  but  send  him  to 
school  to  a  drunken  master,  or  to  a  sober 
conceited-  ooxoomb  oi  a  schoolmaster,  ahd 
he  would  only  learn  habits  of  idleness,  and 
become  tixi  great  in  his  own  conceit  to 
labour.  Suffk-ient  schools  Were  alreadt 
estidllsriicd  Ib^  all  useful  and  beneficial 
purposesi  though  he  admitted  that  some 
abuses  prevailed.  He  alluded  in  particular 
to  a  school  in  a  place  in  the  county  of 
Hertford,  which,  thotj^h  closed  for  fourteen 
yeao,  the  master^  during  the  whole  period, 
Was  paid  his  anAual  stipend  o[  &0OL  It 
%aslrue,  that  the  school  had  been  sincere- 
opened,  and  now  afibtded  education  to 
dbout  150  aehotars ;  hilt  these  were  abuses 
whidi  he  would  go  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  Any  length  to  correct. 
The  hob.  Member  concluded  by  repeating 
his  opposition  to  the  present  Motion. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  that  to  a  certain 
extent,  he  concurred  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  melnber  for  Bath  in  all  that  he  had 
expressed  in  relation  to  the  inestimable 
advantages  of  education,  of  its  inadequate 
yrevalent»  among  the  populatiun  of  thid 
countrTi  and  the  expediency  of  giving  it 
further  encoursgement ;  but  he  (Lord 
Morpeth)  should  suggest  an  amendment 
which,  while  it  contemplated  the  same 
great  end,  the  general  edu(iQtion  of  the 
people,  would  more  define  and  concentrate 
the  purposes  than  was  ahnwn  in  the  Motion 
as  it  at  present  stood.  To  a  Motion  for  a 
Committee  on  the  subject  of  general  educa- 
tion he  gave  his  assent ;  but  he  was  bound 
to  state  snrne  of  the  motives  which  induced 
him  to  object  to  the  specific  Moticm  of  the 
hon.  metnbef  for  Bath.  The  hon.  Member 
had  indeed  consented  to  waive  the  instruo- 
tions  of  whirh  he  had  given  notice,  and 
which  had  strHnl  up<>n  the  ])apcT  f«»r  three 
mouths ;  hot  be  wss  sore  that  the  spirit  of 


thofte  instructions  would  guide  the  Com. 
mittcc  for  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
asked.  He  should,  therefore,  have  to  deal 
with  the  Motion  oi  the  hon.  Member  as 
if  those  instructions  were  now  proposed  to 
be  given.  To  the  first  jiart  of  the  instruc. 
tions  which  went  to  embrace  the  whole  of 
the  population  needing  instruction,  he 
decidedly  objected.  As  for  the  education 
of  the  rich,  he  thought  that  whatever  faults 
might  be  found  in  our  great  public  semi, 
naries,  and  whatever  improvements  might 
I  have  been  suggested  by  the  increased  en- 
!  lightenroent  of  the  age,  any  alteration  in 
their  system  of  management  ought  td  be 
left  to  tlie  gcxkl  sense  and  sound  discretion 
oi  the  parties  who  Were  interested, 
especially  as  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
House  would,  so  far  from  promoting  the 
end  they  had  in  view,  only  be  looked  on  as 
an  impertinence^  With  respect  to  the  poor, 
and  the  means  of  education  which  were 
open  to  them  at  present,  he  might  aj^ieal 
to  many  names  of  departed  worth  and 
living  excellence,  to  prove  that  they  were 
capable  of  availing  themselves  of  those 
resources;  but  he  could  not  aeree  that  every 
handicraftsman  and  agriculturist  should 
have  the  highest  degree  of  instruction 
which  we  could  bestow.  Educated  they 
would  be,  and  educated  they  ought  to  be, 
in  all  appropriate  employments,  and  for  all 
appropriate  uses ;  but  he  did  not  see,  that 
they  should  therefore  receive  the  education 
of  a  legislator  Or  philosopher.  The  second 
instruction  ^as  much  less  objectionable  to 
him  (Lord  Morpeth) ;  but  he  did  not  feel 
prepared  to  go  the  whole  length  of  the 
principle  which  it  involved.  He  was^  how- 
ever, neither  prepared  nor  anxious  to  deny 
that  some  gratuitous  education  might  be 
necessary,  but  it  was  a  point  in  dispute 
whether  it  was  advisable  to  supersede  all 
voluntary  and  independent  contribution 
fn)m  the  party  to  be  benefited.  There 
was  always  danger  in  removing  tlie  necessity 
for  exertion,  but  the  principle  of  gratuitous 
education  might  be  reserved  for  inquiry 
and  consideration.  He  now  came  to  the 
third  instruction,  the  meditated  instruction 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Bath.  He  admitted, 
that  where  funds  designed  for  education 
had  been  misapplied  or  perverted  from  the 
purposes  for  ^'hich  they  were  originally 
bestowed,  they  should  be  re-8p])lied  to  the 
promotion  of  their  intended  ends ;  but  he 
believed  there  wiis  a  commission  now  sitting 
which  would  exercise  a  vigilant  inspection 
over  tliose  misapplications  of  trust  funds  ; 
atui  lie  therefore,  thought,  that  part  of  the 
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hon.  Member's  notice,  not  of  his  motion, 
in  this  respect  was  unnecessary,  and  might 
prove  prejudicial.  His  own  scheme  might 
seem  more  timid  and  compromising,  but  it 
was  not  their  business  to  array  against 
them,  in  the  furtherance  of  their  schemes  of 
education,  the  apprehensions  and  preposses- 
sions of  others.  The  House  would  remem- 
ber, that  during  the  last  and  present  session, 
a  sum  of  40,000/.  in  all  had  been  granted 
for  the  purpose  of  erecting  school-houses  to 
the  National  School  and  the  British  and 
Foreign  School  Societies.  Returns,  for 
which  he  had  called,  showed  how  much 
good  had  been  done  by  this  moderate  out. 
lay,  and  the  good  had  been  effected  not 
only  by  the  application  of  the  grant  itself, 
but  by  the  exertion  and  contribution  it  had 
called  forth  and  put  in  action  in  other 
places.  The  Returns  stated,  that  since  the 
original  grant  of  20,000/.  voted  to  the 
Societies  last  year,  applications  had  been 
received  for  establishing  236  new  schools, 
which  were  to  provide  for  the  education  of 
55,000  scholars,  and  that  local  charitable 
funds  to  the  amount  of  66,000/.  had  been 
already  tendered  in  aid  of  the  Parliamentary 
grant.  In  these  circumstances  he  saw  the 
reasonable  hope  of  carrying  into  effect  an 
efficient  system  of  education,  in  which  the 
exercise  of  the  best  public  feelings  should 
be  encouraged,  rather  than  checked,  as  they 
would  be  by  a  system  altogether  compulsory. 
These  grants,  he  was  perfectly  ready  to 
admit,  could  hardly  be  looked  to  in  any 
but  an  experimental  point  of  view>  and 
they  were  totally  inadequate  to  the  ultimate 
purposes  of  a  national  education.  But  they 
afforded  experience,  u|>on  a  limited  scale,  of 
the  operation  of  certain  principles  and 
rules ;  and  he  thought  it  would  form  the 
appropriate  subject  of  inquiry  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  ascertain  how  far  such  grants  had 
been  successful,  and  how  far  they  might 
be  beneficially  extended.  Still  he  had  no 
wish  to  limit  the  inquiry  of  such  a  Com- 
mittee to  that  point,  if  the  House  thought 
there  were  others  deserving  attention.  He 
did  not  mean  to  contend  for  the  exact 
maintenance  of  all  the  regulations  or  systems 
of  these  two  Societies — because  he  could 
not  but  think,  that  there  was  something  in 
their  circumstances  too  stiff,  and  distinct, 
and  separate,  to  permit  of  their  system 
being  made  the  groundwork  of  any  fiscal 
arrangement  deserving  the  description  of  a 
national  system.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  there  would  be  great  evil  in  check- 
ing the  display  of  public  feeling  which 
they  had  called  forth;  and  he  did  not  think 


the  Lord  Chancellor  had  iostly  exposed 
himself  to  the  reproaches  insinuated  against 
him  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bath,  of 
having  abandoned  his  early  principles 
upon  this  question,  because  he  desired  to 
see  the  display  of  that  feeling  continued. 
He  thought,  that  all  that  was  good  in  these 
Societies  might  be  preserved  under  some 
superintending  and  more  active  agency, 
which  might  fill  up  the  void  now  left,  and 
fuse  what  were  now  their  somewhat  dis. 
cordant  elements  into  a  more  general  and 
consistent  operation,  which  should  lead  to  a 
system  of  more  harmony  and  order.  He 
would  preserve  the  best  regulations  of  the 
two,  and  especially  that   which   was  the 

flory  of  both,  the  free  use  of  the  whole 
lible.  Whatever  might  be  the  case  else- 
where, he  was  convinced,  that  it  was 
indispensable  to  the  success  of  any  scheme 
of  public  education  in  this  country,  that  the 
Scriptures,  without  mutilation  or  comment, 
should  be  its  foundation.  This  was  one  of 
his  chief  objections  to  the  plan  of  the  hon. 
Member.  In  offering  his  opposition  to  it, 
he  was  aware  that  he  was  in  some  measure 
taking  a  course  that  might  seem  invidious 
to  the  hon.  Member ;  but  he  assured  him, 
that  it  was  totally  unaccompanied  by  any- 
thing like  acrimony,  and  that  he  should 
entertain  no  feeling  of  disappointment  if 
the  House  preferred  the  hon.  Member's 
plan  to  his  own.  He  felt  it,  however,  to 
be  his  duty  to  give  the  House  an  oppor. 
tunity  of  coming  to  a  decision  as  to  what 
auspices  it  would  desire  to  confide  so 
important  a  question.  He  moved,  as  an 
amendment,  to  substitute,  after  the  words, 
''  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed," 
these  words — "  to  inquire  into  the  applica. 
tion  of  the  grants  for  the  erection  of  schools, 
to  consider  the  expediency  of  making 
further  grants  upon  the  same  principle,  and 
to  inquire  into  the  general  state  of  the 
education  of  the  poor  in  England  and 
Wales." 

The  Speaker  having  inquired  who 
seconded  the  Amendment, 

Mr.  Hill  rose  for  the  purpose,  though 
he  did  not  concur  with  the  views  taken  bv 
the  noble  Lord.  He  apprehended,  that  the 
course  he  was  pursuing  was  not  unusual. 
He  seconded  the  Amendment,  that  it  might 
receive  discussion,  not  because  he  agreed 
with  the  principles  it  embodied. 

The  Speaker  intimated,  that  as  the  hon. 
Meml)er  had  expressed  himself  opposed  to 
the  Amendment,  he  was  not  competent  to 
second  it. 

Mr.  Plumptre  then  rose  to  second  the 


137 


Natumal 


{June  3} 


Education. 


138 


Amendment.  He  did  so  with  sincere 
pleasure,  as  the  Christian  religion  ought  to 
he  the  foundation  of  every  system  of 
national  education.  The  hon.  member  for 
Balh  had  spoken  of  the  increase  to  the 
happiness  and  comfort  of  the  people  by 
their  advance  in  intellectual  improvement. 
He  was  no  cnemy^  far  from  it,  to  the 
proper  cultivation  of  the  intellect ;  but  as 
religion  was  the  only  guide  to  safety,  and 
the  hon.  Member  had  not  mentioned  a 
word  about  religion  in  his  system  of  educa- 
tion, he  should  oppose  his  Motion,  and 
second  the  Amendment. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  object  of 
both  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Bath,  and  of  the  Amendment 
moved  by  his  noble  friend  upon  that  Mo- 
tion, was  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
'  of  Inquiry  into  the  means  of  establishing  a 
I  system  of  national  education ;  and,  for  his 
part,  he  was  quite  ready  to  concur  in  that 
object.  He  had  always  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  people  should  be  educated,  and 
he  had  always  concurred  with  those  who 
thought,  that  education  should  be  as  ex- 
tensive and  general  as  possible.  He  con- 
fessed that,  to  him,  the  difference  between 
the  Motion  and  the  Amendment  did  not 
appear  very  great.  The  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Bath  was  to  in- 
quire into  the  means  of  establishing  a  sys- 
tem of  national  education ;  that  of  his  noble 
friend  was  to  inquire  into  the  present  state 
of  education  in  England  and  Wales.  Now, 
it  certainly  was  necessary,  that  inquiry 
should  be  made  into  the  present  state  of 
education,  as  a  preliminary  to  any  ultimate 
measures  which  might  be  adopted ;  and  he 
did  not  think,  that  it  was  desirable  that 
any  such  inquiry  should  be  instituted,  if 
there  was  no  intention  of  going  further, 
which,  however,  he  knew  not  to  be  the  ob- 
ject of  the  noble  Lord.  He  had  listened 
with  attention,  and  a  good  deal  of  amuse- 
ment, to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Oldham.  He  had  often  differed  from 
that  hon.  Member,  but  he  did  not  differ 
now,  for  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  directed  against  bad,  not  against  good, 
education.  He  had  always  viewed  the 
subject  in  the  light  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  i^;arded  it.  The  noble  Lord, 
after  adverting  to  education  in  infant 
schools,  and  contending,  that  a  person 
educated  under  that  system  would  not  be 
taught  to  be  discontented  with  his  situa- 
tion, proceeded  to  state,  that  he  considered 
the  man  who  had  learned  his  own  business, 
91  fitf  M  the  knowfodgQ  of  that  buiiness 


went,  an  educated  man,  while  he  should 
call  a  ploughman,  who  was  able  to  read 
and  write,  and  even  capable  of  making 
himself  acquainted  with  the  highest  mathe- 
matics,  but  who  was  unable  to  plough,  not 
an  educated  man.  He  concurred  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Kent  in  wishing  that  the 
Christian  religion  should  be  made  the 
foundation  of  a  national  scheme  of  educa- 
tion 3  for  it  was  impossible  to  suppose,  that 
any  education  could  be  good  for  anything 
witliout  it  But  he  did  not  perceive,  in 
this  respect,  any  difference  between  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bath  and 
that  of  his  noble  friend,  llic  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  not,  indeed,  used  the  word  '*  re- 
ligion" when  he  spoke  of  education,  but  he 
believed,  that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
intend  to  exclude  it.  Looking  at  these 
Motions,  he  certainly  felt  some  difficulty 
in  deciding  for  which  he  should  vote  ;  but 
he  was  satisfied,  whichever  the  House 
agreed  to,  they  would  do  a  good  act.  Al- 
lusion had  been  made  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  it  had  been  asserted,  that  he 
had  objected  to  a  national  plan  of  educa- 
tion, on  the  ground  that  it  would  exclude 
private  assistance.  But  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  never  said,  that  private  assist- 
ance was  sufficient.  It  was  felt,  that  if 
the  Government  could  assist  without  in. 
terfering  with  private  benevolence,  so  far 
assistance  ought  to  be  given.  On  this 
principle  the  grant  of  money  had  been 
made  for  building  schools,  and  the  experi- 
ment, as  far  as  it  went,  had  succeeded. 
They  found  that,  by  building  school-houses, 
they  did  not  interfere  with  the  duty  which 
fell  on  individuals  of  supporting  the  estab. 
lishment  thus  set  on  foot,  and  the  greatest 
assistance  was  thus  given  by  the  outlay  of 
a  comparatively  small  sum,  as  the  great 
difficulty  consisted  in  the  erection  of  the 
building  and  putting  the  school  on  foot. 
He  believed,  therefore,  that  it  could  not 
be  applied  more  judiciously  than  in  build- 
ing schools.  He  should  like  to  point  out, 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  the  effect  of 
this  grant,  and,  on  that  ground  alone,  he 
should  feel  inclined  to  prefer  the  Motion 
of  his  noble  friend  to  that  of  the  hon. 
Member.  These  circumstances  should  be 
inquired  into,  and  that  early,  because  it 
might  be  found,  he  did  not  say,  that  it 
would  be  found,  the  best  mode  of  applying 
these  funds,  unless,  perhaps,  the  education 
of  schoolmasters  was  considered  a  still  better. 
He  saw  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  laugh 
when  he  spoke  of  the  education  of  school* 
mastersj  but  he  auppoaed  he  would  admits 
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that  no  one  was  bom  a  schoolmaster,  aud 
it  would  bo  ncco88ary,  tl^ercforcj  to  educate 
him.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Meniber, 
that  a  half-drunken  tK:houlnia«tcr  was  nut 
a  good  thing,  and  that  a  coxcomb  might  be 
worse ;  pniper  education  would  form  iKoue 
barrier  aaainst  the  introduction  of  theic 
evils.  He  would  repeat,  that  he  felt  great 
difficulty  in  deciding  which  way  he  -should 
vote^  if  the  House  was  to  be  divided.  Uut 
he  hoped,  the  noble  I«ord  and  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  divide  the  Hou^te,  but 
ugroo  to  an  amicable  arrangement  on  the 
qucHtion. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  all  he  wanted 
was  a  Committee  to  investigate  the  sub- 
ject. He  would,  however^  suggest  to  the 
noble  Lord  to  insert  the  words  "  national 
education  **  in  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  Ahercrambif  suggested,  that  the  word 
"national*'  should  be  omitted.  He  wished 
to  have  the  inquiry  directed  to  the  state  of 
education  genersUly^  and  the  effect  of  the 
grant  made  last  Session. 

Lord  4Uhorp  expressed  his  willingness 
^  to  accede  to  the  recommendation  of  his 
right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Abercromby),  and 
begged  to  pro))osc  the  following  Motion, 
whicli  diiiered  but  slightly  from  the 
Amendment  of  his  noble  friend  (  Lord 
Morpeth).  He  would  move  for  a  Select 
C'ommittee  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
education  of  the  people  in  England  and 
Wales,  and  into  the  application  and  effect 
of  the  grant  made  last  Session  for  the 
erection  of  school.houses,  and  to  consider 
the  expediency  of  further  grants  in  aid  of 
education. 

The  other  Motions  were  withdrawn, 
and  the  Motion  of  Lord  A 1  thorp  was 
agreed  to.     Committee  apiH)inted. 

The  Polibii  Emigrants.^  Lord  Dnd^ 
kjif  Sluart  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  distressed  condititm  of  the 
Polish  Refugees  in  this  country.  The  noble 
Lord  briefly  described  the  events  wliich 
had  recently  occurred  in  Poland,  and  which 
had  terminated  in  the  overtlu-ow  of  liberty, 
and  the  establishment  of  the  cruel  despotism 
of  Russia  in  that  ill-fated  country,  and  ex. 
pressed  a  hope,  that  the  House  would  not 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  claims  of  the  brave 
men  who  had  sacrificed  everything  but 
honour  in  the  struggle  for  freedom*  It 
was  well  known,  that  a  remnant  of  the 
gallant  Polish  army,  escaped  from  the 
slaughter  of  which  so  many  thousand  of 
their  compatriots  were  the  victims,  bad 
sought  an  asylum  on  the  shores  of  happy 


England)  where  they  knew  thai  they  had 
a  right  to  expect  to  be  reoeived  with  ho^ 
pitanty.  When  he  roflocted  upon  wh^t 
England  had  in  former  times  do^e  to  as- 
sist the  oppressed  of  other  coi|ntries»  he 
could  not  suppose  the  House  of  CotnmoiiB 
would  neglect  the  unhappy  Poles,  who  bad 
greater  claims  u|^x)n  our  sympathy  than  any 
of  the  former  objocts  of  the  national  gi>- 
ncrosity.  The  House  had  formerly  voted 
large  sums  for  the  relief  of  distressed 
foreigners,  almost  without  remark.  Since 
the  commencement  of  the  present  century, 
no  less  a  sum  than  ^,000,000/.  had  been 
voted  for  objects  of  that  kind,  and  mu^h  of 
the  expenditure  continue^  up  to  the  pre- 
sent day.  Even  during  this  Session,  money 
had  been  voted  for  refugees  who  stood  m 
the  same  situation  hs  those  whose  c^use  he 
humbly  pleaded.  Wliat  claim  had  the 
French  refugees,  clergy  and  laity»  upon 
our  benevolence,  which  tho  Poles  did  not 
possess.^  Having  shown  our  liben^lity  to 
the  distressed  of  all  other  nations,  would  it 
not  be  shameful  now  to  begin  to  hold  our 
hands  in  the  case  of  the  Poles-^  nation 
whose  claim  to  the  admiration  and  grati- 
tude of  Europe  was  universally  allowed  ? 
Much  eloquence  had,  at  various  iieriuds, 
been  em)iloyed  in  the  British  Parliament, 
to  show  the  necessity  for  Poland  being  an 
independent  nation ;  ought  we,  then,  to 
allow  the  men  who  had  gallantly  stood 
forward  in  the  bloody  struggle  to  achieve 
their  national  independence  to  perish  on 
our  shores?  He  h^d,  through  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  obtained  the  formal  eon* 
scut  of  the  Crown,  wbicli'was  necessary 
in  order  to  enable  him  to  bring  forward 
tlie  Motion  with  which  he  meant  to  con* 
elude,  and  he  hojied,  that  it  would  not  be 
opposed  by  the  Government.  England  was 
almost  the  only  country  in  Europe  in 
whicli  a  portion  of  the  public  money  had 
not  been  applied  to  the  relief  of  the  Polish 
refugees.  Even  in  despotic  Austria  relief 
had  been  extended  to  them  by  the  states 
and  France  had  distinguished  herself  by 
the  generosity  of  her  conduct  towards  the 
unfortunate  exiles ;  the  Chamber  of  Dcputiei 
having  voted  no  less  than  3,000,000  of 
francs  (a  sum  equivalent  to  about  140^000/.) ' 
for  their  support.  The  sum  which  he  was 
about  to  ask  for,  would  be  insignificant 
when  compared  with  that  given  by  the 
French,  and  could  not  be  objected  to  on 
the  score  of  economy,  for  it  would  not  be 
felt  by  any  one  in  the  nation.  The  m^ney 
which  he  asked  for  would  not  be  seat  out 
of  the  covatryt  u  had  b^Q  tftf  we  mik 
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olker  fKurlkmeiitary  gniBto,  and  so  far  thi:i 
wm  an  argutnent  in  favour  of  his  pvofMai. 
tioa.  On  a  fonncar  oceanon  the  Houao  had 
cheeffuUy  voted  200^0001.  to  be  aent  to 
sttftien  in  Ruwa,  and  \0(KOOOL  to  mif. 
fsfctrt  in  Garmany.  There  was  no  ground 
iifKMi  whksh  it  appeared  to  him  hU  Motion 
could  be  resiftedi  exceptj  perhaps,  the  fear 
ni  giving  offence  to  the  Russian  govern* 
ment;  but  he  would  not  for  a  moment 
believe  that  Ministers  could  be  actuated  by 
such  a  base  motive.  The  noble  Lord  drew 
an  affeuting  picture  of  the  distressed  situiu 
tion  of  the  Pt)Ush  refugees  in  the  metro* 
polis,  and  read  a  letter  addressed  to  him 
by  a  distinguished  Pole,  in  which  the 
writer  said^  that  his  countrymen  looked 
f<2rward  to  Ym  Motion  as  their  last  hope. 
He  did  not  ask  the  country  to  make  any 
great  sacrifice ;  in  fact^  he  was  quite  wil- 
ling that  the  grant  should  be  restricted  to 
those  who  were  at  present  in  this  country, 
and  that  all  future  claimants  should  be 
held  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  it.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded,  by  moving,  "that  the 
House  resolve  into  Committee  to  consider 
the  propriety  of  an  humble  address  being 
presented  to  his  Majesty,  praying  that  his 
Majesty  would  be  graciously  pleased  to 
direct  that  some  pecuniary  assistance  be 
ailbrded  to  the  distressed  Poles  at  present 
in  this  country,  and  to  assure  his  Majesty 
that  the  Houfle  would  make  good  the  same.*' 

Mr.  Buckingbam  seeonded  the  Motion. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  very  much  feared 
I  oonsiderabte  ineanvenience  might  arise  from 
a  general  gnmt,  as  it  would  invite  an  in- 
daftDite  infhix  of  Poles  into  this  country, 
and,  therelbre,  he  was  pleased  to  find  that 
his  noble  friend  had  consented  to  confine 
the  grant  to  those  who  were  at  present  in 
the  country.  With  respect  to  the  Polish 
emigrants,  it  was  undoubtedly  true,  tliat 
they  were  now  suffering  esitrcme  distress. 
The  causes  which  had  led  to  that  sufiering 
weve  certainly  such  as  to  excite  very  genersJ 
and  deep  commiseration ;  but  the  distress 
itself,  «ven  apart  from  those  causes,  was 
qjuite  sufficient  to  account  for  the  very 
l^eoeroua  sympathy  which  had  been  so  ex. 
teasLvely  felt  en  their  account.  In  these 
circumstances,  feeling  that  private  sub. 
scriptiona  were  the  proper  means  by  which 
the  objects  of  charities  of  this  sort  ought  to 
he  accomplished,  but  apprehensive  that  the 
funds  thus  derived  were  nearly,  if  not  en- 
tirely, exhausted,  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  come  to  the  determination  not  to 
oppose  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  on 
the  understanding,  that  those  who  pro* 


moted  the  grant  would  concur  in  limiting 
it  to  those  Poles  who  were  now  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  Cuiiar  Fergusstm  was  heartily 
grateful  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers  for  their 
assent  to  this  Motion.  He  must,  also, 
cordially  express  his  approbation  of  the 
restrictions  imposed  by  Government,  as 
well  as  gratitude  for  the  liberal  and  gener- 
ous spirit  which  had  induced  the  Ministers 
to  accede  to  the  request  of  his  noble  friend. 

The  Motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  it  was 
ordered,  that  the  House  should,  on  the 
following  day,  resolve  itself  into  the  said 
Committee. 

Stbam  Coumunication  with  India.3 
Mr.  Charles  Grant,  in  moving  for  the  ap-> 
pointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  best  means  of  promoting  the  com. 
munieation  with  India  by  steam,  observed, 
that  the  East- India  Company  had  not  ne^ 
lectc<l  its  duty  on  this  important  subject. 
The  Company  had  employed  a  vessel  to 
survey  the  coasts,  and  had  already  estab- 
lished steam  navigation  between  Bombay 
and  the  Red  Sea.  Two  routes  had  been 
pointed  out,  one  by  the  Red  Sea,  another 
by  the  Euphrates ;  and  the  consideration  of 
which  was  the  better  of  the  two  would 
form  an  interesting  subject  of  inquiry  in 
the  Committee.  He  would  then  only  move 
fer  its  appointoMnt. 

Mr.  Iiume  supported  the  Motion,  and 
expressed  his  thanks  to  the  right  bon.  Gen. 
tlcnian  for  the  trouble  and  interest  he  had 
taken  on  the  subject. 

The  Committee  was  appointed. 

Pensions  (Civil  Offices).]  Sir  James 
Graham  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Pensions  (Civil  Offices)  Bill. 

Mr.  Hwne  opposed  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill.  He  wislied  the  Bill  to  be  divided 
into  two,  to  embrace  the  two  parts  of 
which  it  ocmsisted.  He  recommended  that, 
in  all  eases,  each  claim  for  retiring  pensions 
should  be  brought  before  l\u*liament,  and 
he  ob)ected  to  the  pensions  enjoyed  by 
several  persona  who  had  filled  Ministerial 
offices,  but  were  now  in  possession  of  large 
incomes. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  tlie  coming  to 
Parliament  in  each  case  would  lead  to  ex- 
travagance, for,  in  a  popular  assembly,  there 
was  always  a  readiness  to  grant  pensions  in 
individual  cases,  although  there  would  be 
much  jealousy  in  sanctioning  such  as  were 
left  to  the  responsibility  of  Ministers.  Ho 
was  oonvincedi  that  the  best  system  was  to 
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Irish  Church. — Bxtsinrss  op  tuk 
lIouHE.]  The  Earl  of  Wkklow  guvc  no- 
tice! that,  on  Friday,  he  would  move,  ihat 
Jl  copy  of  the  Commission  issued  to  inquirti 
into  the  state  of  the  property  of  the  Church 
K\t  Ireland  should  be  laid  before  that 
lloufto.  Having  given  this  notice,  the 
\kkMc  l«:arl  stated,  that  he  thought  it  a 
«hity  he  owed  to  the  House,  to  detail  the 
<^umstanccs  which  prevented  him  from 

SttUff  it  lest  night.  He  came  down  to 
t^  ttottio  at  four  o'clock,  with  the  inten- 
^»«K  M*  the  course  of  the  evening,  of  giving 
MWd^  uolico.  He  was  prevented  from 
f^JviN^liuj?  his  intention-  hv  the  sudden 
»thW*fr  iw  which  is  adjourned. 

hh»  iki  llOt  meil  IIA  anvmk^r^ 
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■•  V«i  bcea  for  several 
,  Mid  during 
public  bnsi- 
e«A  al  five  oVIock. 
«  vtMt  «f0,  had  intro- 
luc^fik  ii«ti.  Kvictsi.'v,  ««i  «««r  since  it  had 
K^«i  '141 -o-^  joltifi^  I*.  Me  was  aware, 
,'ht«  .  u  AuuM  «M«  vc  edMf  business  at 
vvTvr  An^mt^  •:  SMt  K  twi  o  clock  fcr 
4,-niv4  s.  S^tivi^oM^  %W  HvHMe  aasenbM 
i;  i*%v  «^  .^'i.v^.  iic  v\i«viMtlf<«  of  Privi- 
io^ ;  4;  »»wmh  ^  «;»  mi  Ike  habit  of 
j.^,xv»ic  4v  V--  .» Vt.v<  tr\5*w8lT  to  hear 
<*•'vnl^>f  iv«i  x>*  \%ju'^tc4.  l>wiltf«»cbise- 
tt>etts  l^.  '  \U  hM  •<^^  wirferrtood, 
^•^nrr,  tbj*  I'Kf  saKtT^c;:  wpoft  the 
^^  jjnBKA  1^.  *  M  ^vATv  **»  ti»  bt^^fi^re  in 
auiy  mjMii<f<  w  ;i  iW  rvtiT^Ur  b«siwf«  of 
tfec  HvH#^  jit  ax^  IW  ««i  iw  u»pwe* 
$ic«k  Attvl  h*»  bcii^nw*  U  w**  the  wnpivssion 
o4r  Huu\  ttv'^iW  tsVvU  b«^$Kk«  bMttself«  as 
S*  Wk**  a  v\H»s.vswy:b\-  inMnber  coming 
xlo«»  i^>  ^h^•^  lUHft.'v  \^^«ftUay  at  iweoiy 
anuut^  In^  a>«>  vwXvlu  «»  be  was  $roiog 
awav,  the  H\VM«e^  be4:»^  i>m«  adjourued. 
He  ^ivl  kK>t  lMs^Ml  iv^  $aY«  tbat  yesiunday  it 
*ji*  uvM  ov^^vU'm  u*  ^^c  Hou^e  to  have 
A^^,v^rvw\l  its%li  MK.Mt'  b^^N  <»  ^v  a  noble 
1a^  to  iiK^>v  the  asi|s^u.tn\Hrat;  but  soqm 
nv4ice  of  the  luictttKHi  K^  do  90  ought  lo 
ha^c  th^^i  civ«««  He  wa$  ia  the  llouse 
when  the  ai\|vHiTuiiM^t  l\K>k  places  but  it 
took  hiMt  by  »arpi);»c«  The  atijoumnieiit, 
he  U'lieuni^  \^as  put  bv  the  noble  and 
loaniixl  l.oni  from  the  Wvx^back,  witboiil 
any  noble  ljor\l  having  made  a  nwtion  to 
that  cHccU  He  atlmittx^l,  that  the  noble 
■  and  learned  U^rd  had  a  ri^ht  to  originate 
{ that  or  any  other  Motion  in  that  House ; 
'  but  if  he  hftd  acted  conformably  with  the 
,  orders  of  the  House,  he  vouM  have  lel^ 
the  Woolsack  ior  the  purpose  of  making 
I  it ;  instead  of  which  the  noble  and  learned 
!  lx>rd  rose  in  his  place,  and  at  once  moved 
I  the  adjournment.  He,  for  one,  certainly 
I  did  not  hear  the  Motion.  He  had  thus 
thought  it  right  to  explain  the  cause  of  his 
having  allowed  a  single  day  to  pass  with- 
out giving  notice  of  a  Motion  for  the  pro- 
duction of  a  copy  of  a  Commission  to 
which  he  had  referred. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  begged  to  state, 
for  the  information  of  their  Lordships, 
some  circumstances  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  not  stated  in  the  account  he  had  just 
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HalC-a-doKB  wMe  Ln^ 
tliere  m  maoe.    TW  Warwick 
tbcDy  benn^O'vief,  Kiud 
to  lit  tiK!i«  litMi  kM-fitm. 
o'clock,   doing  aodiifig. 
Lords  did  not  choose  to 
He  should  certainly  lem  fw  the  fini 
time,  that  that  was  hit  datr,  if  he  Aiwdd 
be  so  tnslnieted  that  m^    He  had  at 
least  ^y  times  adjoonied  the  Hovfe  at  a 
qaarter  past  four  <?ciock  whea  there  vat 
no  bosioest  or  notice  in  the  oider-hook, 
and  no  noble  Lords  pfetent.     It  vat  gene- 
rally his  practice  to  ask  tome  noble  Loid, 
mostly  the  noble  Earl  (the  E«l  of  Shaftes- 
bury), to  moTe  the  adjoarament  before  he 
put  it  from  the  Woolsack;  and  he  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  did  not  kaov  that  be  had 
not  done  to  yesterday.    The  House  vat 
of  courte  avare,  that  tuch  a  Motion  vas  a 
very  simple  thing;    that   it    vas    done 
almott  by  a  nod  of  the  head ;  no  argu- 
ment or  long  tpeech  vas  necestary  in 
making  it ;  and  it  might,  therefore,  easily 

Sass  unperceived.    As  a  Member  of  that 
[oute,  be  had  a  right  to  move  the  ad- 
journment.   The  noble  Earl  admitted  this, 
but  alleged  that  he  had  not  stepped  out 
from  the  Woolsack  as  he  ought  to  have 
done.     Really  he  ought  to  be  proud  to 
think,  that  this  vat  the  only  charge  of 
irregularity  that  could  be  brought  againtt 
him.     If  he  had  but  thought  of  taking  one 
step  to  the  left,  and  then  one  step  to  the 
right,  backwards,  and  had   then   again 
returned  to  the  Wooltack,  he  would  have 
performed  all  the  evolutiont  of  office,  and 
done  all  that  the  dutiet  of  regularity  and 
etiquette  which  he  owed  to  their  Lordships 
required  of  him.     Had  he  but  made  these 
simple  movements,  he  would  have  been 
the  most  regular  of  all  mortal  Speakers  of 
their  Lordships'  House.    But  the  noble 
Earl  was  present,  and  did  not  set  him 
right,  or  complain  of  the  adjournment. 
He  had  asked  more  than  once  if  any  noble 
Lord  had  any  Motion  to  make,  and  the 
noble  Earl  made  no  answer.    The  ques- 
tion he  would  ask,  however,  was,  **  Had 
substantial  injustice  been  done?**    The 
noble    Earl's    notice    was    for    Friday ; 
and  was  it  not  in  time  on  Wednesday  ? 
Moreover,  when  he  was  told  by  the  noble 
Earl  last  evening,  that  the  noble  Eari  had 


him.  a 
If  he  ahoakiK  Hid. 
hit  dvry  to  til  theve  tili 
the  hoar  stood  esadlT 
5  npoo  the  diaJ,  he  voold  vwi  tiL 
hot  Iw  Ihoaght 
erppndknie  of 

The  Eail  of  Widkltnc  thoo^ 
tkm  was,  not  vhat  mischief  had  been  done, 
bat  vhat  maacfaief  maghi  accrae  froia  the 
system  of  the  noble  aad  learaed  Lord. 
The  question  of  ad|ioiiFnmeDt  ought  to  be 
put  in  an  audible  saanner,  so  as  to  be 
heard  by  all  Membert  of  the  Hoase.  This 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  certainly 
not  done.  Then  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  told  them  that  he  vas  villing  to 
return  after  having  adjourned  the  House. 
This  vas  another  instance  of  the  noble 
Lord's  ignorance  of  the  forms  of  the  House. 
There  should  be  some  regular  under- 
standing as  to  the  hour  of  commencino^ 
business. 

The  Lord   Chancellor  utterly    denied 
that  he  had  not  put  the  question  in  a  tone 
sufficiently  audible  to  be  heard   in  the 
back  seat  of  the  gallery.    The  noble  Eari, 
he  believed,  was  too  much  occupied  to 
hear  him.     That  was  not  his  fault,  for  he 
was  not  bound  to  find  ears  for  any  of 
their  Lordships.     He  acknowledged  the 
superiority  of  the  noble  Eari  over  him  in 
an   acquaintance  with  the  forms  of  the 
House.    He  was  willing  to  admit,  that 
the  noble  Earl's  knowledge  was  as  much 
superior  to  his,  as  the  noble  Earl  himself 
believed  it  to  be  ;  and  he  could  not  carry 
concession  to  a  higher  point.     To  the 
noble  Earl  that  House  was,  as  it  were, 
native ;  to  him  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  it 
was  only  "  hospitable."    But  it  was  really 
too  bad  of  the  noble  Earl,  with  his  know- 
ledge of  the  forms,  first  to  mislead  him 
into  the  belief  that  he  could  come  back 
to    the  Woolsack    after   adjourning  w 
House— for  he  it  was  that  recomroendett 
it—and  then  to  condemn  him  for  contem- 
plating such  a  thing.    The  no^*«  ^*,i;„: 
a  son  of  a  Lord  Chief  Justice  (Lord  wi 


U1 


JBmploffment 


{COMMONS} 


^/Lahourtrg. 


Ui 


The  House  a^^ain  eiamined  witneasea 
OD  the  Warwiok  Borough  Bill. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  June  4>  1834. 

MiNUTBa.]    Billi.    Rcwl  ft  leoond  time :— Adminloii  Of 
FmwMii     rommlttert  '.-^Pvirivhiaeot  of  Dcatlu 

Potitioqt  iirfH»)l»l.  By  Mti  Barino,  ftom  Christian  Roii- 
dent9  in  London,  for  removing  tivo  Civil  Disabilities  of 
tbe  Jeiw.~By  Sir  Hon ald  Faftouiov,  fhm  Sweinlon, 
fcr  the  S«|«ra(iaii  of  Chunih  aM  SUI«.^By  Mr.  Roasar 
Fbrgusok,  Mr.  Inoham.  Sir  Gaoaoa  Caylbv,  and  Mr. 
BiTHKL,  from  four  Places,— for  the  Repeal  of  the  Reci- 
procity of  Duties  Act.— By  Mr.  Littlkton.  ftom  the 
Proiviaton  of  Coal  Mines  in  StaftmUhiffw  aguQit  sucli 
Mims  being  Assessed  to  the  Popr  Rate.— By  the  same, 
and  by  Colonel  Wood,  Mr.  Huobbb  Huohba,  Sir  Ricmard 
SiiuoN,  Mff,  DvFriRi.0,  and  I.ocd  Oram  villr  SoMKRavr, 
ftom  «weial  Places,  a^iiut  tbe  Univ«nity  AdmissiM 
QiU.— By  Mr.  E.  Bullbr«  firoari  Stone,  for  Relief  to  the 
AgrieultuNd  Interest— By  Mr.  Wilkb,  Colonel  CakoLhr, 
Mr.  Giojiol  BaRRaLBY  and  Mr.  Plvmpthv,  ftom  several 
Places  for  an  iwniiry  Into  ttte  Causes  of  Drunkonness.— 
By  Mr.  Gkorob  Brbkblbt,  ftom  sevcial  Pbwes,  ftir  the 
Belter  Observanoeof  the  Lord's  Day.— By  Losd  Robbbt 
Mavnbrb  aod  Mr.  Rica  Trbtor,  ftom  seviscal  Plaoes. 
for^  Protection  to  the  Established  Church — By  the  same, 
and  Mr.  Pointx,  tnaa  seveial  Places,— against  the 
Claims  ot  the  Diasattan.— By  Sir  Wiuuiaji  Chattor 
«od  Sergeant  SrANiuB,  horn  Islington,  and  two  other 
Places,— against  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill;  and 
by  Mr.  Jsavia,  Mr.  Gborob  Bbbkmlbt,  and  another 
Hon.  Mm^RIR*  ftom  sfveial  Plaees.-agaiwt  Clausm  in 
the  above  Bill.- By  Mr.  Grotb,  Mr.  Wilks,  Mr.  N. 
Saawf,  and  Mr.  BaocKbf  BunaT,  from  seTccal  Places, — 
against  Church  Rat«.— By  Mr.  Orotb,  tnm  the  Tower 
Hamlet  fbr  a  Clause  in  the  JustieeeoC  the  Pmm  Bill— 
By  Mr.  Fbahous  O'Connor ,  fhun  RathcormicI^,  and  other 
Plaoes,  i^ahist  the  Tithes  (Ireland)  Bill ;  from  two  Places, 
for  tbo  Riipaal  of  the  Unio«.— By  Mr.  Jbryw,  ftoaa 
Chester,  for  a  Clause  in  the  County  Rates  BilL— By  Mr. 
FoMT,  Lord  MonpxTH,  and  Mr.  Wiucs,  from  ceveral 
Plaoes,  for  Relief  to  the  Dissenters.— By  Lord  Morpbth. 
Sir  IX  K.  SANDBoig»,  Dr.  Lubiubotoii,  Colonel  Da  vim, 
and  Mr.  RoaaucK,  trom  a  Number  of  Place*,— against 
the  Poor  Laws'  Amendment  Bill.— By  Lord  Morpkth  and 
Mr.  HBBRiBa,  from  several  Places,— for  Proteekion  to  the 
EslablishedChurch.-'^By  LordO.  Lbnnox,  Colonel  Lyoon, 
and  Mr.  Hxathcotb,  from  several  PlacGB,-.>for  tbo  Con- 
thiuanee  of  thcLabour  Rate  Act— By  Sir  C.  Burrbll  and 
Mbl  H.  Hawdlbv,  from  three  Places,— against  the  Sale  of 
Boer  Act— Ay  Sir  Gborab  Stauntom,  from  Bmsworth. 
for  Protection  to  the  Fisheries  in  that  Neighbourhood. — 
By  Mr.  Plvmvtrb,  from  Stapleford,  for  Protecting  Mem- 
taBBB  of  the  Ckumh  of  England,  against  a  OompulsoBy 
AtteiMJance  on  Popilh  and  other  Religious  CareBnonias.o- 
By  Mr.  G.  Bbrkm.by,  from  Westbury  upon  Severn,  for 
Poor  Laws  to  lreland.-^By  Mr.  S.  Macrbnus,  firom  the 
Paioahial  MMotnartars  of  DiogwBll.  dWi.  for  an  hMmiad 
SUpendi 

Employment  of  LABouRERa.]  Sir 
Charles  Burrell  having  moved  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Labourer's  Employment  Bill,  expressed  his 
sincere  regret  at  finding  that  it  was  likely 
to  be  opposed.  He  hoped  he  should  be 
able  to  inauoe  the  noble  Lord  oppasite  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed,  as  he  thought  the  most 
oonremcal  oourae  to  pursue  would  be  to 


take  the  debate  on  the  principle  of  the 
measure  after  it  came  out  of  the  Committee 
in  an  amended  shape.    The  prenent  measure 
waa  merely  a  oontinuatioir  of  tlia  Bill  of 
last  year,  which  had  been  most  benoBcial 
in  its  operation.    A  petition  bad  been  pre* 
sented  that  night,  in  favour  of  its  rfr* 
enactment,  signed  by  aU  the  Magiatnites 
belonging  to  tbe  western  district  of  Sua* 
sex,  with  the  exception  of  one,  and  that 
Magistrate  declined  to  attach  his  signature 
to  the  petition  simply  because  he  was  not 
well  enough  acquainted  with  the  subiect. 
He  held  a  similar  petition  in  his  hand  trom 
the  inhabitants  of  Famham,  in  Surrey,  to 
which  he  begged  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House.    The  clerk,  on  the  call  of  the 
hon.    Baronet,  read    tbe    petition.       He 
thought  the  statement  contained  in  that 
petition  would  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  the 
House  of  the  great  benefit  which  had  a^ 
tended    the   operation  of  the   Labourers' 
Emplnyment    Bill.       He  had    paid    some 
attention  to  the  manner  in  which  that  Bill 
had  worked ;  and  he  knew   that  certain 
parishes  had,   bv  the  application  of  that 
measure,  succceoed  in  reducing  the  number 
of  their  unemployed  labourers  from  596  to 
243.     The  Poor-rates  had  also  been  reduced 
from  700/.  8^.  10£^.  per  month  to  299/.  \5». 
Id. ;  being  a  diminution  of  no  less  an  amount 
than  400/.   13#.  Sd.  per  month,  or  about 
4,897/.    a*year.       He    thought   he   need 
scarcely  state  any  further  proof  of  the  benc- 
fioial  operation  of  the  Labourers'  Employ- 
ment Bill.     He  knew  that  the  Poor.*kiw 
Commissioners  had  expressed  an  objection 
to  tbe  Bill,  on  the  gronnd  of  its  not  being 
in  unison  with  the  original  intentkm  of  the 
Poor-laws ;  but  he  believed  that  the  pkn 
they  recommended  of  employing  paupers  in 
Poor-phousea  was  not  less  at  variance  with 
the  principle  of  the  43rd  of  Elizabeth. 
Beside^  the  fact  of  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne, 
a  gentleman  so  well  acquainted  with  the 
operation  of  the  Poor-laws,  and    whase 
opinion  on  any  point  connected  with  them 
waa  well  entidol  to  respect,  having  refused 
to  sign  a  paner  which  had  been  transmitted 
to  the  Excoequer  by  the  other  Poor-law 
Commissioners,  was  a  circumstance  which 
he  thought  told  very  much  in  favour  of  the 
present  measure.     The  case  of  the  parish 
of  Pulborough  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
Poor-law  Coibmissioners,  as  demonstrating 
the  injustice  which  the  present  Bill  was 
calculated  to  inflict ;  but,  to  prove  what  an 
erroneous  inference  those  learned  Commis- 
sioners had  drawn  from  the  facts  of  the 
case^  be  would  take  the  liberty  of 
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ta  tlie  HoMWi  the  ofnnioo  of  the  reverend 
|ifr.  Austin  on  the  mtgect.  Tbe  hon-  Ba- 
jQoet  r^  the  following  letter,  wkieh  was 
UiiA  before  the  Select  Coininittee  on  Emi- 
gppationin  1897,  by  Walter  Bunmll,  Esq.  :f«*- 

Sir, — I  send  you  ihe  expenses  of  the  parish 
nf  Pulborough,  in  the  county  of  Sussex,  fpr 
one  year.  You  will  see,  that  3 1 8i.  of  the  Poor- 
raiea  are  thrown  away  on  idle  men  on  the 
foads ;  and  that,  in  five  years,  including  the 
highway  rales,  3,554/.  have  heen  expended  on 
the  rpad^a  pf  which  1,932^.  have  heen  taken 
frpq)  the  Poor-rales.  In  the  years  epding 
April,  ^824  ^d  1825,  the  oceupiers  of  land 
eraployed  one  man  on  their  f^rpis  fqr  every 
25/.  a-year  rating  in  the  poor-hook,  which 
continued  partly  through  the  year  1B26,  ex- 
cept by  one  person  occupying  400  acres,  who 
will  not  take  his  proportion,  whioh  has  induced 
the  other  oecnpiers  of  land  to  disoontinue 
their  prepeition ;  apd  we  have  new  ninety«five 
men  on  tite  roads,  qtany  of  Ibem  without 
tpoUi,    If  ^t  not  worth  considering  whether 

the  dete^tpination  of  a  large  ms^^^i^y  ^^  ^ 
parish  to  employ  the  agricultural  lal)ourers  in 
any  way  which  shall  not  favour  ope  pnore  than 
another,  with  the  approbation  of  the  Magis- 
trates in  Petty  or  Quarter  Sessions,  might  not 
be  made  legally  binding  on  the  minority  ?  I 
am  aware  rauoli  care  must,  be  taken  to  prevent 
an  unequal  pressure,  eapeeially  on  small 
|Nirish«i« 

I  am.  Sir,  with  great  respect, 
Your  obedient  bumble  servant, 

J.  Austin,  Eeptor, 
Pulborpugh,  Dep.  14, 1826. 

In  hi*  efoiaien,  any  enactmeal  compelling 
lubouxeia,  who  were  thrown  out  of  em« 
ployiiient  by  lenpocavy  illnett,  or  eonie 
aeddeotel  ctieunurtanoe,  to  go  to  the  poor^ 
house  would  be  regarded  with  an  ill  feeling 
by  the  poor ;  and  he  tberefoi^  thought*  that 
thoaa  gentlemen  who  were  of^aed  to  the 
Poombwa'  Amendment  Bill  ought  to  sup- 
pott  the  present  Bill,  as  he  was  confident 
it  would  be  found  to  act  in  some  degree  as 
a  aafotf-valve  U>  the  meafure  of  Govern^* 
rnenl.  What  he  wanted  to  see  was  the 
laboQier  empUiyed  and  well  paid,  and  good 
will  and  bmooQy  prevailing  in  the  agricuU 
tHittl  paiishea  of  the  eountry ;  and,  hetieving 
that  the  present  Bill  would  tend  to  produce 
thai  deairable  state  of  things,  he  trusted  that 
iiw  Houae  would  oonaent  to  read  the  Bill 
»  »eoDd  time.  The  hon.  Banmet  concluded 
bgr  moving  the  aeoond  reading  of  the  Bill, 
friiidi  Motion  having  been  seconded, 

llr.  Leeok,  as  a  practical  i^calturiat, 
oould  speak  to  the  beneficial  eiroets  of  the 
former  Labeur-fate  Act,  the  renewal  of 
wiuoh  merited  the  approbation  of  the 
Hoofo.    The  BiU  vras  oaly  a  penniflave 


Bill,  and  no  parish  need  adopt  it  unless 
three-fourths  of  the  rate-payers  in  vestry 
assembled  were  desirous  so  to  da  It  would 
in  no  case  oompd  any  one  to  pay  more 
than  he  at  present  paid ;  and  it  had  the 
great  advantage  of  taking  the  labotirers 
mnn  unprofitable  labour,  and  empioving 
them  in  the  improveasent  of  th^  soil  by 
engaging  them  in  purely  agrictiltural  labour, 
thereby  rendering  them  much  more  moral 
in  their  conduct,  industrious  in  their 
habits,  and  more  ocmifortahle  in  their 
families,  than  when  employed  in  parish 
work;  for  it  was  well  known,  that  very 
little  attention  was  paid  to  the  labourers 
engaged  in  parish  work;  and  they  were 
consequently  enaUed  to  pass  much 
their  time  in  beer-housea.  The  former  Bill 
had  proved  highly  satisfactory  to  the 
labourers  themselves  as  well  as  to  the 
farmers.  He  therefore  trusted*  that  the 
Houae  would  allow  the  Bill  to  go  into 
Committee,  where  any  improvements  that 
could  be  suggested  might  be  introduoed. 

Mr.  Slaney  thouj^t  the  Bill  would  be 
prejudicial  in  its  enects.  There  was  this 
difference  between  the  Bill  passed  in  the 
last  Session  and  the  present  BilU-^that 
whereas  the  former  measure  required,  pre- 
vious to  its  application  to  any  parish,  that 
the  consent  of  thred-fourths  of  the  TBt&> 
payers  should  be  obtained,  the  Bill  now 
under  consideration  made  the  consent  of 
thfee-pfouTths  of  those  in  vestry  assembled 
only  requisite;  thus  putting  it  in  the 
power  of  a  few  busybodies  in  a  parish  to 
force  the  measure  upon  their  fellow  rate. 
piyers.  In  the  former  Bill,  a  clause  was 
introduced,  providing  that  the  measure 
should  not  apply  to  any  parish  in  which  the 
Poor-rates  were  not  above  5s.  in  the  pound 
on  the  rack-rent,  thereby  exempting  from 
its  operation  all  parishes  in  which  good 
management  prevailed.  In  the  present 
BiU,  however,  that  salutary  provisiim  was 
entirely  omitted.  But  he  rested  his  main 
objection  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground, 
that  its  provisions  were  ooptiary  to  all 
principle,  inasmuch  as  they  compelled 
a  man  to  employ  a  certain  number  of  lai* 
boturers  whether  he  needed  them  or  not. 
He  thought,  that  the  Bill  would  prove 
misehievous,  inasmuch  as  it  gave  the  Ma<» 
gistrates  too  great  a  power  of  interference, 
and  placed  the  bad  and  good  labourer  on 
the  same  level.  The  Poor-law  Commis. 
sioners  were  decidedly  opposed  to  the  prin- 
dple  of  the  Labourer's  £mplo3rment  Bill ; 
and  seeing  that  a  measure  founded  on  their 
iqport*  andcftkulAted  to  remove  th^ovilf  of 
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which  the  hon.  Baronet  complained^  was 
now  hefore  the  House,  he  "should  certainly 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  the  pre^ 
sent  Bill.  In  addition  to  the  other  disad- 
vantages which  he  had  mentioned,  he 
might  state  that,  in  the  course  of  time,  he 
had  no  douht  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
doubling  the  rates  which  it  was  the  object 
of  the  Bill  to  lighten.  On  these  grounds, 
he  should  give  the  Bill  his  decided  oppo- 
sition. 

Mr.  Denison  expressed  his  concurrence 
in  all  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Charles  Burrell)  as  to  the  benefits 
which  might  be,  and  had  been,  derived 
from  the  application  of  the  principle  of 
this  BilL  He  could  state  that,  in  sixteen 
parishes  in  Surrey,  where  it  had  been  ap- 
plied, the  Poor-rate  had  been  reduced  one- 
half ;  the  number  of  paupers  had  been 
diminished  in  the  same  proportion  ;  besides 
which,  the  condition  of  the  land  had  been 
considerably  improved.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  hoped  the  Bill  would  receive 
the  sanction  of  the  House.  If  there  were 
any  objectionable  parts  in  it,  they  might  be 
modified  in  the  Committee.  It  should  be 
recollected  that  it  was  only  an  experiment, 
and  intended  to  be  temporary ;  but  even  as 
a  temporary  measure,  it  would  tend  to  im- 
prove the  operation  of  the  Poor-laws' 
Amendment  Bill. 

Mr.  Heathcote,  having  presented  a  num. 
her  of  petitions  to  the  House  in  favour  of 
this  measure  from  the  county  which  he  re. 
presented,  felt  himself  called  upon  to  say  a 
few  words  in  support  of  it,  which  he  consi- 
dered well  worthy  the  attention  of  the 
House,  from  the  many  advantages  that 
were  likely  to  arise  from  it.  One  great 
comfort  that  it  would  produce  to  the  coun. 
try  generally  was,  the  application  of  a  much 
greater  quantity  of  labour  to  land  than 
could  be  afforded  at  present  This  would 
occur  by  the  removal  of  all  the  useless 
labour  that  was  now  thrown  away  upon 
loads  to  the  cultivation  of  the  land.  He 
approved  too,  of  the  principle  maintained 
by  this  Bill,  that  the  majority  in  each 
parish  was  to  bind  the  minority,  if  they 
diose,  to  r^ulate  the  labour  of  the  parish 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  or  on  the 
principles  which  it  laid  down.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  this  measure  would  prove  a  most 
useful  auxiliary  to  the  Poor  Laws'  Amend- 
ment BilL 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  considered  it  very 
desirable  that  the  inhabitants  of  a  parish 
should  be  compelled  to  pay  the  sums  which 

|bqr  night  agree  to  p«yi  for  it  was  wall 


known,  that  many  persons  in  a  parish,  sAer 
having  voluntarily  agreed  to  pay  a  certain 
sum  towards  the  labour  fund,  had,  in  less 
than  a  month  after,  refused  to  continue 
their  payments.  He  approved  of  the  ge- 
neral principle  of  the  BUI,  and,  feeling  as. 
surod  that  it  would  also  work  well  in  prac- 
tice, he  should  give  it  his  support. 

Colonel  Torrent  viewed  this  Bill  as 
most  erroneous  in  principle  and  mischievous 
in  practice.  There  could  be  nothing  just 
in  compeUing  people  to  pay  for  labour  over 
and  above  what  they  required.  A  parish 
might  as  well  be  called  upon  at  once  to 
support  a  thousand  or  any  other  given 
number  of  labourers,  although  it  might  not 
require  half  that  number.  This  was  nothing 
better  than  an  agrarian  law,  or  at  least  was 
calculated  to  lead  to  sucb  a  law.  Nothing 
could  be  worse  in  principle  than  accumu. 
lating  idle  labourers  in  a  parish,  and  de- 
ducting from  the  productive  industry  of 
others  to  support  them.  If  there  were  a 
surplus  of  labourers  in  a  parish,  the  proper 
way  to  deal  with  them  would  be,  if  they 
could  not  be  employed  on  the  land,  to  ap- 
ply them  to  the  increase  of  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  country.  Convinced  that 
this  measure  would  prove  to  be  practicaUy 
injurious,  he  should  give  it  his  decided  op- 
position, 

Mr.  Baring  would  look  rather  to  the 
manner  in  which  this  Bill  was  likely  to 
work  than  to  any  general  principle  which 
it  might  involve.  He  had  inquired  into 
this  subject,  and  found  that  there  were 
various  opinions  in  different  parts  of  the 
country.  Some  of  the  witnesses  who  had 
been  examined  before  the  Committee,  had 
spoken  most  favourably  of  the  measure, 
whilst  others  disapproved  of  its  practical 
results.  He  entertained  no  doubt  of  its 
beneficial  effects  in  parishes  that  were* 
purely  agricultural,  and  where  no  other 
species  of  labour  was  going  on ;  but  he 
considered  it  oppressive  to  ms^Le  small 
tradespeople  pay  for  labour  which  they  did 
not  want.  He  should  have  been  glad  if  his 
hon.  friend  had  not  for  the  present  pressed 
this  Bill  until  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Bill  had  been  disposed  of,  and  it  could  be 
known  what  was  done  with  that  important 
measure.  He  could  have  wished,  that  his 
hon.  friend  had  waited  to  see  how  that  Bill 
would  work,  and,  in  the  next  Session,  the 
measure  might  be  more  fitly  introduced  as 
an  auxiliary,  if  it  should  be  deemed  requi- 
site. He  had  undoubtedly  found  that,  in 
some  parishes  in  his  own  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood^ Ae  Labour  Rato  Bill  oparated 
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with  a  very  beneficial  effect,  although  this 
might  not  be  generally  the  case  throughout 
the  country.  He  hoped,  that  his  hon. 
friend  would  withdraw  the  Bill  for  the 
present. 

Sir  Harry  Verney  said,  that  there  were 
many  parishes  where  there  was  but  little 
occasion  for  labour^  and  it  would  be  hard 
\o  compel  small  annuitants  and  others  who 
did  not  require  labourers  to  pay  for  their 
support.  He  was,  however,  favourable  to 
the  general  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
felt  some  difficulty  as  to  how  he  should 
vote,  lest  this  measure  should  in  any  degree 
clash  with  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill 
which  the  noble  Lord  near  him  had  intro- 
duced, and  which  he  hoped  to  see  brought 
to  a  successful  issue. 

Mr.  Hidoombe  would  support  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Baronet.  It  was  intended  to  be 
in  operation  only  for  one  year,  and  would 
enable  the  fiumers  to  get  over  the  winter. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  in  any  respect 
interfere  with  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Poulett  Scrope  was  understood  to 
say,  that  the  Bill  would  be  subversive  of  the 
benefits  which  were  likely  to  accrue  from 
the  noble  Lord's  Bill  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  Poor  Laws.  At  any  rate,  the  pre- 
sent Bill  ought  not  to  be  passed  tUl  the 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill  had  been  car- 
ried into  execution.  The  Labour-xate  was 
nothing  but  the  allowance  system  in  dis- 
guise, and  he  felt  compelled  to  give  his  op- 
position to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Dwelt  said,  that  as  nobody  had  yet 
moved,  he  would  move,  as  an  Amendment, 
that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this 
day  six  months.  His  reason  for  doing  so 
was,  that  he  considered  it  to  be  bad  in 
principle,  and  likely  to  prove  worse  when 
reduced  to  practice.  It  confined  in  parishes 
a  portion  cf  labourers  who  could  not  be 
productively  employed  within  them,  and 
compelled  individuals  who  did  not  want 
labour,  and  received  no  benefit  from  it,  to 
employ  their  capital  in  support  of  it.  The 
Lahoiir-rate  might  have  produced  some 
benefit  In  a  few  parishes,  but  he  believed 
that  that  benefit  was  more  apparent  than 
real,  and  that  it  would  be  productive  of 
much  future  evil. 

Mr.  Warburton  seconded  the  Amend, 
ment.  It  was  preposterous  to  introduce  a 
Bill  like  this,  which  was  at  best  a  mere 
palliative,  when  there  was  before  the 
House  a  comprehensive  Bill  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Poor-laws  founded  on  the  best 
principles.  This  Bill  was  founded  on  the 
worst  principles ;  and  if  there  was  no  other 


objection  to  it,  and  there  were  many,  he 
should  oppose  it  on  this  ground — ^that  it 
took  away  every  incentive  to  good  conduct, 
by  placing  the  independent  and  industrious 
labourer  on  a  level  with  the  indolent  and 
profligate  pauper. 

Mr.  Hodges  supported  the  Bill.  If  he 
considered  it  likely  to  embarrass  the  noble 
Lord's  Poor-laws'  Amendment  Bill,  he 
should  not  give  it  his  support,  as  he  was 
quite  sure  that  that  Bill  would  have  embar* 
rassments  enough  of  its  own  to  contend 
with.  He  thought  that  this  Bill  would 
act  beneficially  in  smoothing  the  way  for 
the  operation  of  that  Bill,  and  he  should 
therefore  give  it  his  support. 

Lord  AUharp  said,  that  this  Bill  was 
founded  upon  incorrect  principles.  He 
had  formerly  been  ready  to  agree  to  it,  in. 
correct  as  its  principles  were,  because  there 
was  no  effectual  measure  before  Parliament 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  Poor-laws. 
Until  such  a  measure  was  introduced,  he 
had  always  felt  that  they  must  adopt 
palliatives,  to  mitigate  the  evils  of  the  pre- 
sent system.  But  now  an  efficient  remedy 
was  introduced;  and  he  felt,  that  the  Legisla- 
ture would  act  more  wisely  by  adopting  that 
measure,  which  was  correct  in  principle 
and  complete  in  itself,  than  by  adopting  a 
palliative  which  was  incorrect  in  principle 
and  only  partial  in  its  operation.  By  this 
Bill  all  the  rate.payers  of  the  parish  were 
compelled  to  employ  all  the  labourers  in 
that  parish,  whether  they  were  desirous  of 
doing  so  or  not  They  were  compelled, 
too,  to  employ  labour  which  oould  not  pro« 
duce  them  any  return,  because  in  the  words 
of  the  Bill,  it  was  ''  labour  more!than  was 
wanted  for  the  cultivation  of  the  aoiL" 
He  contended  that  this  BiU  was  also  ob. 
jectionable  on  account  of  its  having  a  rapid 
tendency  to  produce  a  maximum  of  wi^^es. 
He  admitted  that  in  many  parishes  where 
this  measure  had  been  tried  the  amount  of 
Poor-rates  had  apparently  diminished.  He 
said  apparently,  for  the  amount  was  not 
really  less,  if  the  parishioners  were  pa3ring 
more  for  labour  in  another  shape.  The 
effect  was  the  same  upon  them,  whether 
their  money  was  paid  in  the  shape  of 
Poor-rates  or  in  the  shape  of  increased 
wages  for  labour  which  3riefded  them  no  re. 
turn.  As  far  as  labourers  were  concerned, 
this  Bill  injured  the  independent  and  in- 
dustrious portion  of  them  by  giving  them 
no  advantage  over  the  indolent  and  pro- 
fligate portion ;  on  the  contrary,  it  took 
from  the  steady  and  hardworking  man  the 
benefit  which  he  had  hitherto  derived  from 
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bitf  inittitry  and  good  conduct  The  Bill 
was  alio  objectionable  an  afiecting  the  (toe- 
dom  ni  lm>ur  in  the  country.  It  was 
nothing  but  a  nalliativei  and  ai  there  was 
a  Bill  before  the  House  which  he  trusted 
would  prove  a  complete  remedy  for  most 
of  the  evils  of  the  present  system^  he 
should  certainly  give  his  support  to  the 
Amendment 

Mr.  Esicouri  said,  that  as  the  BUI  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  to  come  into  upe- 
ration  till  the  neat  spring,  no  improvement 
in  the  condition  of  the  poor  could  be  ex- 
pected during  thenext  winter.  If,  therefore, 
the  noble  Lord  had  thought  this  a  good 
measure,  though  founded  on  principles 
which  he  considered  inoorrecty  before  a 
general  measure  for  the  improvement  of 
the  Poor-laws  was  iutroduced,  he  ought  to 
think  it  a  good  measure  till  thatgeneralmea- 
sure  came  into  practical  operation.  This  Bill 
was  only  to  have  force  for  one  year,  and 
therefore  he  called  upon  the  noble  Lord 
not  to  abandon  it  until  his  own  bill  became 
practically  the  law.  It  appeared  from  the 
Agricultural  Report  that  the  farmers  did  not 
at  present  en^iloy  all  the  labour  that  was 
praclically  for  the  due  cultivation  of  the  soil 
*--*they  only  employed  that  quantity  of  labour 
which  was  just  sufficient  to  keep  it  in  a 
state  of  inferior  cultivation.  There  were 
few  parts  of  the  country  in  which  the 
surplus  labouri  as  it  was  called*  could  not  be 
beneficially  employed  in  the  cultivation  of 
the  BoiL  By  the  Poor-laws,  as  now  ad* 
ministered,  the  farmers  were  compelled 
to  maintain  the  surplus  labourers  without 
employment.  By  the  present  Bill  the 
labourers  would  be  kept  in  employment  for 
their  maintenance,  and  he  would  ask,  was 
not  that  in  itself  an  advantage  ?  He  ad^ 
mitted,  that  the  principles  of  this  Bill  were 
not  eorrect;  but  the  state  of  the  country 
wassuchi  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill  was 
likely  to  prove  a  valuable  auxiliary  to  the 
noble  Lord's  Bill  during  the  ensuing 
winter. 

Mr.  Handlxy  was  of  opinion,  that  this 
Bill  wouhl  be  found  productive  of  ^reat 
advantage  to  the  occupiers  of  land,  as  it 
would  give  them  something  for  those  rates 
fbr  which  they  npw  got  nothing.  Afler  the 
GoncurreiU  evidence  given  by  every  coun* 
try  Gentleman  who  had  yet  Hddressed  the 
House,  he  did  ho|)e  that  the  House  would 
f>ltmt  Ihid  Bill  as  a  boon  to  the  agrieul- 
tui^l  interest. 

Sir  Gto^  Strickland  supported  the 
Amendmetit,  This  nii*a<iure  had  been 
admitted  by  many  to  b<f  bad  in  principle, 


but  they  supported  it  on  the  graaad  that 
it  was  a  palliative  for  a  worse  atate  of 
things.  In  fact,  it  had  been  bronght  for- 
ward when  things  were  in  a  bad  state  and 
there  was  no  prospect  of  amending  tham. 
Bat  the  heoeMity  for  a  measure  of  the 
kind  being  about  to  be  obviated  by  the 
Bill  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  referred » 
he  did  not  see  why  it  should  be  fbroed  on 
the  country,  when  the  effect  of  it  was 
likely  to  be  lo  bring  them  all  to  the  same 
state  of  misery,  pauperism,  and  destitu- 
tion. 

Mr.  CiKTtm  said,  that  afUir  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  liord,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  vote  against  this  measure.  It 
was  quite  true,  that  this  measuns  Was 
desired  in  West  Bussek  ;  but  With  regard 
to  East  Sussex,  he  would  state  that  the 
same  anxiety  did  not  exist  for  such  a 
measure.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  this  measure  should  now  be  merged 
in  the  greater  measure  which  had  been 
introduced  for  the  reformation  of  the 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws. 

Mr.  Wilks  said,  that  if  the  Poor-law 
Bill  had  been  passed  and  was  in  operation, 
producing  the  effects  that  were  Anticipated 
from  it,  the  argumeht  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  last  spoken  might  be  a  forcible 
one,  but  not  till  then ;  he  was  not  dis* 
posed,  when  he  found  such  concurrent 
testimony  in  favour  of  the  practical  effects 
of  this  measure,  to  cast  it  away  either  in 
favour  of  the  theories  of  hon.  Members,, 
or  in  favour  of  the  measure  brought  for-, 
ward  by  the  noble  Lord.  He  supported 
this  as  a  temporary  measure,  preparatory 
rather  than  detrimental  to  the  measure 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  with 
regard  to  the  administration  of  the  Poor- 
laws. 

Viscount  Po/ffiersfeH  said^  that  the  very 
reasons  assigned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
supporting  this  measure  appeared  to  him 
arguments  for  opposing  it.  The  hon. 
Member  asked  the  House  to  agree  to  this 
measure  because  the  measure  of  his  noble 
fk'iead  (Lord  Althorp)  was  not  passed. 
Surely,  seeing  that  that  greater  ahd  more 
comprehensive  measure  «»«6  in  course  of 
being  passed,  it  was  unnecessary^  indeed* 
it  would  be  mischievous,  to  adopt  a  mea- 
sure like  this,  of  an  avowedly  temporary 
nature,  and  which  would,  in  fact,  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  beneficial  effects  to  he 
anticipated  from  the  Poor-laws  Amende 
ment  Bill.    One  half,  at  least,  of  the  boti. 
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Mtmben  wHo  had  supfiorted  that  Bill  had 
admittadi  that  it  was  erroneous  in  prin* 
eiple,  but  then»  said  thay,  let  us  adopt  it 
as  a  palliative  for  the  existing  state  of 
things.  Now,  if  iha  proposed  pallit&tive 
was  one  that  was  congetiial  wiih,  and 
would  be  conducive  to,  the  great  objects 
of  the  Poor-laws  Amendment  Bill,  he 
()ould  then  very  well  understand  the  force 
of  the  argtlnietlta  urged  in  favour  of  the 
adoption  of  such  a  measure  by  the  House. 
But  the  preseht  was  a  measure  admitted 
even  by  its  advocates  to  be  founded  on 
prim^iplea  bppbsed  to  those  contained  in 
the  Poor-laws  Amendment  Bill.  Another 
class  of  the  supporters  of  this  Bill  con- 
sisted of  those  who  avowed  that  they  had 
a  great  contempt  for  general  principles 
and  getieral  theories,  ahd  that  practical 
principles  (such  was  always  their  express- 
ion) alone  met  with  their  regard.  He 
would  just  observe,  in  reply  to  those  Gen- 
tlemeii  who  were  so  strenuous  in  objecting 
to  general  principles,  and  so  self-corn- 
placently  triumphant  in  their  appeal  to 
what  they  called  **  practical  principles,'^ 
that  theories  founded,  as  general  theories 
Were,  upon  larjge  and  extensive  observa- 
tion, were  much  more  likely  to  be  correct 
than  theories  like  theirs,  founded  upon 
their  own  narrow  and  particular  experi- 
ence, and  that  they  were  themselves  not 
less  dealers  in  principles,  and  not  less 
theory-mongers,  because  their  principles 
were  founded  merely  on  particular  obser-* 
vatioOv  and  because  their  theories  were 
formed,  not  from  general,  but  from  ison- 
fined  and  hecessariiy  incorrtct  expe- 
rienea*  This  measure  could  not  by  any 
posaibiiity  have  a  tendency  to  lower  the 
amount  of  the  Poor^raties.  It  would 
take  onei^yfron  the  capital  of  the  farmer 
in  another  shape,  and  under  another 
iia»e»  The  avowed  intention  in  fact  of 
the  Bill  was  to  compel  the  farmer  to  em- 
ploy and  ID  pay  for  labour  that  he  did 
om  want.  Now  the  true  principle,  a 
principle  WOiekj  it  was  not  necessary  to 
etiiarge  Upon  at  this  time  of  day  was,  that 
evety  BMn  should  be .  left  tb  titanage  his 
Goneeftia  as  he  thought  best  for  his  own 
inteMst.  Dkl  any  man  suppose  that  the 
fanner  would  not  employ  as  much  labour 
aa  ha  would  find  profitable  and  for  his 
intereat?  The  truth  was,  that  this  hiea- 
aure  wonid  only  take  the  capital  out  of 
the  poi!keta  of  the  farmers  to  employ  it  in 
fblved  labour.  It  was  U  bill  quite  opposed 
in  principle  to  the  great  measure  that  had 


been  brought  forward  for  the  amendmanft 
of  the  Poor-laws.  It  was,  he  beg^d  to 
remark,  extremely  incorrect  to  suppoaa 
that  that  great  measure  would  not  come 
into  operation  until  March,  1836.  The 
Poor-law  Bill  would  come  into  operation 
immediatsly  it  was  passed,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  one  portion  of  it,  whkh  had 
been  already  mentioned  by  his  iH>ble 
friend,  and  which  would  not  come  into 
opettition  until  March,  I835t 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  briefly  replied; 
contending  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
applied  to  clergymen  and  declaring  that  the 
arguments  of  the  oppotients  of  the  mea- 
sure had  been  already  so  triumphantly 
defeated,  that  It  was  unnecessary  tor  him 
to  go  again  over  the  same  ground. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment 
—Ayes  80  ;  Noes  36  :   Majority  44. 

The  Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 

LiM  of  the  Aysb. 


Astleyj  Sir  J. 
Attwood,  M. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bulkeley.SirR.  W. 
Brockfehurst,  Ji 
l>are,  R.  W.  Hall 
Duffield,  Thomas 
Bfitcourti  T.  G.  B. 
Faithfttll,  G. 
Fleetwood,  P.  II. 
Godson,  R. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  Ri 
Guise,  Sir  Wm. 
Haicombe,  John 
Handley,  B. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Ilodges,  T.  L. 
Hurst,  R.  U. 
Leech,  John 
Mangles,  James 


Maxfield,  VVm. 
O'flrien,  C. 
Palmer,  C.  P. 
Parker,  Sir  Hyde 
PduUer,  T.  B. 
Price,  R. 
Rider,  Thomas 
Rtekford,  Wm. 
Rooper,  J.  Q. 
Ruthven^  £. 
Tower,  C. 
Tyrrell,  Charles 
Walter,  J. 
WaUon,  R. 
Witks,  John 

TBLLEftS. 

Burtell,  Sir  Charfes 
Hand  ley,  11. 

pAiaES  ofv. 
tioldswortli,  Thomas 


Prisoners'  Counsel  Bill.]  Mr. 
Ewart  rose  to  move  the  second  reading  of 
the  Prisoners*  Counsel  Bill.  As  the  sub- 
ject had,  on  former  occasions,  been  repeat- 
edly before  the  public,  it  would  not  Ix;  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  trespass  on  its  attention 
at  any  length.  It  was  a  fact  which  he 
wished  to  press  on  the  attention  nf  the 
Mouse,  that  England  stood  alone,  with  one 
solitary  exception  in  the  civilized  world,  in 
her  refusal  to  allow  prisoners  the  assistance 
of  Counsel.  In  Scotland,  France,  Ibily, 
Germany,  and  the  United  States  of 
America,  prisoners  were  all  defended  hv 
r'oimsel ;  and  none  of  those  inconveniences 
which  it  was  often  alleged  would  be  the 
necessary   consequences  of  adopting  the 
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practice  in  this  country  were  found  to  re- 
sult from  it.  The  strongest  objection^ 
however,  and  that  which  was  most  fre- 
quently urged  against  allowing  prisoners 
Uie  benefit  of  Counsel,  was  the  quantity  of 
time  which  the  practice  would  necessarily 
consume  in  our  Criminal  Courts.  The 
late  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  had  completely 
answered  that  objection,  when  he  said,  that 
too  much  time  could  never  be  consumed, 
where  the  object  was  to  discover  truth, 
and  administer  justice.  The  next  objection 
to  the  measure  was,  that  it  was  unneces- 
sary, because  the  Judge  on  the  bench  was 
the  prisoner's  advocate.  If  this  were  so 
— if  the  Judge  was  indeed  the  advocate  of 
the  prisoner— then  he  lost  his  character 
of  Judge  in  that  of  advocate.  But  if  im- 
partial justice  were  administered  by  the 
Judge  between  the  prosecutor  and  the 
prisoner,  then  the  latter  must  go  unde- 
fended ;  so  that  those  who  urged  this  ob- 
jection placed  themselves  between  the 
horns  of  a  dilemma.  The  argument  which 
had  been  urged  against  allowing  prisoners 
the  assistance  of  Counsel,  on  tne  ground 
that  counsel  would  injure  their  cause,  was 
absurd ;  for  if  the  prisoner  had  any  appre- 
hension of  that,  he  need  not  allow  Counsel 
to  defend  him.  The  Bill  was  not  com- 
pulsory in  its  provisions';  it  did  not  force 
counsel  upon  a  prisoner,  but  gave  him  the 
power  of  engaging  professional  assistance 
if  he  pleased.  A  very  ingenious  addition 
had  been  made  to  the  objections  raised,  by 
a  proposition  to  take  away  counsel  from 
both  sides,  and  leave  the  case  to  be  de- 
cided bv  the  merits  of  the  evidence.  But 
he  thought  that  the  purposes  of  justice 
would  not  be  answered  by  a  bare  exposi- 
tion of  the  evidence,  either  for  the  defence 
or  the  accusation,  and  that  the  connecting 
statements  of  counsel  would  be  required  to 
show  the  evidence  in  its  proper  light  In 
America,  the  Counsel  for  the  prosecution 
had  a  right  of  reply.  To  this  he  objected, 
because  it  gave  the  prosecutor  a  great  ad- 
vantage over  the  prisoner.  In  France,  the 
custom  was,  to  let  the  Counsel  for  the 
prisoner  have  the  last  word.  This  was  an 
arrangement  to  which  he  was  also  opposed, 
as  he  did  not  think  the  ends  of  justice 
were  likely  to  be  promoted  by  it.  The 
system  of  criminal  jurisprudence  in  Scot, 
land  was  free  from  both  the  objections  to 
which  he  had  alluded.  Their  system  of 
defending  prisoners  was  worthy  of  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  It  succeeded 
completely  in  securing  the  prisoner  a  fair 
trial,  but  nothing   more.     The  evidence 


was  for  and  against;  the  prisoner's  case 
was  first  of  all  gone  into,  and  then  the 
Court  was  addressed  by  Counsel  both  for 
the  Crown  and  the  prisoner.  In  those  cases 
where  the  evidence  was  so  strong  against 
the  prisoner  that  nothing  could  stand 
against  it,  neither  the  Counsel  for  the 
Crown  nor  the  prisoner  took  up  the  time 
of  the  Court  by  any  speech.  The  ends  of 
justice,  in  all  criminal  cases  in  Scotland 
were,  by  means  of  this  system,  completely 
answered.  This  system  had  been  pursued 
since  the  year  1587»  and  he  had  a  very 
high  authority,  that  of  Mr.  Allison,  to  sup- 
port him  in  his  favourable  opinion  of  it. 
He  thought,  that  it  was  something  like  a 
reflection  on  this  country  that  she  should 
be  so  tardy  to  acknowledge  a  principle 
which  almost  every  country  had  long  since 
admitted.  The  rule  in  Justinian  was 
"  non  debet  aciori  dicere  quod  non  reo  per* 
miiiitur."  Was  it  not  a  strong  argument 
ad  verecundiam  against  our  country,  that 
the  practice  of  the  United  States  had  been 
changed  in  this  respect,  contrary  to  the  old 
English  law,  and  contrary  to  the  spirit  of 
defence  which  they  had  inherited  from 
their  ancestors?  His  reasons  for  bringing 
this  Bill  forward  were,  that  it  would  give 
defence  to  those  who  were  unprotected, 
that  it  would  subserve  the  ends  of  truth 
and  justice,  and  remove  from  the  Judge 
his  character  as  an  advocate ;  thus  enabling 
him  to  sway  the  balance  with  an  impartial 
hand,  and  give  freedom,  certainty,  and 
vigour  to  the  arm  of  justice. 

Mr.  HUl  rose  to  second  the  Motion. 
Anxious  as  he  was  to  uphold  the  system  of 
our  jurisprudence,  and  the  laws  as  admi. 
nistered  under  our  happy  Constitution,  as 
the  best  altogether  in  the  civilised  world, 
he  was,  nevertheless,  bound  to  confess,  that 
he  had  seen  more  than  two  or  three  cases 
of  verdicts  of  guilty  in  felony,  in  which  the 
verdicts  were  not  borne  out  by  the  evi- 
dence ;  and  this  expressly  because  the 
prisoner  had  not  had  the  benefit  of  a 
speech  from  his  Counsel — in  other  words, 
die  innocent  might  be  deprived  of  pro- 
tection by  the  present  practice  of  our 
Criminal-laws.  It  was  to  be  observed, 
that  if  we  were  right  in  this  anomaly, 
we  were  right  in  direct  opposition  to 
the  practice  of  all  civili2ed  Europe, 
and  even  that  of  our  colonies  on  \he 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic.  The  oriein  of 
our  present  practice  was  to  be  found  m  the 
same  system  which  adjudicated  men  to 
death  on  paper  depositions,  without  con- 
fronting the  prisoner  with  the  witnesses 
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againsf  him>  and  inflicted  torture  on  the 
prisoner,  in  order  to  extract  from  his  own 
mouth  evidence  against  him.     Under  such 
an  iniquitous  system  was  it,  that  Lord 
Essex  was  sacrificed,  and  that  great  and 
illustrious  man.  Sir  Walter  Raleigh,  was 
brow-beaten,  insulted  by  a  tyranmcal  At- 
torney-General, and  finally  suffered  on  the 
Uock !  It  was  said,  that  the  present  system 
worked  well,  and  though  faulty  in  prin. 
dple,  it  was  excellent  in  practice.    He  felt 
that,  from  the  natural  infirmity  of  hu- 
manity. Judges  would  be  often  found  to 
take  a  false  view  of  evidence  unintention. 
ally,  or  neglect  some  very  important  point 
of  evidence  which  must  make  in  favour  of 
the  prisoner.     And  this  was  an  occurrence 
which  never  would  have  taken  place,  had 
the  prisoner  the  benefit  of  Counsel  to  point 
out  to  the  Bench  and  Jury  the  real  nature 
of  the  evidence.     The  judicial  murder,  for 
so  he  must  call  it,  of  Eli^a  Penning,  never 
oould  have  taken  place  in  ]815,  had  she 
had  Counsel  to  insist  upon  the  circumstance, 
that  she  had  herself  taken  the  poison  which 
was  administered  to  her  master's  family, 
and  had  suffered  severely  from  its  opera- 
tiatL     The  hon.  and  learned  Member  de- 
tailed three  other  cases  of  criminal  convic- 
tions, which  he  was  certain  never  could 
have  taken  place,  had  the  prisoners  been 
allowed  to  be  defended  by  Counsel.     It 
was  highly  absurd,  that  the  course  of  our 
criminal  proceedings  denied  a  man  arraign- 
ed for  felony  the  advantage  of  Counsel, 
but  gave  him  two  to  speak  for  him,  and 
conduct   his   defence,  when  the   prisoner 
was  charged  with  the  very  highest  felony 
— ^namely,  high  treason ! 

Sir  GeorgeStrickland  was  confident,  that 
many  more  Sessions  could  not  pass,  before 
the  present  anomalous  state  of  the  law  with 
regard  to  criminal  trials  must  be  corrected. 
He  had  often  heard,  with  most  painful 
feelings,  that  part  of  criminal  proceedings 
in  which  prisoners  were  denied  the  right 
of  reply  by  their  Counsel,  and  had  always 
determined,  if  ever  it  was  in  his  power,  to 
give  his  support  to  that  alteration  of  the 
law  now  proposed.  Even  in  Italy,  where 
no  other  semblance  of  a  fair  trial  was 
given,  the  prisoner  had  the  right  to  have 
his  Counsel  to  plead  for  him,  before  Courts 
as  iH  ormstitutei,  he  would  admit,  as  any 
in  the  most  despotic  countries  of  Europe. 

Mr.  Poulier  was  not  disposed  to  place 
much  reliance  on  the  conviction  entertain- 
ed by  Counsel  engaged  in  the  defence  of 
prisoners,  that  their  clients,  though  con- 
victed, were  innocent.  The  real  question 
VOL.  XXIV.  (gaj) 


before  the  House,  in  his  opinion,  was,  had 
not  a  prisoner,  upon  the  whole,  a  fairer 
trial,  and  a  fairer  hope  of  justice,  under 
our  form  of  criminal  trial,  than  either 
in  Italy,  France,  Germany,  or  even  the 
United  States  of  America  ?  The  adminis- 
tration of  our  Criminal  Law  was,  in  his 
opinion,  already  too  mild,  and  afforded  too 
great  a  chance  of  escape  to  prisoners.  To 
draw  an  inference  in  favour  of  the  altera- 
tion in  our  laws,  from  the  dreadful  prose- 
cution and  cruel  ill-treatment  experienced 
by  that  illustrious  man.  Sir  Walter  Ra- 
leigh, on  his  trial,  by  that  severe  and  inso- 
lent Attorney  General,  Sir  Edward  Coke, 
was  altogether  unfair.  The  spirit  of  the 
age,  and  of  our  times,  was  altogether 
changed  and  amazingly  improved  since 
then,  and  now  such  brow-beating,  insulting 
conduct,  would  not  be  tolerated  in  any 
legal  officer  of  the  Crown  by  a  criminal 
Judge.  The  most  serious  consequence  of 
altering  our  laws  as  was  proposed  by  this 
BiU,  he  feared  the  House  was  scarcely  able 
to  appreciate  justly — ^namely,  that  it  would 
tend  to  withdraw  attention  from  the 
evidence  itself,  and  lower  the  present 
standard  of  evidence  in  criminal  cases. 
This  would  be  a  consequence  of  a  change 
in  our  law  as  to  evidence,  which  would  be 
most  seriously  felt  by  prisoners,  even  more 
seriously  than  they  felt  the  inconvenience 
of  being  denied  Counsel.  If  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Ewart)  would  consent  to 
withdraw  the  first  clause  of  his  Bill,  he 
would  have  no  objection  to  let  the  Bill  go 
to  a  Committee.  As  he  understood,  how« 
ever,  that  this  would  not  be  conceded,  he 
should  conclude  by  moving,  '^  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months.'* 

Mr.  Sergeant  Spatikie  said,  that  it  was 
generally  admitted,  on  all  hands,  that  jus- 
tice was  administered  in  a  satisfactory  and 
impartial  manner  in  this  country ;  and  he 
could  not  see,  that  there  was  any  practical 
ground  for  the  change  now  proposed  to  be 
introduced,  inasmuch  as  there  was  no 
practical  abuse  to  be  remedied.  He  thought 
it  would  be  found,  that,  if  Counsel  were 
allowed  to  address  the  Jury  in  defence  of 
prisoners  on  charges  of  felony,  it  would  be 
the  junior  Counsel,  who  would  generally  be 
employed  in  their  cause,  who,  by  their  in- 
judicious manner  of  proceeding,  might  often 
do  more  harm  than  good  to  their  clients. 
They  would  naturally  endeavour  to  put 
the  points  of  their  case  in  the  strongest 
light,  and  the  Counsel  for  the  prosecution 
would  be  compelled  to  combat  them  by  all 
the  eloquence  and  ingenuity  he  could  com* 
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mand.  The  Courts  would  thus  be  turned 
into  an  arena  for  ingenious  display,  which 
would  be  anything  but  advantageous  to 
the  prisoner.  As  it  was  at  present,  the 
Counsel  for  the  prosecution  generally  con- 
tented himself  with  a  calm  ana  dispassionate 
statement  of  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  it 
wtus  the  Judge's  duty  to  watch  over  the 
interest  of  the  prisoner.  Whilst,  therefore, 
he  could  see  no  practical  advantage  to  the 
prisoner  that  could  result  from  the  change 
now  proposed,  the  inconvenience  on  the 
other  hand  would  be  very  considerable. 
Tlie  Assizes  would  be  extended  to  three  or 
four  times  their  present  duration,  and  the 
expense  to  the  country  proportionably  in- 
creased. From  these  c(msiderations,  he 
should  support  the  amendment. 

Lord  AUliorp  said,  he  had  given  this 
subject  much  considcratitm,  and  he  thought 
some  change  was  desirable.  It  appeared  to 
him,  that  the  arguments  which  hud  hc^^n 
urged  against  allowing  Counsel  to  pristin- 
ers  in  cases  of  felony  would  ei^ually  apply 
against  permitting  Counsel  to  defendants 
in  casas  of  misdemeanour.  In  the  course 
of  his  experience  and  observation,  which 
had  been  confined  to  the  more  trifling 
class  of  felonies,  he  had  felt,  that  it  was 
exceedingly  painful  to  hear  Counsel  address 
the  Jury  against  a  prisoner,  who  was 
denied  the  privilege  of  being  heard  by 
Counsel  in  reply.  What  they  had  to  con- 
sider was,  not  whether  the  change  ])ro- 
poscd  would  prove  to  the  advantage  of  the 
pris<mcr,  but  whether  it  was  calculated  to 
lead  to  a  fuller  and  more  perfect  dcvelop 
ment  of  the  truth,  and  a  more  certain 
administration  of  justice.  They  should 
consider  whether  the  truth  was  likely  to 
be,  in  all  instances,  fairly  elicited  by  a 
system  under  which  c&%s  could  be  put 
strongly  on  the  one  side,  without  allowing 
an  answer  to  be  given  by  equal  talents 
from  the  opposite  side.  He  would  particu- 
larly instance  the  cases  depending  on  cir- 
cumstantial evidence,  in  which  Counsel  for 
the  prosecution  had,  in  their  address  to  the 
Jury,  to  make  out  the  necessary  chain  of 
evidence ;  and  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the 
privilege  of  reply  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner 
ought  to  be  allowed,  in  order  that  an 
opportunity  might  be  afforded  of  showing 
in  what  respect  improper  inferences  might 
have  been  drawn.  Entertaining  these  views, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  iivto  a  Committee,  that  they  might 
examine  it  in  detail,  and  sec  whether  the 
objections  urged  against  it,  some  of  them 
being  of  weight,  might  not  be  removed. 


Mr.  (yConncll  said,  that  the  noUe  Lord 
hod  condensed  in  his  speech  so  much  good 
sense  and  practical  wisdom  on  this  subject, 
that  it  might  appear  to  the  House  unne- 
cessary for  him  to  oiler  any  further  observa- 
tions in  8up)X)rt  of  the  same  views.     He 
might,  however,  be  permitted  to  make  one 
or  two  remarks.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeiuit    who    had    preceded    hi  in    had 
opposed  the  Bill  upcm  an  economical  con- 
sideration of  the  county  rates,  and  other 
matters  totally  foreign  to  the  spirit  of  the 
question.     He  had  also  opposed  the  allow- 
ing of  Counsel  to  prisoners  on  charges  of 
fehmy,  on  account  of  the  inexjieriente  and 
indiscreticms  of  young  Counsel.    lie  would 
say,  that  he  had  known  many  old  Counsel 
who  were  just  as  indiscreet  as  their  juniors. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  present  mode  of 
proceeding  in   our  Criminal  Courts   was 
anything  but  the  fair  and  straightforward 
c^)urse  which  it  should  bn.     I'he  Criminal 
Cixle  itself  was  too  cruel  and  bhxxly  ;  that 
was  a  great  evil,  which  it  was  endeavoured 
to   counteract  by   throwing   all    sorts   uf 
impediments  in  its  way,  to  prevent  the  dis- 
covery  of  the  truth.     Criminals  and  wit- 
nesses were  continually  cautioned  against 
saying  anything  that  could  possibly  impli- 
cate   themselves;    and    time   even  given 
thcin,  to  reflect  upon  what  they  shoulcf  say, 
lest  they  should  unwittingly  let  an  un- 
welcome   truth    escape.     The  hon.    and 
learned  Sergeant  had  said,  that  the  prose- 
cuting Counsel  generally  confined  himself 
to  a  calm  and  circumstantial  account  of  the 
facts  of  the  case,  and  that  the  Judge  was  to 
watch  over  the  interests  of  the  prisoner. 
That  was  a  very  plausible  statement,  in- 
deed ;  but  was  it  borne  out  by  experience  ? 
He,  in  the  course  of  his  practice,  hail  seen 
great  mischief  and  great  injustice  result 
from  an   exaggerated  statement  made  by 
the  Counsel  for  the  prosecution,  but  he  had 
seen  much  more  harm  and  hardship  result 
to  the  unfortunate  prisoner  from  an  assumed 
moderation  on  the  part  of  his  accuser.     In 
Ireland,  the  Crown  prosecutor,  not  uncom- 
monly, came  down  and  addressed  violent 
harangues  to  the  Jury,  calculated  to  rouse 
their  fears  and  their  prejudices  against  the 
prisoners  whom  they  were  called  upon  to 
try.     "  Gentlemen  of  the  Jury,"  it  would 
be  said,  '*  the  Crown  has  sent  down  this 
Special  Commission  for  your  own  protec- 
tion.    Will  you  not  protect  yourselves?" 
which  meant,  as  he  understood  it,  "  Will 
you  l)e  pleased  to  hang  the  priMmers  at  my 
request  ?"    No  weight  ought  to  be  attached 
to  the  objcetiou,  that  allowhiJ  Counsel  tC| 
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prisoner  would  lead  to  young  Counsel 
being  employed,  who  would  needlessly 
sacrifice  the  time  of  the  Court  to  their 
desire  to  exercise  and  display  their  powers. 
Was  it  not  from  the  Bar  that  they  took 
their  Judges,  on  the  efficiency  of  whom 
depended  matters  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance—even the  life  and  death  of  indivi- 
duals? He  had,  some  time  since,  heen 
engaged  in  a  trial  at  Cork  to  defend  three 
men,  brothers,  who  were  charged  with 
being  implicated  in  the  murder  of  Franks. 
The  principal  witness  was  a  female.  She 
had  heen  before  called  on  to  identify  the  ; 
individuals  who  had  been  present,  and  who 
were  active,  at  the  murder.  The  persons 
arrested  were  subjected  to  her  rect^nition, 
amongst  them  were  the  throe  prisoners ; 
she  had  known  them  before,  but  she  passed 
them  over,  and  picked  out  others,  who 
were  tried,  convicted,  and  executed.  Again 
the  three  men,  in  company  with  others, 
were  brought  before  her,  and  again  she 
failed  to  identify  them.  It  was  then 
thought  proper  to  bring  the  three  men 
into  a  room  by  themselves,  in  order  that 
the  attention  of  the  woman  might  not  be 
diverted;  but,  on  being  ushered  into  their 
presence^  she  declared  that  she  had  not 
seen  them  at  the  murder.  The  men  were 
then  discharged.  In  about  six  months 
after,  she  changed  her  mind,  and  deposed 
to  facts  against  these  men.  They  were 
arrested  at  their  houses,  subsequently 
brought  to  trial,  and  she  identified  them, 
swearing  to  them  most  positively.  These 
facts  he  drew  from  her  at  the  trial :  manv 
of  them  she  admitted  with  considerable 
reluctance;  but  having  exposed  them  to  the 
Court,  he  left  shortly  before  the  trial  was 
concluded,  his  firm  conviction  being,  that 
the  men  must  be  acquitted.  He  had  scarcely 
reached  his  apartment  before  he  heard  a 
shriek — such  a  shriek  as  was  often  heard 
in  an  assijse  town  in  Ireland  when  men 
were  capitally  convicted.  The  Judge  had 
90  summed  up  to  the  Jury  that  they  found 
the  prisoners  guilty.  He  went  to  his 
window,  and  saw  the  three  men  in  a  square 
of  soldiers.  The  mother  of  the  prisoners, 
a  widow,  was  endeavouring  to  force  her 
way  through  the  soldiers  to  her  sons.  She 
continued  ner  struggles,  and  the  soldiers 
presented  their  bayonets ;  but  the  officers 
at  lane  desired  that  she  might  Ixj  allowed 
to  approach  them.  She  rushed  in  and 
embraced  her  eldest  s(m,  who  was  not 
twenty-one  years  of  age ;  phe  then  eni- 
hraceft  her  second  wm,  and  next  Ikt  thinl 

ftnd  yoyngeKt,  from  who«e  neck  hIic  foil 


upon  the  pavement,  bathed  in  blood.  He 
turned  away  from  his  window,  and  saw  no 
more.  The  men  were  murdered.  The 
next  year  the  same  female,  who  had  before 
given  evidence  in  three  cases,  tried  her 
hand  at  implicating  some  more  individuals. 
Two  other  men  were  brought  to  trial  on 
her  evidence.  The  Judge  on  this  occa- 
sion was  Baron  Pcnnefathcr,  who,  in  a  ten 
minutes  address  to  the  Jury,  put  the  case 
to  them  in  a  manner  that  led  to  the  prison- 
ers' acquittal.  Now,  could  there  be  a 
stronger  illustration  of  the  propriety  of 
granting  Counsel  to  prisoners  than  was 
afforded  in  the  proccdings  he  had  just 
described  to  the  House  I  If  he  had  had 
the  opportunity  of  addressing  to  the  Jury, 
in  the  case  of  the  three  prisoners,  some 
such  observations  as  were  aiddressed  to  the 
Jury  by  Baron  Pennefather  in  the  case  of 
the  two  prisoners,  the  former  as  well  as  the 
latter  would,  in  all  human  probability, 
have  been  acquitted.  He  had  seen  justice 
perverted ;  he  had  seen  human  lives  sacri- 
ficed ;  he  had  seen  the  violence  of  Counsel 
against  prisoners,  and  the  not  less  malig- 
nant mischief  of  a  speech  of  great  caution — 
of  great  affected  moderation,  professed  in 
such  terms  as  ''Heaven  forbid  I  should 
force  a  point  against  a  prisoner — Gentlemen 
of  the  Jury,  I  would  not  for  the  world 
exaggerate  a  point;"  and  the  very  next 
moment  they  would  hear — "  But  justice 
must  be  done— the  peace  of  the  country 
demands  it ;"  in  short,  from  persons  who 
had  assumed  extraordinary  moderation  of 
tone  and  manner,  he  had  heard  these  most 
cutting,  cruel,  and  deadly  insinuations.  He 
felt  certain,  that  the  Bill  would  be  highly 
beneficial,  and  he  gave  it  his  cordial  sup- 
port. 

Mr.  Goulburn  opposed  the  Bill.  From 
any  thing  he  had  heard  or  seen,  he  had  no 
reason  to  believe,  that  in  any  case  quoted, 
the  verdict  w(mld  have  been  different  from 
what  it  was,  had  the  prisoners  been  allowed 
to  have  Counsel.  If  the  Counsel  for  the 
prosecution  was  allowed  to  reply,  there 
would  be  an  absence  of  the  calmness  at 
present  prevailing  in  criminal  trials,  and  >,^ 
passion  and  prejudice  would  appear  there. 
He  believed,  too,  that  it  would  tend  to 
make  Judges  ptirtlzans.  He  conceived, 
therefore,  that  the  present  system  was 
l)etter  calculated  to  elicit  truth,  than  the 
one  pro]x>sed  by  the  Bill.  It  was  on  that 
account,  too,  better  calculated  to  ensure  an 
impartial  administration  of  justice,  and  he 
therofore  should  vote  an^ainst  the  Bill. 

Mr,  IMvrt  Grant  Moidi  that  it  woa  im« 
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possible  to  defend  the  present  anomalous 
practice,  nor  bad  any  Gentleman  wbo  bad 
spoken  oii  the  opposite  side  attempted  to 
defend  it.  It  had  been  overlooked  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Sergeant,  who  referred  to 
the  confusion  and  inconveniences  which 
would  ensue  from  allowing  prisoners, 
charged  with  criminal  offences.  Counsel, 
that  acts  of  the  Legislature  had  of  late 
made  many  offences,  which  were  before 
felonies,  misdemeanours,  in  which  the 
defendants  were  allowed  Counsel.  Now, 
whatever  inconveniences  and  evils  could  be 
supposed  to  exist  in  allowing  Counsel  to 
prisoners  charged  with  felonies  ought  to  be 
shown  to  exist  in  those  cases  where  felonies 
had  been  made  misdemeanours  and  Counsel 
were  aUowed  to  the  accused.  It  was  said, 
that  the  advantages  of  allowing  prisoners 
Counsel  were  exaggerated,  and  it  might  be 
so ;  but  whenever  a  benefit  was  denied,  its 
advantages  were  exaggerated,  and  the  way 
to  stop  the  exaggeration,  was  to  take  away 
its  materials.  In  the  case  of  treason,  again, 
they  had  Counsel,  without  the  evils  of 
which  the  learned  Sergeant  had  drawn  so 
strong  a  picture.  All  these  anomalies  he 
had  never  seen  even  plausibly  excused. 
They  had  come  down  to  us  by  accident ; 
and  were  they,  therefore,  to  be  preserved  ? 
If  there  was  any  practice  in  Uie  law  for 
which  there  was  something  to  be  said  upon 
both  sides,  the  reasons  for  and  against  were 
examined,  and  the  right  had  a  fair  chance 
of  being  successful ;  but  let  any  point  arise 
in  favour  of  which  nothing  could  be  said, 
and  they  were  called  upon  to  consider  it 
as  founded  upon  some  indescribable,  myste- 
rious wisdom,  and  therefore  to  be  preserved. 
They  acted  in  this  respect  somewhat  in  the 
fashion  of  certain  nations  of  the  East,  who 
properly  estimated  a  man  of  little  or  no 
talent,  but  directly  they  met  an  idiot  wor- 
shipped him  as  inspired  by  the  Deity.  At 
one  time  Counsel  were  not  allowed  to 
prisoners  even  to  cross-examine  witnesses, 
and  that  happened,  which  happened  now, 
when  the  poverty  of  a  prisoner  prevented 
him  employing  Counsel,  vi2.  all  the  bar- 
risters present  lent  him  what  assistance 
they  could,  by  suggesting  questions  to  the 
Judge,  and  raising  points  for  his  benefit ; 
but  what  weight  was  there  in  the  argu- 
ments  of  those  who,  when  it  was  proposed 
to  allow  prisoners  the  assistance  of  Counsel, 
urged  Parliament  not  to  disturb  the  excel- 
lent state  of  the  law,  which  gave  the 
prisoner  all  the  bar  for  Counsel,  instead  of 
one  only?  The  Legislature  thought  no 
weight  was  due  to  such  arguments,  and  he 


trusted  that  the  Legislature  would  now 
think,  that  no  weight  was  due  to  the  argu- 
ments which  oppmed  a  prisoner's  Counsel 
speaking  for  him,  because,  from  his  having 
no  help  of  that  kind,  the  Judge  was  now 
called  his  Counsel.  As  to  the  excitement 
of  passion  and  contention  of  Counsel  for 
victory,  which  had  been  dwelt  upon,  it 
was  from  the  contention  of  Counsel  that 
truth  was  elicited  for  the  judgment  of  the 
Jury  and  Judge  in  civil  causes,  and  he 
thought  that  truth  would  equally  result 
from  the  contention  in  criminal  cases. 

Mr.  Pollock  was  obliged,  from  a  sense  of 
duty,  to  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
BilL  Under  the  present  practice»  many 
who  were  guilty  escaped,  and  many  who 
were  innocent  were  convicted.  Now,  if 
Counsel  were  allowed  to  speak  on  both 
sides  instead  of  one  only,  more  guilty  per^ 
sons  would  be  convicted;  and  what  was 
more  important,  more  innocent  persons 
would  escape,  because  they  would  have 
better  means  of  defending  themselves.  He 
recollected,  when  he  was  young  at  the  Bar, 
being  present  at  a  trial  in  the  country,  in 
which  the  prisoner  was  charged  with  an 
offence  which|  of  all  others,  required  that 
the  accused  should  have  the  assistance  of 
Counsel:  it  was  a  trial  for  rape.  The 
man  was  found  guilty  and  sentenced  to 
death;  but  so  convinced  was  he  of  the 
man's  innocence,  that  he  intended  the  next 
day  to  have  started  for  London,  in  order 
humbly  to  lay  his  opinion  before  the  Se- 
cretary of  State ;  but  he  was  prevented  by 
the  other  Judge  of  Assize  respiting  the 
condemned,  whose  punishment  was  first 
commuted  to  transportation,  then  to  two 
years'  imprisonment,  and  ultimately  he  was 
set  at  large.  There  was  another  case,  at 
the  trial  of  which  he  was  also  present, 
although  not  concerned  in  it  as  Counsel, 
more  than  in  the  first  case,  in  which  the  ac. 
cused  was  found  guilty  of  murder,  and  was 
executed  in  forty^ight  hours.  He  was 
satisfied,  that  that  man  was  innocent,  and 
that  his  innocence  would  have  been  estab- 
lished had  he  had  the  means  of  making  a 
defence.  The  opinion  was  not  his  alone ; 
for  he  had,  not  many  days  back,  mentioned 
the  circumstance  to  one  who  was  at  the 
time  Counsel  on  the  Northern  Circuit,  and 
who  was  now  one  of  the  Judges  ci  the 
land ;  and  that  Judge  said,  that  he  had  a 
perfect  recollection  of  the  circumstance, 
and  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  whole 
Bar,  that  the  man  was  wrongfully  oon<^ 
victed  and  executed.  He  recollected,  on 
another  occasioni  four  men  were  tried  be« 
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fore  Mr.  Baron  Wood  at  Durham,  for  a 
capital  offence.  The  Judge  summed  up  as 
legaided  two  of  them,  for  an  acquittal  ; 
but  the  Jury  misunderstanding  the  Judge, 
found  them  guilty.  He  was  obliged  to 
pronounce  sentence  of  death  upon  them, 
but  immediately  respited  them;  and  the 
witaews  who  had  given  evidence  against 
them,  were  afterwards  convicted  of  per- 
jury. The  Jury  found  the  other  two  also 
guilty  ;  but  one  of  them  declared,  that  he 
alone  was  guilty,  and  that  his  companion 
was  innocent  In  all  these  cases  he  was 
satisfied,  that  had  Counsel  been  aUowed  to 
address  the  Jury  for  the  prisoners,  they 
would  ^have  been  acquitted.  He  agreed, 
however,  that  no  reply  should  be  allowed 
to  the  Counsel  for  the  prosecution,  for  it 
would  introduce  feelings  fatal  to  the  calm 
investigation  of  truth.  He  thought  it 
would  be  even  better  to  allow  the  law  to 
lemain  as  it  was,  than  to  permit  the  pro- 
secutor's Counsel  to  reply.  He  could  state 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  prosecutor's 
Counsel  being  allowed  to  reply  in  some 
cases  of  misdemeanours — as  conspiracy — 
four  defendants  out  of  five  were  unjustly 
convicted.  When  certain  returns  for  which 
be  had  moved  were  laid  upon  the  Table, 
the  House  would  see  what  an  enormous 
amount  of  injustice  had  been  perpetrated 
in  cases  of  ocmspiracy  by  allowing  Counsel 
for  the  prosecution  to  reply.  There  was  a 
very  great  difference  between  allowing 
Counsel  for  a  plaintiff  in  a  civil  case  to 
reply,  and  allowing  a  prosecutor's  Counsel 
to  reply.  The  plamtiff  had  an  interest  at 
stake  3  and  if  the  defendant  called  wit- 
nesses, the  plaintiff  must  be  allowed  to 
reply  upon  this  evidence;  but  the  King 
bad  no  interest  in  making  out  the  guilt  of 
his  subjects;  and  therefore  he  said,  give 
the  accused  the  last  word.  A  great  l^al 
character  had  said,  at  the  dose  of  a  long 
professional  life,  that  he  had  got  many  ver- 
dicts to  which  he  was  not  entitled,  and  had 
not  many  to  which  he  was  entitled ;  but 
that,  upon  the  whole,  the  balance  of  jus- 
tice was  even.  Now,  that  was  precisely 
the  argument  now  used.  It  was  true,  that 
there  were  innocent  persons  convicted  of 
crimes  they  had  never  committed;  but 
then,  look  at  how  favourable  the  practice 
was  to  prisoners,  and  how  many  escaped. 
That  was  not  exactly  the  balance  of  justice 
of  which  he  approved.  He  was  for  having 
the  guilty  convicted;  and,  above  all,  for 
having  the  innocent  acquitted. 

Mr.  Poulter  withdrew  his  Amendment, 

md  Uie  Bill  ¥rM  mid  «  aeoond  time. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  5,  1834. 

MiNVTiiB.]  BilL  Read  a  noood  time  z^Hoiue  Tax  RepuL 
Petitions  presented.  By  the  Dukes  of  Wblljnoton  and 
NxwcABTLs,  and  the  BishoiiB  of  Roghbstbr  and  Bath 
and  WsLLB,  fhmi  a  Number  of  Places,— Ibr  Protection  to 
the  Established  Church.—-By  tlw  Earl  of  Dvrbam,  fkom 
the  Hedieal  Practitioners  of  Tipperary,  for  an  Altoation 
of  the  Law  relating  to  Medical  Charities ;  fhxn  a  Number 
of  Diaenting  Congr^gatioos,  fi>i  Relief  to  the  Dissenten. 

Treaty  with  Portugal.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Londonderry  rose  to  ask  the  nohle 
Earl  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment a  question,  the  answer  to  which  it  was 
necessary  for  the  country  to  know,  as  a 
strong  feeling  of  anxiety  was  excited  by 
the  occurrence  to  which  the  question  re. 
ferred;  indeed,  he  would  say,  too,  that 
the  public  interest  was  much  concerned  in 
it.  During  the  interregnum  of  the  last 
fortnight— <luring,  he  might  say,  that  sus- 
pension of  the  Government,  and  the  con- 
sequent embarrassments  and  evils  to  the 
public  business  resulting  from  the  palsied 
state  of  the  Government,  he  did  not  think 
it  right  to  ask  the  question.  But,  now 
that  there  was  the  appearance,  if  not  the 
reality,  of  a  constituted  Government,  he 
hoped  he  might,  without  discourtesy,  or 
without  creating  any  confusion  in  his  Ma- 
jesty's counsels,  ask  a  plain  question — one, 
indeed,  that  the  country  asked,  in  a  loud 
and  bold  tone  too — ^whether  Don  Pedro, 
who  was  planted,  through  the  instrument- 
ality and  aid  of  England,  in  supreme  do- 
minion in  Portugal— -a  ruler  ejected  from 
the  Brazils,  not  for  his  adherence  to  the 
principles  or  practice  of  liberty,  but  fixed, 
by  the  indirect  agency  of  England,  as  the 
ruler  of  Portugal— whether,  then,  from 
gratitude  to  England,  or  rather  the  Eng- 
lish Government,  which,  while  professing 
neutrality,  so  vigorously  supported  him,  he 
had  ratified  the  Treaty  entered  into  with 
him  by  this  country  ?  He  (Lord  London- 
derry) also  wished  to  know  whether  that 
Treaty,  either  fictitious  or  real,  was  ever 
ratified  by  the  English  Government  ?  How 
did  the  case  stand  ?  Was  there  a  ratifica- 
tion on  either  side,  or  was  the  whole  thing 
mere  parchment  and  a  blind?  It  was 
said,  indeed,  in  the  public  prints,  some  of 
which  professed,  or  were  believed,  to  be  in 
the  secrets  of  Government ;  it  was  semi- 
officially stated,  that  the  ratification  was 
signed  on  the  part  of  England.  Now  he 
was  surely  justified  in  asking  if  that  were 
so;  and,  in  the  next  place,  if  the  ra- 
tification on  the  part  of  Portugal  was  re- 
ceived ;  and  furtberi  if  not  received^  what 
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was  the  cause  of  tl^c  delay,  whi^iher  the 
delay  was  sliufHitig  and  tricky^  or  resulted 
from  natund  unforeseen,  and  excusable 
causes  P  There  was  another  point  that  ho 
would  incidentally  advert  to,  as  It  was 
made  the  subjct't  of  commentary  in  other 
places^  and  indeed  the  topic  of  disputation 
by  tlte  periodical  defend ers,  if  not  the  pa** 
trons,  of  the  Government— that  was,  that 
it  was  stipulated  that  Don  Pedro  was  to 
Ijo  allowed  only  for  a  time  to  be  at  the 
head  of  aifairs  in  Portugal;  that  he  was 
only  to  be  a  temporary  stop-cap  kind  of 
director  of  the  destinies  of  that  countrv. 
He  should  also  like  to  know  what  was  the 
course  intended  to  be  adopted  by  the  pre« 
sent  Government  in  case  Don  Pedro  pitch- 
ed pledges  and  covenants  overboard,  and 
refused  to  accede  to  the  Treaty.  It  be- 
hoved this  country  to  look  well  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  pretended  guardians,  the  pseudo 
liberals,  of  Lisbon,  and  take  care  that  pro- 
fessions of  friendship  did  not  end  in  acts  of 
hostility.  It  was  boasted  that  the  aim  and 
tendency  of  the  avowed  leaning  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  so-called  constitutional 
cause  in  Portugal  was,  to  tranquillize  the 
country  and  restore  it  to  happiness  and 
prosperity.  But,  in  place  of  doing  that, 
the  result  was,  that  a  flame  was  lit  in  Por- 
tugal which  fii)read  devastation  through  the 
country,  and  that  the  interests  of  Great 
Britain,  which  were  ever  before  secured  by 
our  close  alliance  with  Portugal,  as  in  some 
degree  the  reward  of  our  protection  of  that 
country,  were  sacrificed  by  pusillanimity  to 
intrigue  and  bluster  and  usurpation. 

Eari  Gret/  said,  he  thought  it  strange 
that  the  noble  Earl  should  have  asked  a 
question  on  a  subject  of  this  kind  in  his 
absence.  He  was  now  readv  to  answer 
him,  and  he  should  confine  himself  strictly 
to  the  subject-matter  of  that  question.  He 
wds  surprised  that  the  noble  Earl  should 
make  observations  without  first  ascertain- 
ing the  correctness  of  the  ground  on  whicli 
they  rested.  In  the  present  instance  he 
had  made  an  assumption  which  had  no 
foundati(m  whatever,  except  in  his  own 
imagination.  Now,  with  respect  to  the 
ratification  of  the  Treaty,  he  wcnild  tell 
their  Lordships  exactly  how  the  matter 
stood.  He  did  expect,  that  he  should  have 
been  empowered  to  lay  the  ratification  of 
the  Treaty  on  their  Ltjrdships'  Table  be- 
fore this  time,  and  he  would  now  state  the 
cause  of  the  delay  that  had  occurred.  The 
ratification  had  been  received,  but  the  in- 
strument was  found  to  be  informal.  The 
informality  had  nothing  to  do  with  any 


cme  of  the  (x>nditions  of  the  Treaty.  It 
consisted  of  an  omission  in  the  preamble 
of  the  Treaty,  iis  It  had  been  sent  here.  It 
was  sent  back,  and  when  transmitted  to 
Portugal  it  was  accompanied  by  a  declara- 
tion that  the  Treaty  should  be  of  no  eflect 
until  the  omission  was  supplied.  Of  its 
being  supplied  he  could  not  entertain  the 
least  doubt,  because  he  saw  no  motive 
wliatever  that  could  induce  a  different  line 
of  conduct.  The  articles  had  been  ratified 
in  the  form  originally  drawn  up ;  and  if  it 
would  give  any  satisfaction  to  the  noble 
Eari,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  telling  him, 
that  that  article,  which  he  supposed  to  exist 
in  the  Treaty,  existed  nowhere  except  in 
the  minds  of  those  from  whom  he  derived 
his  information,  or  in  the  noble  Earl's  own 
imagination.  The  moment  the  ratification 
was  received  in  the  manner  required,  the 
Treaty  should  be  laid  on  the  Table.  The 
delay  was  occasioned  merely  by  an  inad. 
vertence,  and  it  was  not  possihle  to  lay  be- 
fore the  House  an  incoi^plete  document. 
With  respect  to  the  general  observations 
of  the  noble  Eari,  it  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  notice  them.  Whether  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  would  restore  peace 
and  tranquillity  to  Portugal,  or  whether, 
as  the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  think,  it  would 
extend  the  evils  which  afilicted  that  coun. 
try,  was  a  matter  which  their  Lordships 
were  not  called  on  then  to  discuss ;  and  it 
would,  perhaps,  have  been  better  if  the 
noble  Earl  had  not  touched  on  the  subject. 
He,  however,  believed,  tliat  every  rational 
man  would  agree  with  him  in  opinion, 
that  the  policy  which  had  been  pursued 
would  be  found  in  every  respect  beneficial 
to  Portugal. 

The  Duke  of  WcUington  said,  if  he  un- 
(lorstoixl  the  noble  Earl  correctly,  the  rati- 
fication of  the  Treaty  had  taken  place ; 
but  an  incomplete  copy  of  the  Treaty  so 
signed  had  been  exchanged  with  hb  Ma- 
jesty's Government  as  a  complete  one. 
Now,  surely  this  country  ought  not  to  be 
bound  by  an  incomplete  instrument. 

Eari  Grey  said,  the  noble  Duke  labour- 
ed  under  a  misapprehension.  What  he 
had  stated  was,  that  in  consequence  of  an 
omission  in  the  preamble  of  the  Treaty,  it 
was  found  necessary  to  extend,  as  it  were, 
the  time  for  the  ratification ;  but  that  it  was 
at  the  same  time  declared,  that  the  Treaty 
should  have  no  eflbct  until  the  omi^ion 
was  filled  up.  If  the  deficiency  were  not 
supplied,  the  ratification  of  the  Treaty, 
thus  incomplete,  would  have  no  operation. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,    there 
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could  be  no  doubt  that  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nbtcrs  could  not  be  called  on  ti)  pn>ducc 
to  tlieir   Lordships  such  imperfect  docu- 
ments. 
Conventation  dropped. 

Appointment  of  MtNisTERs  to 
CnuRCHKs  (Scotland).]  The  Earl  of 
Rosebery  moved  the  second  retuling  of  the 
Bill  for  the  Appointment  of  Ministers  to 
Churches  (Scotland).  The  Bill  would  be 
a  measure  of  primary  importance  to  the 
religious  and  moral  intei^ts  of  a  great 
part  of  Scotland,  and  more  particularly  to 
Ibooe  of  the  city  of  Glasgow,  where  tlie 
want  of  aooommodation  was  greater  than 
in  my  other  part  of  Scotland.  The  state 
of  the  city  of  Glasgow  with  regard  to  ac- 
oomtnodation  for  religious  worship  was  the 
best  test  that  could  be  given  of  the  utility 
of  this  measure.  He  entertained  the 
highest  sense  of  the  Church,  the  purity  of 
her  doctrines,  the  ability,  piety,  and  use^ 
fulness  of  her  Ministers,  and  their  sidapta. 
tion  to  the  peq)le.  He  thought  it  was 
their  Lordships'  duty  not  to  lose  this  op- 
portunity of  enlarging  the  basis  of  that 
Church,  and  of  difibsing  its  benefits  as 
widely  as  possible.  He  confidently  relied 
on  the  intrinsic  value  of  the  Bill,  and  did 
not  doubt  that  their  Lordships  would  ad. 
mit  its  necessity. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  admitted,  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  good,  but  the 
details  were  capable  of  great  improvement. 
It  was  a  most  reasonable  thing  that  those 
who  tcx>k  upcm  themselves  the  additional 
expense  of  erecting  new  Churches  should 
possess  (he  right  of  nominating  their  pus- 
tors  ;  but  he  did  not  see  the  necessity  of 
passing  an  Act  of  such  an  universal  cha- 
racter as  thh?.  'lliat,  however,  was  a  ques- 
tion which  cfiuld  be  liefter  argued  in  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  he  would  not  oppose 
the  second  reading. 

The  Duke  of  HamUlon  said,  no  ime 
could  more  cordially  agree  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  than  himself.  He  should 
not  oppose  the  second  reading,  but  reserve 
to  himself  the  opportunity  of  discussing 
particular  points  in  Committee. 

The  Bishop  of  London  approved  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  trusted  that  a 
Clause  would  be  intxoduoed  directing  the 
appiopnation  of  a  certain  number  of  seats 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  poor.  The 
Ist  and  2nd  of  William  4th,  enacted,  that 
tliose  who  built  the  Church  and  endcnvcd 
it  with  the  sum  of  1^000^  had  the  right 
of  presentation.  The  same  principle  pervauod 


the  present  Bill.  Ho  was  anxious  to  see 
the  poor  accommodated  without  prejudice 
to  vested  rights. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  5 ,  1834. 

MiNUTBS.]  Petitions  presented.  By  Lonl  Althorp.  from 
Northampton;  and  Sir  R.  Hill.  Ooro  Drayton,  for  Pro- 
tection to  the  EMabliahed  Crhurch,  and  ogaiint  the  Sefwr- 
ation  of  Church  and  State.— By  C^aptziin  Gordon,  ttoai 
two  Presbyteries,  against  altering  the  present  System  of 
Church  Patronage  In  SooUand. — By  Mr.  Dunoombh,  ftom 
the  Clergy  of  Ripon  and  Boroughbridge,  against  the  Dis- 
senters' Marriages  Bill;  tnim  several  I'arishcs  of  York 
against  separating  Ainsty  from  the  Jurisdiction  of  that 
Town. — By  Mr.  Marshall,  from  Leeds,  agahat  the 
Proposed  Measure  of  Church  Rates ;  also  In  Cavour  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act  Amendment  Bill. — By  Mr.  E.  J.  Stanijct, 
ttnm  two  l^ocs,  fbr  Relief  to  Uie  Disaenters;  from  Staly 
Bridge,  for  tha  Separation  of  Chunh  and  State.-^By  Sir 
Rowland  Hill,  from  Salop,  for  amending  the  Sale  of 
Beer  Act.— By  Sir  D.  K.  SANnroRO,  from  Naikton,  against 
the  Sabbath  Otjscnranec  (Scotland)  Bill — ^By  Sir  Rowland 
HiLi^,  Messrs.  E.  J.  Stanlry,  DvNoomn,  Rylb,  and 
WiLiiRAUAM,  from  several  Places, — against  the  University 
AdmisRlon  Bill. — By  Mr.  Wilrrahah,  from  the  Debtors 
in  Chester  Gaol,  against  Imprisonment  for  nebt— By  Mr. 
LocKfe  and  Mr.  Maxwrll,  from  tlirce  Placet,  for  an  In- 
quiry into  the  Causes  of  DrunkcunGSs. — By  Sir  I).  K. 
SAtforoRD  and  Captain  Gordoit,  from  several  Places,  for 
Protcctkm  to  the  Scottish  Ctiurdi.—  By  the  latter,  from 
the  Parochial  Sdioolmostcrs  of  Kincardine,  for  an  increased 
Stipaid;  from  Aberdeen,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Rceiprocily 
of  Duties  Act — By  Mr.  Black  burn  r,  from  Huddcrsfleid, 
for  the  Reiioal  of  Uic  Duty  on  Galtipoli  Oil.^By  the  same, 
and  Mr.  Firlokn,  from  several  I'laocs, — agiunst  the  Poor 
Laws'  Amendment  -BlIL — By  Lord  Althorp,  from  the 
Handloom  Weavers  of  Balfour,  (<x  a  Board  of  Trade* 

KlKGSCLRRB  ENCLOSURE  BiLL.]    Mr. 

Shaw  Lefevre  brought  up  Ihe  Re()ort  of 
the  Committee  on  this  Bill :  and,  on  the 
question  that  the  Amendments  be  read  a 
second  time : — 

Mr.  Walter  said,  he  had  tliought  it  his 
duty  to  take  the  greatest  pains  possible 
to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion,  and,  in 
addition  to  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Counnittoc,  he  had  endeavoured  to  procure 
the  best  professional  opinion,  upon  actual 
inspection,  and  the  result  of  his  inquiry 
was,  that  there  was  no  way  of  compensating 
the  poor  generally  for  any  loss  of  this 
common  by  any  addition  to  the  allot- 
ments of  individuals.  The  Hon.  Member 
entered  into  a  variety  of  details  as  to  the 
expense  of  the  inclosure,  as  to  the  ad- 
vantages to  the  persons  concerned,  and 
then  pipceedcd.  The  expense  would  be 
enormous ;  the  commissioner  stated  it 
at  2/.  per  acre,  but  he  had  lately  paid 
4/.  per  acre  for  the  same  thin^«  He 
thought  that,  at  a  moderate  estimate,  it 
would  amount  to  at  least  5,000/<  And 
out  of  whose  pockets  was  this  to  come  ? 
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Out  of  the  pockets  of  those  who  already 
enjoyed  the  right  of  commonage,  without 
any  abatement,  without  incurring  any 
expense  whatever.  What  became,  he 
would  ask,  of  the  sum  so  abstracted  from 
individuals  actually  enjoying  a  free  right? 
Did  it  go  to  improve  the  land  ?  No :  it 
went  into  the  pockets  of  commissioners, 
surveyors,  lawyers,  and  persons  of  that 
class,  by  whom  absolute  havoc  was  to  be 
committed  upon  this  property.  The  loss 
to  be  inflicted  was  real,  substantial,  and 
durable ;  and  it  was  attempted  to  repair 
it  by  means  artificial—he  had  almost  said 
frivolous  ;  for  the  right  of  common  was  a 
perpetual  right — a  right  of  which  the 
poor  could  not  disseize  themselves — of 
which  an  improvident  father  could  not 
rob  a  meritorious  son.  All  that  these 
people  wanted  was,  to  be  left  alone  in  the 
enjoyment  of  that  which  nature  had 
brought  to  their  doors.  With  regard  to 
inclosures,  there  might  possibly  be  some 
few  points  in  which  they  had  been  bene- 
ficial; but  experience,  so  far  as  it  had 
hitherto  gone,  showed  that,  in  one  respect, 
they  had  been  highly  detrimental ;  they 
had  tended  to  depress  the  poor,  and,  by 
depriving  them  of  the  right  of  commonage, 
had  thrown  them  on  the  parish.  On  the 
decision  of  that  morning  would  depend, 
not  only  the  comfort  of  196  families,  but 
the  conviction  which  the  poor  entertained, 
that  their  interests  were  as  much  con- 
sulted by  that  House  as  those  of  the  most 
powerful  Member  in  it.  The  utility  of 
such  a  conviction,  at  a  time  like  the 
present,  would,  he  trusted,  be  duly  ap- 
preciated. He  concluded  by  moving, 
that  the  Amendments  be  read  on  that  day 
six  months. 

Mr.  Leech  seconded  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  hoped  he  should 
never  live  to  see  the  day  when  the  interests 
of  the  poor  would  not  meet  with  an 
equal  consideration  from  that  House  with 
those  of  any  other  class.  So  far  from  the 
present  Bill  being  any  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  poor,  the  promoters  of  the 
measure  had  endeavoured  by  every  means 
in  their  power  to  better  the  condition  of 
the  poor,  and  it  was  upon  this  ground 
that  his  gave  the  Bill  his  support.  The 
houi  Member  referred  to  the  evidence  at 
some  length  to  establish  his  case,  and 
concluded  by  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
House  would  allow  the  Bill  to  pass. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,   never  was 

the  saying  that  one  story  yf^^  good  until 


another  was  told  more  fully  verified  than 
in  the  present  instance.  The  hon.  Mem> 
ber  referred  to  the  evidence  to  prove  his 
view.  He  would  ask  what  was  to  be 
expected  from  a  Reformed  House  of  Com- 
mons if  this  Bill  were  suffered  to  pass  ? 
What  was  the  effect  of  the  clause  ?  It 
limited  the  extent  of  the  allotment  of 
those  labourers  who  had  exercised  the 
rights  of  commonage  for  the  last  twenty 
years,  or  who  had  possessed  their  cottages 
for  thirty  years.  But  further,  it  put 
their  estate  in  trust,  instead  of  giving  it 
to  them  in  perpetuity.  Of  all  absurd 
clauses  that  were  ever  introduced  into  a 
Bill,  that  was  the  most  absurd  and  ex- 
travagant, which,  before  the  commissioners 
set  out  and  allotted  the  different  plots  of 
ground  to  each  cottager,  made  it  necessary, 
that  each  cottager  should  prove  that,  for 
twenty  years  before  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  he  had  exercised  the  right  of  common 
by  stocking  it  to  a  certain  extent,  and 
that  for  thirty  years  he,  or  the  party  from 
whom  he  derived  his  right,  had  been  in 
possession  of  a  cottage,  which  gave  him 
that  right.  The  allotment  was  to  be  held 
by  the.lord  of  the  manor,  the  incumbent 
of  the  parish,  his  curate,  the  churchwar- 
den, and  overseers  of  the  poor  in  trust  for 
the  said  several  owners  of  such  cottages 
as  had  common  rights.  The  cottagers, 
however,  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  assign 
their  allotments  without  the  leave  of  the 
trustees,  or  any  five  of  them,  given  under 
their  hand  and  seal,  and  they  were  not  to 
be  permitted  to  assign  them  except  to 
other  owners  of  cottages.  Thus,  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  obtain,  as  in 
the  feudal  times,  leave  from  their  liege 
lords  to  alienate.  The  clause  further 
provided,  that  if  the  cottagers  were  absent 
from  their  cottages  for  more  than  three 
months,  without  just  cause  assigned,  the 
trustees  should  be  at  liberty  to  enter  upon 
their  allotments  for  iheir  own  use  and 
benefit.  Could  it  be  doubted  for  a 
moment  that  this  clause  would  give  the 
trustees  a  direct  interest  in  obtaining  as 
many  forfeitures  as  they  possibly  could  ? 
This  clause  did  not  give  the  cottager  a  fee 
simple  in  his  allotment  as  an  equivalent 
for  his  right  of  common.  It  first  limited 
the  estate  to  the  heirs  of  his  body,  making 
it  an  estate  tail,  and  then  provided,  that  if 
he  quitted  the  occupation  for  three  months, 
or  built  upon  it,  or  let  or  assigned  it,  in 
either  of  those  cases  it  should  be  forfeited 
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the  trustees  were  required  to  take  posses- 
sbn  for  that  purpose.  That  such  a  Bill 
should  be  attempted  to  be  palmed  upon  a 
Reformed  House  of  Commons  was  to  him 
surprising,  for  it  was  the  most  extravagant 
of  all  extravagances.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  never  consent  to  pass  this 
Bill. 

Colonel  Ccmotfy  thought,  that  the  rights 
of  the  poor  had  been  most  sedulously  and 
vigilantly  attended  to  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee,  who  had  made  a  clear 
and  able  statement  to  the  House.  He 
should,  therefore,  give  the  Bill  his  most 
cordial  support. 

Mr.  GiAome  said,  although  the  present 
Bill  was  strictly  a  private  Bill,  it  was  one 
of  great  public  importance.  If  the  oppo- 
sition to  this  Bill  should  succeed,  then 
there  would  be  an  end  of  all  enclosures. 
He  knew  that  persons  who  were  friends 
to  emigration  had  always  had  it  thrown 
in  their  teeth  that  there  were  3,000,000 
or  4,000,000  acres  of  waste  land  in  this 
country  which  ought  to  be  put  into  a 
state  of  cultivation  before  the  inhabitants 
of  this  country  were  sent  out  of  the 
country  to  cultivate  other  lands,  paving 
lived  the  greater  part  of  his  life  near  two 
commons  consisting  of  land  of  the  descrip- 
tion mentioned  in  the  Bill,  and  being  well 
acquainted  with  commons  and  those  who 
usually  lived  upon  them,  he  could  state 
from  actual  observation,  that  they  lived  a 
very  vagrant  sort  of  life,  more  like  gipsies 
than  regular  labourers,  and,  in  every 
instance  which  he  had  known,  these  poor 
creatures  had  been  benefited  by  being 
compelled  to  adopt  more  regular  habits. 
He  was  of  opinion  a  great  deal  more  had 
been  done  for  these  poor  labourers  than 
they  could  have  expected  if  the  present 
Bill  had  been  suffered  to  take  its  ordinary 
course.  The  ground  on  which  he  should 
vote  was,  that  he  could  not  conceive  a 
single  case  of  inclosure  that  could  take 
place  throughout  the  kingdom  if  the 
objections  urged  by  the  opponents  of  this 
Bill  should  meet  with  the  approbation  of 
the  House* 

Major  Beauclerk  knew,  from  his  own 
experience,  that  many  enclosures  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  counties  of  Surrey 
and  Sussex  had  turned  out  anything  but 
beneficial  to  the  poor.  Indeed,  many 
of  them  to  his  knowledge  had  been  de- 
structive to  the  comforts,  the  pleasures, 
and  the  amusements  of  the  poor.    The 
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ford,  in  his  opinion,  determined  the  ques- 
tion. It  was  calculated  to  bring  the  poor 
man  on  the  parish.  By  this  Bill,  the  rich 
man  was  at  liberty  to  build  upon  his  allot- 
ment cottages  of  any  description  he 
pleased  ;  but  the  poor  man  was  compelled 
to  sacrifice  his  property  if  he  made  any 
erection  upon  it  at  all.  It  was  clear 
this  Bill  would  promote  the  ruin  instead 
of  the  advantage  of  the  poor  man,  whose 
rights  it  affected ;  and  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
oppose  it. 

Sir  Henry  Hardmge  having  been  a 
member  of  the  Committee,  was  desirous 
to  offer  a  few  observations.  As  a  proof  of 
the  disinterestedness  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  he  would  inform  the  House,  that 
one  of  the  counsel  against  the  Bill,  who 
appeared  for  two  commoners  only,  ad- 
mitted, that  he  had  no  reason  to  complain 
of  any  want  of  liberality  towards  the  poor 
on  the  part  of  its  promoters ;  on  the  con- 
trary, their  generosity  to  the  poor  had 
been  so  much  more  than  ordinary,  that 
his  clients  were  compelled  to  complain 
that  they  were  damnified  by  it  Great 
doubts  existing  in  the  minds  of  the  Com- 
mittee with  regard  to  what  course  ought 
to  be  pursued,  and  very  conflicting  testi- 
mony having  been  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  both  sides — indeed  there  was  a 
strong  party  feeling  on  the  subject — it  was 
thought  expedient,  with  the  consent  of 
both  parties,  to  send  down  a  person  of 
known  character  and  respectability,  on 
whose  testimony  the  Committee  could 
rely.  On  his  report,  the  Committee  came 
to  the  decision,  that  the  preamble  was 
proved,  that  '*  it  was  advantageous  to  the 
poor  of  Kingsclere,  that  this  enclosure 
should  be  made.''  Under  these  circum- 
stances, what  was  the  Committee  to  do  ? 
Every  proposition  made  by  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  was  assented  to;  ten-elevenths 
of  the  property  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
Forty-three  rate-payers  and  286  cottagers 
had  petitioned  for  this  enclosure.  They 
lived  in  the  village,  which  was  three  miles 
distant  from  the  common.  They  had  an 
equal  right  to  the  commoh  with  those 
parties  who  lived  upon  itsconfines,  although 
they  were  unable  to  make  the  same  use  of 
it,  firom  the  distance  at  which  they  were 
located  from  it.  By  a  clause  in  the  Bill, 
seventy-five  acres  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  the  village  were  to  be 
given  to  these  commoners  in  exchange  for 
the  rights  which  they  now  possessed,  but 
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selves.  He  asserted,  that  if  tlie  House 
threw  out  this  Bill,  it  would  be  a  declara- 
tion, that  no  enclosure  should  hereafter 
take  place.  He  was  an  enemy  to  all  en- 
closures of  wasteland  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  villages  ;  he  thought  the  villagers  ought 
to  have  the  means  of  amusing  tnemselves 
after  their  labour;  but  he  considered  this 
a  different  case,  and  should  therefore  give 
the  Bill  his  support. 

Mr.  Pease  opposed  the  Bill.  He  had 
more  than  doubts  us  to  the  benefit  to  be 
derived  from  the  enclosure  of  this  common, 
for  he  had  been  informed  by  a  witness  of 
good  authority,  who  had  not,  however,  been 
examined  before  the  Committee  —  that 
seventeen  acres  of  this  common  had  on  a 
former  occasion  been  enclosed  by  the 
parish,  and  that  they  had  subsequently 
been  abandoned. 

Mr.  Godson  had  one  objection  to  this 
Bill,  which,  in  his  opinion,  would  be  fatal 
to  it.  By  the  clause  which  had  been  read 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Oxford,  and 
which,  as  a  lawyer,  he  must  denounce  as 
one  of  the  most  extraordinary  clauses  he 
had  ever  heard  of,  these  poor  cottagers, 
who  now  possessed  as  good  a  right  from 
possession  to  their  cottages  and  to  their 
commonage  as  any  Member  in  that  House 
had  to  his  estate,  were  deprived  of  that 
right?  Why  should  the  House  sanction 
the  principle,  that  possession,  the  best  legal 
right,  should  be  taken  away,  and  these 
parties  should  be  put  to  the  expense  of 
proving  their  right  to  the  very  party  who 
was  opposed  to  them  ?  Was  there  to  be 
one  law  for  the  rich,  and  another  law  for 
the  poor — a  law  for  a  man  of  100/.,  and  a 
different  law  fur  a  man  of  1,000/.  ?  The 
principle  was  must  unjust,  and  one  to 
which  he  could  never  give  his  sanction. 

Mr.  Blackburne  had  never  seen  such  a 
clause  introduced  in  any  Bill.  He  was 
bound  to  say,  that  if  this  clause  formed  a 
part  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  could 
never  consent  to  it ;  for  it  either  gave  to 
some  one  a  right  he  ought  not  to  possess, 
or  it  took  away  from  the  poor  man  u  right 
which  he  already  possessed  ;  inasmuch 
as  if  he  had  exercised  his  right  of  common 
for  twenty  years,  he  had  as  much  title  to 
it  as  if  he  had  exercised  it  for  1 ,000.  If 
he  was  to  go  before  a  Commissioner  and 
prove  he  had  exercised  a  right  of  common 
for  twenty  years,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Commissioner,  he  had  a  right  to  have  the 
land  given  to  him  in  fee.  If  the  poor  of 
(be  parish  were  willing  to  abandon  the 


right  they  possessed  in  the  common,  he 
should  be  sorry  to  prevent  ihetu  ;  but  if 
any  objection  was  made  to  it,  he  said  it 
was  taking  away  the  right  they  possessed 
at  law,  and  giving  them  another  which 
was  worth  nothing. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  30  ;  Noes 
50  ;  Majority  20. 

The  Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 

List  qfthe  Nobs. 

AgHonbyt  H.  A.  O'Connell,  M. 

Baines,  £.  0*CoDneU,  J. 

Beauclcrk,  Major  O'Conoor,  F. 

Bewes,T.  0*Ileilly,W. 

Blackburne,  J.  Oswald,  R.  A. 

Brothertoii,  J.  I'arrott,  J. 

Buller,  C.  Pease,  J. 

Butler,  Colonel  Philips,  M. 

Cobbell,  W.  Potter,  U. 

Codriogton,  Sir  K.  Rider,  T. 

Collier,  J.  Uuthveo,  £.  S. 

Dawson,  E.  Ruthven,  E. 

Dobbin,  L  SandTord,  Sir  D. 

FuilhfuU,  G.  Scholefield,  J. 

Fielden,  J.  Sharp,  General 

Fielden,  W.  Sullivan,  R. 

Finn,W.F.  Thicknesse,  R. 

Fitzsiinon,  C.  Trelawney,  Sir  W,  S. 

Fitzsimon,  N.  Wason,  R. 

Gillou,  VV.D.  Wigney,  J.N. 

Gully,  J.  Young,  G.F. 
Ilallibunon,TIn.D.G. 

Hodges,  T.L.  TELLERS. 

Jacob,  Fj.  Walter,  J. 

Lalor,  P.  Hughes,  W.  li. 

Leach,  J.  ^  « 

Maxwell,  W.  PAIRED  OFF. 

Milton,  Lord  Godson,  R. 

Morrison,  J.  Wood,  Col. 

Newfoundland  Fisiieriks.]  Mr. 
George  Robinson  was  sorry  to  occupy  time 
upon  a  subject  interesting  to  comparatively 
few ;  but  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  stale 
briefly  the  grounds  on  which  he  rested  the 
proposition  which  he  meant  to  submit  to 
the  House.  The  treaties  with  France 
respecting  the  Newfoundland  Fisheries 
commenced  with  that  of  Utrecht,  in 
1703,  and  a  clause  upon  the  subject 
had  been  continued  in  all  of  them,  down 
to  that  of  Paris  in  1814.  By  this 
clause  a  right  was  conceded  to  France  of 
fishing  on  a  part  of  the  coast  of  Newfound- 
land, and  the  question  to  which  he  wished 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Law-oflScers 
of  the  Crown  was,  whether  France,  by 
the  terms  of  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  (for  no 
others  were  important)  had  an  exclusive 
right  to  that  fishery,  or  only  in  participa- 
tion with  this  country.  Our  flshertneti 
who  had  employed  themselves  on  the  coast 
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of  Labrador,  finding  that  the  fishery  there 
could  be  carried  on  only  under  disadvan- 
tageous circumstances,  and  understanding 
that  they  would  not  be  permitted  by  the 
French,  who  claimed  an  exclusive  right  of 
fishing  on  a  part  of  the  coast  of  Newfound- 
land under  the  treaties  to  which  he  had  al- 
luded, to  fish  on  that  part  of  the  coast,  had 
thought  it  advisable  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  opinion  of  their  own  Government 
on  the  question.  A  letter  was,  in  con- 
sequence, written  by  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce at  Newfoundland  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  member  for  Perthshire,  who 
was  then  his  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonial  Department,  requesting 
to  be  informed  whetlier  or  not  the  French 
had  really  a  ri^ht  to  the  exclusive  fishery 
on  the  coast  in  question.  The  answer 
made  to  the  Newfoundland  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  by  the  Colonial  Office,  was  of 
a  very  extraordinary  nature,  for  it  im- 
ported that  the  exact  extent  of  the  right 
m  question  was  not  ascertained.  Upon 
this  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  New- 
foundland, in  June,  1830,  fitted  out  a 
vessel  to  go  to  that  part  of  the  coast 
of  Newfoundland  on  which  the  French 
claimed  an  exclusive  right  of  fishery,  and 
instructed  the  master  of  that  vessel  to  in- 
sist upon  his  right  to  fish,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  to  avoid  all  hostile  collision. 
It  was  but  common  justice  to  say,  that 
the  master  of  this  vessel  executed  the 
commission  intrusted  to  him  with  singular 
2eal  and  discretion.  He  proceeded  to  the 
French  part  of  the  coast,  landed,  and 
stuck  up  a  notice  of  his  intention  to  fish ; 
upon  which  he  was  told,  by  the  French 
authorities,  that  he  had  no  right  to  do  so, 
that  the  French  had  the  exclusive  right  of 
fishing,  and  that,  if  he  did  not  quit  the 
coast  peaceably,  they  must  compel  him 
by  violence.  The  master,  in  order  to 
fulfil  his  trust,  served  the  French  author- 
ities with  a  protest  against  their  proceed- 
ings. Just  at  this  period  a  French  sloop 
of  sixteen  guns  arrived,  the  captain  of 
which  asked  the  master  of  the  English 
vessel  what  business  he  had  there ;  telling 
him,  that  he  had  no  right  to  fish  on  that 
part  of  the  coast,  because  the  right  of 
fishing  upon  it  had  been  ceded  to  the 
French  by  treaty.  The  answer  of  the 
English  master  was,  that  he  had  been  sent 
there  to  fish,  and  with  orders  not  to  leave 
the  coast,  unless  compelled  to  do  so.  To 
this  it  was  replied,  that  they  must  then 
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the  master  thought,  that  he  had  fulfilled 
his  mission,  and  \ei\  the  coast;  having 
previously  asked  the  captain  of  the  French 
sloop  of  war  for  a  copy  of  his  instructions, 
which  was  refused.  He  (Mr.  Robinson), 
therefore,  called  on  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— for,  on  a  question  of  national  law, 
the  opinion  of  the  Crown  should  be  known 
— he  called  on  his  Majesty's  Government 
— and  if  the  Government  did  not  attend  to 
his  call,  he  must  call  on  the  House  to 
address  his  Majesty  to  take  the  proper 
means  for  ascertaining  what  our  rights 
were  under  the  existing  treaties;  and, 
having  ascertained  those  rights,  to  main- 
tain them.  The  subject  was  one  of  con- 
siderable importance.  All  parties  con- 
curred in  the  value  of  the  fisheries  in 
question.  America  had,  indeed,  availed 
itself,  to  a  great  extent,  and  to  our  great 
prejudice,  of  our  remissness.  He  con- 
tended, that  it  behoved  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  take  such  steps  as  should 
prevent  British  subjects  from  being  any 
longer  in  doubt  on  the  point.  If  that 
were  not  done, — if  his  Majesty's  subjects 
were  left  in  ignorance  of  the  real  state  of  the 
case, — what  was  to  prevent  them,  being 
three  to  one  in  number,  from  going  to  the 
French  part  of  the  coast,  and  compelling, 
by  violence,  the  right  to  fish  there  ?  God 
forbid,  that  he  should  suggest  any  such 
proceeding ;  but  it  might  by  possibility 
occur.  What  reason  could  there  be  for 
this  reserve  upon  the  subject  on  the  part 
of  his  Majesty's  Government?  He  did 
not  suppose,  that  we  were  afraid  of  France. 
For  his  part,  he  was  convinced,  that  there 
was  not  a  word  in  the  treaties  which  con- 
veyed to  France  the  exclusive  right  of 
fishing  on  the  coast  in  question.  Not 
only  had  they  no  right  of  exclusive  pos- 
session of  the  fishery,  but  the  French 
were  prohibited  from  remaining  perma- 
nently on  the  coast;  and  it  was  provided, 
that  they  should  go  from  France  to  the 
fishery,  and,  at  the  end  of  the  season,  re- 
turn to  France.  All  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  treaty  secured  to  the  French  was,  a 
concurrent  right  to  fish  with  the  English. 
On  what  grounds,  therefore,  the  assump- 
tion rested  he  did  not  know.  If  on  usage, 
he  contended,  that  that  was  no  ground, 
however  long  the  usage  might  have  been 
continued.  If  France  had  no  right  to  the 
exclusive  fishery,  why  allow  her  claim  to 
it?  Under  any  circumstances  the  time 
had  arrived  when  the  question  ought  to 
be  cotnpletely  set  at  rest.  Even  supposing 
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the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  decided 
against  his  opinion,  there  would  be  some 
advantage  in  putting  an  end  to  the  dis- 
cussion, and  both  French  and  British  sub- 
jects would  know  what  the  law  was.  He 
would  detain  the  House  no  longer,  but 
would  move,  *'  that  an  humble  address  be 
presented  to  his  Majesty,  praying  that  he 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  direc- 
tions, that  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  should  be  taken  as  to  the 
construction  of  the  various  treaties  between 
Great  Britain  and  France,  relative  to  the 
right  of  exclusive  fishing  on  our  part  of 
the  coast  of  Newfoundland  claimed  by 
France,  so  that  the  fact  ought  to  be  as- 
certained, and  instructions  be  given  by 
his  Majesty's  Government  to  protect  the 
British  fishermen  in  the  exercise  of  their 
just  rights  and  privileges/' 

Mr,  Pouleit  Thomson  did  not  rise  to 
oppose  the  Motion,  but  to  express  his 
hope,  that  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
induced  to  withdraw  it;  for  although  it 
might  be  expedient  to  take  the  opinion  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  on  the 
subject,  it  was  not  necessary,  and  it  might 
be  inconvenient,  to  take  it  in  the  formal 
manner  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He  wished  he  could  agree  with  the  view 
of  the  subject  taken  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but,  having  attended  to  it  at  various 
times,  and  especially  when  the  question 
was  brought  forward  by  his  amiable  and 
lamented  friend  Mr.  Villiers,  he  was  bound 
to  say  that,  although  he  hoped  we  might 
be  able  to  establish  our  claim,  he  had  not 
the  confidence  in  the  subject  which  the 
hon.  Member  expressed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  referred  to  treaties,  but  he  ought, 
also,  to  refer  to  the  declarations  by  which 
those  treaties  were  accompanied ;  for  it 
was  only  by  such  a  context  that  the 
matter  could  be  determined.  The  House 
was  probably  aware,  that  this  subject  had 
been  under  the  consideration  of  successive 
Governments  in  this  country  since  the 
year  1783,  and  that  various  opinions  had 
been  entertained  respecting  it.  Nay,  on 
one  occasion,  two  Members  of  an  Admi- 
nistration, one  in  the  other  House,  and 
one  in  the  House  of  Commons,  expressed 
opinions  directly  opposite  to  one  another 
upon  it.  He  mentioned  this,  to  show 
that  the  subject  was  one  involved  in  con- 
siderable difficulty.  The  opinion  on  which 
he  confessed  he  should  be  disposed  prin- 
cipally to  rely,  was  that  of  Mr.  Huskisson, 

to  wbQ»|  during  the  short  time  that  he 


was  in  the  Colonial  Office,  an  application 
having  been  made  to  assert  the  rights  of 
the  British  fishermen  by  force,  his  answer 
was,  that  he  thought  it  unadvisable  to 
enter  upon  an  assertion  of  the  right,  and 
that  it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  matter 
open  to  negotiation.  He  repeated  these 
things,  merely  to  show  the  difficulty  of 
the  case ;  and  he  recommended  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  as- 
suring him,  that  attention  should  be  paid 
to  it ;  and  that,  whatever  might  be  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
every  effort  should  be  made  to  conclude 
an  amicable  arrangement  of  the  matter. 
The  hon.  Member  said,  that  the  Americans 
exercised  the  right  of  fishing  on  the  coast 
in  question.  If  so,  we  ought  certainly  to 
CDJoy  the  same  privilege;  for  the  Americans 
must  claim  on  our  right,  as  established  by 
the  treaty  of  1783.  As  he  was  informed, 
however,  the  Americans  sent  a  frigate  to 
assert  their  right ;  but  he  must  say,  that 
he  should  be  exceedingly  sorry  to  employ 
force.  After  what  he  had  stated,  he  trusted 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  Robinson  trusted,  that  his  Majesty's 
Government  would  not  allow  the  question 
to  go  on  in  a  doubtful  state  for  an  indefi- 
nite period ;  for,  although  he  deprecated 
a  quarrel  with  France  upon  it,  he  was 
anxious  that  the  matter  should  be  ulti- 
mately settled.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that,  before  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, something  might  be  done  finally  to 
settle  the  question. 

Mr.  Baring  admitted,  that  it  might  be 
inexpedient  to  move  formally  for  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
on  the  subject.  He  must  say,  however, 
that  the  British  fisheries,  whether  on  the 
coast  of  Newfoundland  or  in  the  Channel, 
had  not  the  attention  paid  to  them  which 
they  formerly  received  ;  and  they  were  in 
a  very  declining  condition.  Now,  this 
was  a  very  important  consideration  ;  the 
fisheries  being  highly  valuable,  not  only 
as  a  branch  of  our  trade,  but  as  a  nursery 
for  our  seamen.  He  could  not  help  calling 
the  particular  attention  of  his  Majesty^s 
Government  to  the  condition  of  the  British 
fisheries  on  the  coast  of  Guernsey  and 
Jersey.  In  former  times  the  interests  of 
those  fisheries  had  experienced  the  pe- 
culiar care  of  Government,  and  were  con- 
sidered among  those  interests  which  it 
was  their  especial  duty  to  protect.     He 
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present,  and  that,  while  the  French  Go- 
yemment  were  cherishing  their  fisheries 
evei7where  with  the  greatest  possible  care, 
the  British  Government  evinced  an  apathy 
with  respect  to  our  fisheries,  which  was 
highly  reprehensible. 
Motion  withdrawn. 

Reciprocity  of  Duties  Act.]  Mr. 
George  F.  Young  rose  to  bring  forward 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
for  leave  for  **  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Act 
4th  George  4tb,  c.  77,  commonly  termed 
the  '  Reciprocity  of  Duties'  Act,'  with  the 
view  of  restoring  to  Parliament  its  consti- 
totional  control  over  all  treaties  with  fo- 
reign Powers,  involving  the  commercial 
interests  of  the  British  community."  He 
could  assure  the  House,  that  it  was  not  his 
wish  to  occupy,  by  any  Motion  of  a  specu- 
latire  character,  that  time  which  he  fuUy 
admitted  ought  to  be  devoted  as  much  as 
possible  to  practical  measures.  His  ob- 
ject was  purely  practical ;  and  if  the  House 
would  give  him  its  indulgence,  he  would 
endeavour  to  prove,  that  the  Reciprocity 
of  Duties  Act,  as  it  was  called,  ought  not 
to  remain  longer  on  our  Statute-book,  that 
even  the  present  session  should  not  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  repealing  it, 
which  would  afford  a  proof  of  the  anxiety 
^  of  Parliament  to  redress  the  grievances  of 
the  people.  In  urging  this  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  he  would  take  up  as 
little  of  their  time  as  possible.  He  felt  his 
own  inadequacy  to  the  task  which  he  had 
undertaken ;  but  though  he  did,  he  was 
urged  to  it  by  a  sense  of  duty,  from  which 
it  would  be  weakness  or  affectation  to 
shrink.  He  had  formed  his  opinions  of 
this  Act  on  long  experience  and  careful 
inquiry ;  yet  he  owned,  that  he  came  to 
the  task  with  a  full  confidence  of  his 
incapability  to  impress  upon  the  House 
his  own  firm  conviction  of  its  injustice  and 
impolicy.  The  subject  had  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  greatest  orators,  writers, 
and  statesmen,  of  our  times.  The  Reci- 
procity of  Duties  Act  gave  the  Crown  the 
power  of  contracting  Treaties  with  foreign 
Powers,  by  which  their  vessels  might  be 
admitted  m  certain  trades,  and  on  certain 
conditions,  to  enter  our  ports  on  an 
equality  with  our  own  vessels.  The  first 
Treaty  which  was  contracted  under  this 
Act,  was  that  with  Prussia,  concluded  on 
April  2nd,  1824,  which  was  to  continue 
in  force  for  ten  years;  and,  after  that,  either 
of  th«  contracting  partiei  might  put  an 


end  to  it  by  giving  a  yearns  notice,  so  that 
it  would  expire  on  the  2nd  of  April.  The 
country  hadjt  now  in  its  power,  therefore, 
to  annul  or  repeal  the  Treaty,  should  it  be 
injurious  to  the  national  welfare.  He 
impugned  the  Act  on  which  that  Treaty 
was  made,  as  unconstitutional,  impolitic, 
and  unjust.  The  Act  had  signally  failed, 
which  was  proved  in  the  distress  of  the 
shipping  interest,  caused  in  great  part  and 
aggravated  in  all  by  the  Treaties  con- 
cluded under  that  Act.  The  direct  tend- 
dency  of  those  Treaties  was,  to  discourage 
British  shipping,  and  to  injure  the  various 
classes  connected  with  British  shipping  to 
such  an  extent,  that  to  delay  further  the 
proposal  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Act,  would 
be  a  direct  neglect  of  duty,  and  injurious  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  country.  The  policy 
of  our  Navigation-laws  was  the  encourage- 
ment of  our  shipping,  which  was  sometimes 
effected  at  the  expense  of  those  connected 
with  shipping,  though  counterbalanced  by 
granting  them  certain  privileges.  The 
first  statute  connected  with  the  protection 
to  British  shipping  was  the  first  of  Henry 
7th.,  c.  8.  It  granted  them  exclusive 
privileges,  but  it  said,  that  all  mariners 
navigating  them  should  be  British.  The 
fifth  of  Elizabeth  excluded  foreigners  from 
our  fisheries,  the  thirteenth  from  our 
coasting  trade,  and,  in  1646,  an  Act  was 
passed  which  excluded  foreigners  from  our 
colonial  trade.  These  and  other  Acts, 
embodied  by  Cromwell,  and  renewed  and 
consolidated  by  the  12th  of  Charles  2nd., 
constituted  what  were  called  our  Naviga- 
tiou'laws.  The  hon.  member  then  quoted 
the  authority  of  Sir  Josiah  Child,  Dr.  Adam 
Smith,  Lord  Wallace,  Mr.  Huskisson, 
and  other  eminent  men,  in  favour  of  the 
principle  and  efiectof  the  Navigation-laws. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had,  on  May  7th, 
1827,  quoted  the  work  of  Sir  Josiah  Child, 
against  the  Navigation-laws.  He  was 
surprised  at  that,  for  he  could  state  from  a 
careful  perusal  of  the  book  which  he  held 
in  his  hand,  that  there  was  not  one  word 
in  it,  from  beginning  to  end,  against  those 
laws.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  more  particular 
in  his  quotations  in  future.  —  [Mr.  P. 
Thomson:  I  never  quoted  Sir  Josiah 
Child.] — ^The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so 
represented  in  MansartTs  Parliameniary 
Debates f  and  an  hon.  friend  of  his  told 
him,  that  he  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man quote  the  work ;  but,  of  coune,  after 
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the  right  bon.  Gentleman's  denial,  Han- 
sard must  be  wrong.  It  was  true,  that 
the  late  Mr.  Haskisson  altered  the  Naviga* 
tion-laws  in  several  particulars,  and  be 
was  a  high  authority.  He  had  come  fre- 
quently in  contact  with  that  eminent  man, 
and,  though  he  differed  from  him  widely 
on  this  question,  he  could  never  doubt  his 
vast  extent  of  information,  his  profound 
judgment  on  all  subjects  connected  with 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country, 
and  his  anxious  desire  to  promote  what  he 
conscientiously  believed  the  interests  of 
the  country.  Never  could  he  join  in  the 
abuse  which  was  poured  upon  that  able 
Minister,  and  on  the  occurrence  of  the 
lamentable  accident  which  deprived  that 
Gentleman  of  life,  he  had  deplored  that 
event  as  one  of  the  most  serious  losses 
which  the  shipowners  could  suffer.  He 
thought  Mr.  Huskisson  wrong;  but 
that  Gentleman  had  intellect  to  detect 
his  error,  manliness  to  avow  it,  and 
honesty  enough  to  retrace  his  steps, 
when  the  eonviction  flashed  upon  his  mind. 
He  could  have  confided  in  the  administra- 
tion of  Mr.  Huskisson,  leaving  events 
gradually  to  develope  themselves.  He 
wished  that  he  could  place  the  same  con- 
fidence in  those  in  whose  hands  the  care 
of  our  commercial  and  maritime  interest 
was  now  reposed.  His  successors  bad 
grasped  at  the  mantle  of  the  prophet, 
expecting  to  imbibe  also  his  inspiration, 
but  they  had  obtained  only  a  worthless 
covering.  The  first  object  of  our  com- 
mercial policy  was,  to  rear  a  body  of  hardy 
sailors  for  the  defence  of  the  country. 
And  it  had  accordingly,  been  provided  by 
the  Navigation  Act,  that  every  British 
registered  ship  should  be  navigated  by  a 
crew,  of  which  three-fourths,  at  least,  were 
to  be  British  seamen;  and,  that  every 
British  registered  ship  engaged  in  the 
coasting  trade  and  fisheries,  should  be 
navigated  by  a  crew  of  which  the  whole 
was  British.  That,  among  other  Acts,  had 
boen  consolidated  last  Session  and  formed 
part  of  the  2  &  3  Will.  4th,  cap.  .54.  No 
British  registered  ship  was  suffered  to 
depart  from  a  British  port,  without  a  crew 
consisting  of  three-fourths  natives  of  these 
islands.  The  shipowners  were  compelled 
also  to  take  on  lx>ard  a  certain  number  of 
apprentices  in  proportion  to  the  tonnaee. 
These  enactments  entailed  on  the  ship- 
owners great  expense,  owing  to  the  high 
rat<*  of  wagAs,  and  the  high  price  of  pro- 
visions  in  this  country.    Another  object 


was,  to  exclude  foreign  ships  from  those 
departments  in  which  they  were  prohibited 
from  engaging  by  the  Navigation-laws,  by 
affording  a  ready  means  or  distinguishing 
such  as  were  really  British.  Again,  our 
foreign  trade  and  our  shipping  bad  been 
made  subservient  to  our  home  manufac- 
tures.  In  the  5th  section  of  the  Registry 
Act,  it  was  enacted,  that  the  registry 
should  be  restricted  to  ships  which  were 
wholly  of  the  build  of  the  United  King- 
dom. The  7th  clause  also  limited  the 
repairs  of  British  ships  in  foreign  coun- 
tnes  to  20s.  per  ton.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  list  of  articles  of  essential  import- 
ance in  ship-building,  all  of  which  were 
liable  to  heavy  duties  upon  importation 
into  this  country.  First  of  all,  the  ship 
itself  was  wholly  prohibited — it  must  not 
be  imported  at  all.  Then  there  was  a 
duty  of  tifty  per  cent  on  iron,  thirty- three 
per  cent  on  copper,  fifty  per  cent  on 
casks,  forty- four  per  cent  on  sailcloth, 
21.  15$,  per  load  on  oak  timber, and  soon. 
Live  cattle  were  taxed;  grain  was  pro- 
hibited at  a  low  price  and  protected  at  a 
high  one ;  fruit  and  vegetables  paid  a  duty 
varying  from  forty  to  fifty  per  cent ; — in 
one  word,  all  the  articles  required  by  the 
shipowner  to  build  and  provision  his 
vessels  paid  a  heavy  duty.  He  did  not 
complain  of  the  imposition  of  those  duties, 
which  was  founded  on  a  wise  policy,  but 
they  increased  the  cost  of  ships  and  the 
cost  of  navigation,  and  proved  onerous  in 
the  pursuit  in  which  he  and  others  were 
engaged.  In  the  pursuit  of  that  policy, 
the  Legislature  had  justly  extended  to 
navigation  certain  protections.  The 
coasting  and  colonial  trade  was  confined 
entirely  to  British  ships.  That  protection 
had  been  continued  for  the  most  part  up 
to  the  present  hoar,  though  some  relaxa- 
tions had  been  permitted,  which  had  done 
considerable  injury  to  British  navigation. 
The  Navigation  Act  declared,  that  no 
goods  or  commodities  whatever  of  the 
growth,  production,  or  manufacture  of 
Asia,  Africa,  or  America  should  be  im- 
ported into  England,  except  in  ships  be* 
longing  to  Bncrlish  subjects,  and  of  which 
the  master  and  the  greater  number  of  the 
crew  were  also  Endish.  It  also  declared 
further,  that  no  goods  of  the  growth, 
production,  or  manufacture  of  any  country 
in  Europe  should  be  imported  into  Great 
Britain,  except  in  British  ships,  or  in  such 
ships  as  were  the  real  property  of  the 
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the  goods  were  purchased,  or  from  which 
they  could  only  be  or  most  usually  were 
exported.        By     the     Navigation-laws' 
Amendment  Act,  and  by  the  Warehousing 
Act,  these  enactments  were  altered.    The 
enumerated  articles,  as  they  are  called, 
may^now  be  imported  either  in  British 
ships,  in  ships  of  the  country  of  which 
the  goods  are  the  produce,  or  in  ships  of 
the  country  or  pUce  from  which  th^y  are 
imported  into  England,  and,  by  the  Ware- 
housing Acts,  they  may  be  imported  in 
any  ships  whatever.     Another  mode  by 
which  British   navigation   was  protected 
was,   by   imposing    upon    foreign    ships 
charges  for  lighting  and  port  dues, beyond 
those  imposed  upon  British  ships.    That 
regulation  had  been  abrogated  with  those 
countries  with  which  we  had  entered  into 
treaties  of  reciprocity ;  and  it  was  not  un- 
worthy of  attention,  that  this  had  been  a 
costly  permission  to  foreign,  as  well  as  an  { 
injurious  permission   to  British,  naviga- 
tion.   The  amount  of  duties  thus  remitted 
to  the  foreigner  had  been  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund;  and  since  1825, had 
reached  the  sum  of  26 1 ,000^  The  amount 
would  have  been  still  higher,  had  it  not 
90  happened,  that  some  individuals  had 
not  claimed  the  dues  to  which  they  were 
entitled  as  the  owners  of  lighthouses,     fn 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  an  Act  had 
been  passed  for  paying  160,000/.  to  the 
Corporation  of  London  for  the  claim  to 
charges  uppn  foreign  shipping,  which  they 
had  remitted .     H e  would  not  have  blamed 
the  Government  for  redeeming  those  dues, 
if  the  Corporation  of  London  had  been 
entitled  to  them  in  perpetuity ;  but  the 
fact  was,  that  they  were  contingent  on  the 
Reciprocity  Act,    which   he   now  called 
upon  the  House  to  repeal.     If  the  House 
should  deem  it  expedient  to  repeal  that 
Act,  it  would  have  purchased  from   the 
Corporation  of  London  in  fee,  duties  to 
which  that  Corporation  had  only  a  con- 
tingent title.      Another  mode  in  which 
protection  was    extended    to   navigation 
was,  by  the  imposition  of  discriminating 
duties  on  commodities  imported  into  this 
country  in  foreign  ships,  beyond  those 
imposed  on  the  same  commodities   im- 
ported into  it  in  British  ships.     These 
di^crimioating  duties  had  been  abrogated, 
so  far  as  regarded  all  countries  with  which 
we  had  entered  into  reciprocity  treaties. 
And  as  they   had  constituted   the   most 
important  protection  which  British  navi- 
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their  nature  and  effect.     It  was  obvious, 
that  there  could  not  be  two  prices  for  the 
same  article  in  tlie  same  market.     Now, 
if  that  were  the  case,  and  the  same  species 
of  article  were  imported  in  a  foreign  and 
in  a  British  ship,  as  the  foreign  ship  was 
liable  to  heavier  charges  than  the  British 
ship,  the  British  shipowner  obtained  in 
freight  the  difference  between  what  he  and 
the  foreigner  had  to  pay  in  charges.  Dis- 
criminating duties,   prudently    imposed, 
contained  nothing  unfriendly  or  unjust  to 
foreigners ;  and  those  which  our  Legisla- 
ture formerly  imposed  had  not  operated 
unjustly  cither  on  foreign  or  on  British 
interests.     At  the  instigation  of  Prussia, 
as  Mr.  Huskisson  had  candidly  admitterl 
at  the  time,  our  discriminating  duties,  so 
far  as  Prussia  was  concerned,  had  been 
done  away  with ;   and  the  British   ship- 
owner, burthened  as  he  was  already,  had 
been  told,  '*  You,  the  heaviest  taxed  of  all 
nations,  must  carry  on  trade  in  free  com- 
petition with  a  nation  the  least  taxed  in 
the  world,  and  in  which  all  the  commodi- 
ties for  provisioning  ships,  and  materials 
for  building  them,  were  very  cheap,  or  you 
must  give  up  navigation  altogether."  That 
the  expenses  of  navigation  had  been  in- 
creased by  the  disqualifications  to  which 
he  had  just  alluded,  no  man  could  doubt ; 
never  was  testimony  more  concurrent  than 
the  testimony  which  had  been  given  on 
this  point  last  Session,  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Trade  and  Navigation.     It  ap- 
peared, that  upon  the  cheapest  calculation, 
the  expense  of  building   a  ship  in  this 
country  was   not   less   than    12/.  a-ton ; 
while  upon  the  highest  calculation  the  ex- 
pense of  building  a  ship  in  Prussia  did 
not  exceed  8/.  a-ton.     Thus  in  the  pro- 
duction of  our  ships  the  cost  was  fifty  per 
cent  more  than  that  which  fell  upon  the 
foreigner.     In  the  cost  of  navigating  the 
ship  the  disparity  of  expense  was  still  more 
visible.  Our  wages  for  seamen  varied  from 
40s.  to  60s.  a-month,  the  average  being 
50s.  a  month.     In   Prussia   the   average 
was  25s.  a-month.     In   point  of  wages, 
then,  Prussia  had  an  advantage  equiva- 
lent to  100  per  cent  over  the  British  ship- 
owner.    In  the  cost  of  provisions  the  dis- 
parity was  even  still  more  striking.     Not 
only  was  the  cost  of  victualling  a  ship 
dearer  in  England,  but  from  the  habits  of 
our  people  they  recjuired  a  more  plentiful 
supply  of  better  and  costlier  diet.     The 
laws  of  Great  Britain  pn.yented  the  ship- 
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foreign  grain.  Such  grain  was  stored  in 
British  warehouses,  but  the  shipowner  was 
prevented  from  taking  it  out  by  the  pro- 
tection which  the  Legislature  thought  fit 
to  give  to  the  agricultural  interest.  He 
did  not  blame  the  Legislature  for  giving 
to  the  agricultural  interest  that  protec- 
tion. It  was,  in  his  opinion,  wise  to  do 
so,  for  when  he  claimed  protection  for  the 
interest  with  which  he  was  himself  per- 
sonally connected,  he  could  not  be  so  ab- 
surd as  to  deny  it  to  others.  If  he  was 
right  as  to  the  causes  of  the  disparity  of 
expense  incurred  by  the  British  and  fo- 
reign shipowner,  it  was  unjust  in  Parlia- 
ment to  expose  the  British  shipowner  un- 
protected to  such  a  competition  as  he  had 
just  described.  That  injustice  was  of  a 
double  character.  As  subjects  of  the 
same  Government,  governed  by  the  same 
laws,  and  exposed  to  the  same  burthens 
with  the  rest  of  their  fellow-subjects,  the 
shipowners  were  entitled  to  the  same  pro- 
tection as  was  afforded  to  the  other  in- 
terests of  the  community.  In  every  spe- 
cies of  article  which  was  requisite  for  the 
production  of  ships  they  were  peculiarly 
taxed.  Let  any  man  turn  to  the  consoli- 
dated duties  of  the  customs,  and  he  would 
there  find,  that  the  duties  upon  the  impor- 
tation of  all  foreign  articles  intended  for 
domestic  consumption  were  heavy.  Af- 
fording a  protection  to  the  home  manu- 
facturer greater  even  than  was  afforded  to 
the  agriculturist.  The  duty  on  wax  can- 
dles, for  example,  was  120  per  cent,  on 
tallow  candles  100  per  cent;  on  tin  ware 
the  duty  was  100  per  cent;  on  manufac- 
tured steel  the  duty  was  twenty  per  cent. 
In  the  more  important  articles  of  our  pro- 
duction, the  duty  on  cotton  goods  was 
ten,  on  woollen  fifteen,  on  silk  thirty  per 
cent,  and  on  linen  forty  per  cent.  Among 
the  many  productions  of  British  manufac- 
ture he  had  been  unable  to  find  one  which 
was  not  protected  against  foreign  compe- 
tition. In  the  6th  of  George  4th,  which 
contained  various  prohibitions  on  impor- 
tation, there  was  an  express  recital,  that 
those  restrictions  were  not  for  the  benefit 
of  the  revenue,  but  for  the  better  en- 
couragement of  trade  and  manufactures. 
It  was  said  when  the  consolidating  act  of 
last  Session  was  introduced,  that  it  was 
only  intended  for  purposes  of  revenue, 
and  not  for  purposes  of  restriction.  He 
did  not  know  how  it  happened — he  did 
not  suppose,  that  it  was  intentionally,  but 
it  was  an  ominous  circumstance,  that  this 


recital  was  omitted  in  the  new  consolida** 
ting  act.  If  he  looked  at  the  most  ex- 
pensive or  at  the  most  trifling  articles^ 
even  toys,  he  found  that  there  was  no 
article  produced  by  the  skill  or  industry 
of  British  artisans  which  did  not  meet 
with  legislative  protection,  save  British 
shipping  only.  This  was  a  gross  act  of 
injustice  to  the  British  shipowner;  for 
the  Legislature  not  only  took  away  from 
him  the  protection  which  it  gpranted  to 
every  other  class  of  the  community,  but  in- 
flicted upon  him  an  exclusive  burthen.  For 
the  protection  of  the  British  landowner, 
the  shipowner  must  build  ships  of  wood 
the  growth  of  this  country,  and  a  heavy 
duty  was  accordingly  imposed  on  foreign 
timber; — for  the  benefit  of  the  British 
artisan,  the  shipowner's  property  was  liable 
to  forfeiture  if  he  expended  more  than 
40s.  a-ton,  in  repairs  in  a  foreign  country ; 
— ^for  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  and  he  by  no 
means  objected  to  this  enactment  of  the 
Legislature,  the  shipowner  was  prevented 
from  importing  grain  and  provisions  from 
the  north  of  Europe ; — for  the  benefit  of 
the  British  navy  he  was  compelled  to  na- 
vigate his  ships  by  British  sailors,  to  whom 
he  must  pay  50s.  a-month,  when  he  could 
get  foreign  sailors  at  25s.  a-month,  and 
then  he  was  calmly  told  to  go  and  com- 
pete with  the  foreign  shipowner.  *'  Sir,  we 
cannot.''  Sooner  or  later,  the  conviction 
which  he  had  just  stated  in  the  briefest 
terms  which  he  could  use,  would  force 
itself  on  the  attention  of  Parliament,  or, 
if  not,  that  British  navigation  would  sink 
into  utter  ruin.  If  it  was  no  longer  ne- 
cessary for  the  purposes  of  defence  to  en- 
courage our  commercial  navy,  he  hoped 
that  with  such  a  conviction,  would  come 
a  conviction  of  the  necessity  of  releasing 
the  shipowners  from  their  present  disquali- 
fications. Let  the  House  be  consistent 
and  be  just.  Either  repeal  the  Navigation 
Acts  and  the  Registry  Acts — either  leave 
them  to  build  and  navigate  their  ships  as 
cheaply  as  they  could — or  give  them  a  pro- 
tection equal  to  the  disqualification  imposed 
upon  them.  Whilst  protection  was  given  to 
every  other  interest,  no  protection  was  given 
to  the  shipowners.  It  had  been  admitted 
by  Mr.  Huskisson, — and  the  position  had 
been  affirmed  by  every  minister  who  had 
succeeded  him, — that,  in  all  cases  where 
the  interests  of  commerce  and  navigation 
came  into  collision,  the  interests  of  com- 
merce must  give  way,  and  those  of  navi- 
gation must  be  protected.  He  recollected 


193 


Eeciprocity  of 


{June  6} 


Duties  Act. 


194 


ivell,  that  when  this  doctrine  was  first 
advanced,  the  House  was  indulged  with 
'  flourishing  anticipations  of  the  advantages 
which  the  general  interests  of  the  country 
would  derive  from  this  new  system.  But 
he  should  be  able  to  show,  that  the  con- 
cessions made  by  our  Government  had 
failed  in  producing  the  consequences 
which  had  been  promised.  Not  only  had 
injustice  been  done  to  the  British  ship- 
owners, but  also  injury  to  the  interests  of 
British  navigation.  He  thought  that  he 
should  be  able  to  prove,  that  none  of  the 
benefits  anticipated  had  been  realized — 
that  foreign  nations  had  not  been  incited 
by  our  example  to  relax  the  severity  of 
their  restrictions  against  us,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  they  had  increased  them.  In 
corroboration  of  this  statement,  he  would 
beg  leave  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  few  lines  from  the  speech 
which  Mr.  Huskisson  had  made  in 
introducing  his  measure  for  giving  the 
authority  of  the  Legislature  to  this  reci- 
procity system.  'In  July,  1821,  the 
'  United  Netherlands,'  said  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson, 'passed  a  law  allowing  a  premium 
'  of  ten  per  cent  upon  all  articles  imported 
'  in  Dutch  vessels.  Prussia  had  also 
'  raised  the  dues  on  our  vessels,  and  had 
'  intimated,  in  a  manner  not  to  be  mis- 

*  taken,  that  she  would  more  fully  adopt 
'  the  retaliatory  system  if  we  continued 

*  our  present  policy.   We  roust,  therefore, 

*  adopt  a  perfect  equality  and  reciprocity 

*  of  shipping  duties.  Its  effect,  he  was 
'  persuaded,  would  lead  to  an  increase  of 
'  the    commercial     advantages     of    the 

*  country.     He  had  no  doubt  that  when 

*  England  abandoned  her  old  principle, 

*  the  United  Netherlands  and  the  other 
'  powers  who  were  prepared  to  retaliate, 
'  would    mutually    concur    in    the    new 

*  arrangement.*  *  Now,  had  the  United 
Netherlands  given  up  that  premium  of 
ten  per  cent  ?  No  such  thing.  Far  from 
those  expectations  having  been  realized, 
we  were  now  proceeding  to  retaliate  upon 
the  Dutch  the  discriminating  duties  they 
yet  kept  up,  and  there  were  yet  other 
countries  equally  hostile  to  our  commercial 
policy,  on  whom  we  were  not  prepared  to 
retaliate.  This  was  the  first  falsification 
of  the  prediction  of  Mr.  Huskisson.  The 
Spanish  trade  proved  the  same  thing,  for  the 
enormous  discriminating  duties  which  the 
Spanish  Government  had  imposed  on  all 
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productions  imported  in  British  ships  into 
Spain  had  nearly  driven  British  shipping 
out  of  the  trade  with  Spain.  In  the  three 
years  between  1823  and  1826,  one  house, 
which  he  knew,  loaded  sixty-four  sail  of  Bri- 
tish ships  for  ports  in  Spain,  but  did  not 
load  a  single  Spanish  ship.  But,  from  1826, 
when  the  discriminating  duties  of  Spain 
came  into  operation,  they  had  loaded 
thirty-eight  Spanish  ships,  which  had 
procured  freights  averaging  21.  12s.  I0d» 
per  ton,  whilst  the  British  ships  which 
continued  to  sail  had  been  reduced  to 
fifty-one  in  six  years,  obtaining  only  an 
average  freight  of  13s.  6c?.  per  ton.  He 
knew  a  recent  instance  of  a  Spanish  and 
English  ship  taking  in  their  cargoes  along- 
side of  each  other,  in  the  river  Thames, 
and  although  the  English  ship  was, 
through  the  preponderating  influence  of 
the  merchant  concerned,  loaded,  it  was 
at  less  than  one-third  of  the  freight 
obtained  by  the  Spanish  ship,  and  for 
this  reason,  that  the  goods  landed  in 
Spain  from  the  British  ship  would  be 
subject  to  a  duty  so  much  greater  than 
those  landed  from  the  Spanish  ship,  as  to 
render  a  shipment  in  a  British  bottom 
almost  impossible.  This  had  been  re- 
peatedly urged  upon  the  Board  of  Trade, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answered, 
that  it  was  not  worth  attention,  as  it  only 
affected  some  half-dozen  ships ;  but,  on 
referring  to  the  documents  in  the  Library, 
he  found,  that  no  less  than  14,000  tons 
of  Spanish  shipping  had  cleared  outwards 
in  the  preceding  year.  The  same  was 
the  case  with  regard  to  France,  and  on 
that  subject  he  would  quote  the  very 
edifying  report  on  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  England  and  France, 
which  had  been  recently  presented  to  the 
House  by  Dr.  Bowring.  The  hon.  Member 
read  various  passages  of  this  Reporttoshow, 
that  British  commodities  were  yet  sub- 
jected to  very  heavy  discriminating  duties 
in  France.  This,  then,  was  the  return 
which  England  was  to  receive  for  tendering 
the  right  hand  of  fellowship  to  every 
country  in  the  world!  The  hon.  Member 
continued  to  read  further  extracts  from 
the  Report,  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
the  determination  of  the  French  Grovern- 
ment  to  give  every  encouragement  to 
home  production.  Here,  then,  was  an 
exposition  of  the  commercial  policy  of 
France,  supplying  an  irrefragable  proof  of 
the  error  of  those  parties  who  declared 
with  BO  much  confidence  that,  if  we  once 
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passed  the  Reciprocity  Bill,  France  would 
immediately  be  found  competing  with  us 
in  the  race  of  liberality.  Haa  Prussia 
treated  us  with  greater  liberality  than 
France?  He  was  unwilling  tp  trouble 
the  House  with  details,  and  would,  there- 
fore, only  allude  to  the  efforts  which  it 
was  well  known  that  country  was  making 
to  establish  a  cordon  not  only  round  her 
own  territories,  but  round  all  the  states 
of  Germany,  for  the  express  pur[)0se  of 
excluding  British  productions.  He  could 
not  avoid  mentioning  another  fact  con- 
nected with  navigation,  as  affording  an 
instructive  elucidation  of  the  liberal  dis- 
position of  Prussia  towards  this  country. 
The  principal  article  of  export  from  this 
country  to  Prussia  was  salt;  and  yet  it 
was  a  fact,  he  believed,  that  not  a  singh; 
cargo  of  salt  was  carried  there  in  English 
ships,  though,  in  conformity  with  the 
stipulations  of  the  Treaty,  English  ships 
were  only  to  be  subjected  jn  the  Prussian 
ports  to  the  same  charges  as  Prussian 
ships.  Such  being  the  fact,  how  was  it 
to  be  accounted  for.?  By  the  circumstance 
of  salt  being  a  royal  monopoly,  and  con- 
sequently being  permitted  to  be  imported 
by  none  but  native  ships.  Thus  the  on)y 
article  which  it  was  worth  our  while  to 
send  to  Prussia,  the  Government  of  that 
country,  notwithstanding  the  treaty  of 
reciprocity,  would  not  allow  to  be  carried 
there  in  English  vessels.  What,  too,  had 
been  the  conduct  of  America  with  respect 
to  reciprocity?  It  had  been,  indeed,  found 
impossible  to  carry  the  tariff  fully  into 
effect,  and  it  consequently  received  certain 
modifications ;  but  were  they  favourable 
to  British  commerce?  Were  they  framed 
in  the  spirit  of  liberality,  and  did  they 
exhibit  a  disposition  to  extend  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  the  two  coun- 
tries? On  the  contrary,  those  modifications 
were  calculated  to  exclude  from  America, 
as  far  as  it  was  possible,  considering  the 
situation  of  that  country,  arising  out  of  the 
conflicting  interests  of  the  southern  and 
northern  provinces,  British  productions  and 
manufactures,  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
encouragement  to  the  productions  and 
manufactures  of  America.  He  would 
only  mention  another  instance  of  a  similar 
kind,  having  reference  to  the  town  of 
Stade,  situate  on  the  river  Elbe,  in  the 
Hanoverian  dominions,  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  river  to  Hamburgh.  All  ships 
going  to  Hamburgh  must  pass  that  town, 
?ind  though  the   King  of  England  was 


King  of  Hanovery  yet  it  was  a  fact  that  a 
duty  was  there  exacted  pn  British  ships 
which  was  equal  to  the  whole  amount  of 
the  freight  received  by  them  for  sailing 
from  this  country  to  Hamburgh,  from 
which  duties  Hamburgh  ships  were  wholly 
exempted.  It  would  oe  necessary  for  him 
to  go  into  some  statistical  details;  but 
his  apology  was,  that  this  case  was  found- 
ed Mpon  statistics,  which  he  averred  to  be 
mistaken,  and,  therefore,  he  asserted  that 
the  Parliament  and  the  country  had  been 
misled  in  the  regulations  which  had  been 
adopted.  He  averred,  that  the  shipping 
interest,  contrary  to  the  statements  which 
had  been  so  confidently  set  forth  as  to  its 
prosperity,  was  in  a  very  depressed  and 
declining  state,  partly  owing  to  the  effects 
of  the  reciprocity  system,  and  partly,  as 
he  acknowledged,  owing  to  other  circum- 
stances, by  which  our  navigation  roust 
have  suflered  to  a  certain  ei^tent,  but 
which  in  themselves  rendered  it  the  more 
important  that  the  hand  of  encouragement 
and  protection  should  be  held  out  instead 
of  being  withdrawn  at  the  very  crisis  when 
it  was  most  needed.  He  averred,  that  the 
total  of  British  tonnage  had  not  increased 
since  the  passing  of  the  Reciprocity  Acts. 
The  shipowners  felt,  that  they  were  ruined, 
although  from  the  circumstance  of  a  few 
ships  being  yet  built,  some  persons  argued 
that  the  trade  must  be  prosperous.  He 
said,  that  our  shipping  engaged  in  foreign 
trade  had  not  Increased  in  proportion 
with  that  of  other  countries;  on  the  con- 
trary, that  in  the  countries  with  which  we 
had  reciprocity  treaties  it  had  diminished, 
while  the  foreign  tonnage  was  augmented. 
He  also  asserted,  xh^i  British  shipping 
was  deteriorating  in  quality,  and  was 
losing  the  estimation  in  which  it  had  been 
held  in  the  various  quarters  of  the  world. 
He  first  said,  that  British  navigation  was 
in  a  depressed  and  declining  state.  To 
prove  this  proposition,  he  should  quote  a 
few  of  the  answers  given  to  questions  put 
to  Gentlemen  examined  before  the  Com- 
mittee which  sat  to  inquire  into  trade  and 
navigation  last  Session,  and  he  would 
assure  the  House  that  he  had  selected 
these  opinions  rather  from  the  testimony 
of  individuals  whose  opinions  were  op- 
posed to  his  views  than  leant  towards 
those  who  concurred  in  his  notions  on  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman  read  ex- 
tracts from  the  evidence  of  Joshua  Bates, 
E«q.,  James  Cook,  Esq.,  Mr.  John  Asfle, 
of  Dublin,  Mr.  John  Spence,  of  Sijiicl^r- 
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land,  Mr.  W.  Richmond,  of  North  Shields, 
Robert  Anderson,  Esq.  of  South  Shields, 
Mr.  Samuel  Cooper,  of  Hull,  Mr.  Robert 
Benton  Roxby,   Mr.  Allen    Gilmour,  of 
Glasgow,  Mr.  Henry  Turner,  of  Sunder- 
land, and  Robert  Abraham  Gray,  Esq.  all 
representing  the  shipping  interests  to  be 
in   a  declining  state.     He   had  next  to 
show,  that  freights  had  declined  in  a  far 
•greater  degree  than  the  expenses  of  navi- 
gation, which  was  an  evidence  of  depress- 
ion.    For  this  purpose  he  read  the  evi- 
dence of  Robert  Carter,  Esq.,  John  Diston 
Powles,   Esq.,    Robert    Anderson,    Esq., 
John  Nicolls,  Esq,,  R.  A.    Gray,  Esq., 
Kirkman  Finley,  Esq.,  G.  Larpent,  Esq., 
John  Innes,  Esq.,  and  James  Aiken,  Esq. 
He  had  also  stated,  that  a  great  loss  of 
capital  had  been  incurred.     In  support  of 
this  assertion,  he  referred  to  the  testimony 
of  Mr.  Nicholls  who  stated,  that  three  or 
four  ships,  of  which  he  had  the  accounts 
since  1825,  exhibited  a  total  loss.     The 
balance  was  nil — there  was   nothing   to 
divide  after  the  vessels  were  sold.     Mr. 
Barry  stated,  that  a  ship  of  the  value  of 
7,000/.  built  in  1825,  and  one  of  8,000/. 
built  in  1826,  exhibited  each  a  loss  of 
forty-eight  per  cent.     Mr.  Nelson  stated, 
that  eight  ships  which  cost  37,500/,  paid 
dividends  averaging  two  and  one-eighth 
■per  cent,  per  annum,  for  six  years.     The 
«hips  were   not    fully  insured,  and    the 
freight  not  at  all.     If  the  freight  had  been 
insured,  there  would  have  been  nothing 
to  divide.     And  at  the  time  when  he  gave 
bis  evidence  there  had  been  10,000/.  sunk 
npon   them.     The   amount    of   tonnage 
mortgaged  would  also  lead  to  important 
conclusions.     In  the  four  years  from  1825 
to  1828,  there  had  been  248,566   tons 
wholly  or  partially  mortgaged.     In    the 
four  last  years,  the  amount  was  306,971 
tons,  being  an  increase  of  69,442   tons 
beyond  the  preceding  four  years.     This 
Return  showed,  that  a  fourth  part  of  the 
entire  tonnage  of  the  empire  had   been 
wholly  or  partially  mortgaged  within  the 
last  eight  years,  and  that  the  annual  aver- 
av:e  generally  mortgaged  in  the  latter  half 
of  that  period  exceeded  that  of  the  former 
half  by  nearly  twenty-five  per  cent.     It 
appeared,  also,  that  formerly  mortgages 
were  taken  upon  ships  as  an  investment 
for  money,  but  that  practice  had    now 
almost  entirely  ceased,  and    ships  were 
now  mortgaged  to  tradesmen  for  the  pay- 
ment of  debts.     An   individual,  through 

^hwe  hi^nds  a  vast  ouipber  of  sqch  mort- ' 


gages  passed,  said,  that  he  never  knew  a 
single  instance  of  a  mortgage  upon  a  ship 
being  redeemed.  The  next  statement 
which  he  had  to  make  possessed  a  good 
deal  of  importance,  and  in  impugning 
public  documents  and  statements  which 
had  been  very  confidently  made  in  that 
House  and  elsewhere,  he  knew  that  he 
was  taking  upon  himself  a  responsibility 
which,  he  trusted,  he  should  be  able  to 
justify.     The  hon.  Member  then  read  the 


following  statements. 


Tons. 


In  1817,  the  tonnag^e  belonging  to  the 

British  empire  was,  per  returns     ..  2,664,986 

Ships  built  up  to  1826  ..  ..  1,189,322 

If,  therofore,  no  losses  had  occurred, 
the  tonnage  at  the  end  of  1826  would 
have  been        d,854,.^>8 

But,  according  to  the  returns,  it  was . .  3,6.15,644 

Thus  remained  the  aggregate  loss 
written  offduring  these  ten  years  ..  1,218,664 


Forming  an  average  of 

On  registering  ships  de  novo  there  ap- 
peared to  have  accumulated  no  less 
than  346,966  tons,  which  wert  real/y 
extinct,  and  as  this  had  arisen  in 
forty-one  years,  one  yearns  propor- 
tion was        ••         • 


121,866 


8,463 


Making  the  real  annual  losses  to  be, 
tons        130,329 


In  1827  it  appeared  the  returns  made 
the  tonnage  of  the  British  Empire 
to  be  ..   -     ..         ..  ..  2,460,500 

Since  then  there  had  been  built         . .      624,226 


Then  in  1832,  if  no  losses  had  occurred, 
the  tonnage  would  have  been  . .  3,084,726 

Average  losses  for  five  years,  at  130,329 
tons  annually         ..  •.  ..      655,645 

Showing  the  real  tonnage  in  1832  to  be  2,4:33,081 
Instead  of  ..  ..  ..2,618,068 


Leaving  a  fre.^  acenmulation  on  the 
registry  of  tonnage  actually  exiiiict  of     184,987 

Mom.— The  tonnage  fn  1827  of         . .  2,460,500 
And  that  for  1832,  corrected 
as  above  of        2,433,081 

were  both  erroneous,  to  the  extent  of 
90,394  tons  of  colonial  shipping,  extinct 
in  1827,  but  not  struck  off  the  registry 
until  1828  and  1829.  Thus  we  had  up- 
wards of  40,000  tons  less  than  in  1827, 
and  considerably  less  than  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  war,  when  those  statements 
demonstrating  the  flourishing  state  of  the 
British  tonnage  were  made  by  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson.  ITe  had  before  stated,  that  our 
forei;;-n  carryinjy  trade  had  not  increased 
since  the  passing  of  the  Reciprocity  of 
H  3 


199 


Redpraeiiy  of 


{COMMONS} 


DtUie$  AcL 


200 


Duties  Bill,  and  he  was  borne  out  in  this 
statement  by  an  official  paper  which  he 
held  in  his  hand,  showing  the  number  of 
British  and  foreign  ships,  entered  inwards, 
in  1817,  1824,  and  1831.  From  this 
paper  it  appeared,  that  during  the  seven 
years  previous  to  the  commencement  of 
the  reciprocity  system,  the  increase  of 
British  tonnage  entered  inwards,  as  com- 
pared with  the  foreign,  was  22  per  cent 
greater,  but  that  for  the  seven  years  suc- 
ceeding the  establishment  of  reciprocity, 
the  increase  of  foreign  tonnage  entered 
inwards,  exceeded  that  of  the  British  by 
183  percent.  This  difference  in  favour 
of  foreign  nations  had  progressed  in  an 
accelerated  proportion,  for  in  1831  and 
1832,  the  increase  of  the  foreign  tonnage 
exceeded  that  of  the  British  213  per  cent. 
Within  the  sam^  period  of  time  the 
amount  of  Prussian  shipping  increased 
twenty-six  per  cent ;  the  shipping  of  other 
foreign  countries  twenty-three  per  cent, 
while  British  shipping  increased  in  amount 
only  sixteen  per  cent.  He  had  felt  it  his 
duty  thus  to  make  special  reference  to 
Prussia,  because  that  country  had  taken 
the  most  prominent  part  in  effecting  that 
course  of  policy  which  Mr.  Huskisson 
declared  had  compelled  him  to  adopt  the 
reciprocity  resolutions.  How  the  antici- 
pations as  to  the  results  of  the  reciprocity 
system  were  borne  out,  would  be  ascer- 
tained by  a  reference  to  the  returns  of  the 
official  value  of  imports  and  exports,  and 
the  amount  of  tonnage  entered  inwards 
during  periods  antecedent  as  well  as  sub- 
sequent to  the  adoption  of  the  Reciprocity 
system  of  policy.  These  returns  exhibited 
a  complete  falsification  of  the  statements 
which  were  made,  that  from  the  conces- 
sions, British  tonnage  would  have  nothing 
to  fear  in  point  of  competition,  and  that  if 
even  British  navigation  suffered,  British 
commerce  would  be  benefited  in  an  im- 
mensely greater  degree.  The  returns  to 
which  he  alluded,  extended  from  the  year 
1820  to  1831,  and  showed,  that  in  1820 
the  total  exports  to  Prussia  amounted  to 
1,317,181/.,  while  in  1831  the  amount  of 
exports  was  only  829,303/.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  total  official  value  of  imports 
in  1820  was  729,683/.,  anc^  in  1831, 
1,200,150/.  During  the  four  years  which 
preceded  the  passing  of  the  reciprocity 
Acts,  the  excess  of  the  official  value  of 
the  exports  to  Prussia  beyond  the  imports 
was,  in  1820,  587,498/.  That  excess,  he 
admitted;  diminished  from  that  period^ 


but  still  io  the  year  1823  amounted  to 
129,934/.  [From  the  hurried  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  read  his  state- 
ments, the  accuracy  of  the  figures  is  not 
guaranteed.]  The  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
ceeded to  state,  that  up  to  1823  this 
country  continued  to  export  to  Prussia 
a  greater  amount  in  official  value,  not 
only  of  British  and  Irish  manufactures, 
but  also  of  foreign  and  colonial  produce, 
than  was  imported  from  Prussia,  but  that 
the  moment  the  reciprocity  treaties  were 
completed,  the  tables  were  turned,  and  in 
1824,  the  very  first  year  the  new  system 
came  into  operation,  this  country  imported 
of  the  cheap  and  almost  worthless  produc- 
tions of  Prussia,  to  the  amount  in  official 
value  of  151,824/.  more  than  was  exported 
to  her  from  this  country.  The  excess  of 
imports  over  exports  continued  increasing 
till  in  the  year  1831  it  amounted  to  up- 
wards of  370,800/.  He  had  shown,  then, 
that  the  exports  to  Prussia  had  diminish- 
ed, while  the  imports  had  increased,  and 
that  the  period  at  which  the  change  took 
place,  was  that  very  period  when  the  Reci- 
procity Acts  came  into  effect.  He  had 
also  shown  from  these  returns,  that  the 
results  which  had  been  anticipated  had 
not  followed.  It  had,  however,  been  said 
— nay,  it  had  been  promised,  that  the 
mercantile  navigation  of  this  country, 
would  not  be  injured  by  these  concessions 
which  were  made  by  the  Reciprocity 
Duties  Act.  But  what,  however,  was  the 
fact  ?  The  returns  to  which  he  had  already 
referred,  stated,  that  the  amount  of  British 
ships  entered  inwards,  was  87,451  tons, 
andofforeign  ships  60,450;  while  in  1831, 
the  entry  inwards  of  British  ships  was 
84,921,  and  of  foreign  141,532  tons.  The 
simple  statement,  then,  stood  thus — that 
from  the  year  1820  to  1823,  there  was  an 
excess  of  exports  to  Prussia  over  imports, 
amounting  in  official  value  to  376,913/., 
while  the  excess  of  imports  over  exports 
from  1824  to  1827,  amounted  in  official 
value  to  384,765/.  The  next  document 
to  which  he  should  call  the  attention  of 
the  House,  was  curious  and  novel  in  its 
kind,  but  was  one  which  he  thought  would 
not  be  entirely  deficient  in  answering  the 
purpose  for  which  he  quoted  it.  It  was  a 
statement  of  the  population  returns  accord- 
ing to  the  census  taken  in  1821,  and  also 
in  1 83 1 ,  of  the  official  value  of  imports  and 
exports,  and  of  the  amount  of  tonnage  en- 
tered inwards,  British  as  well  as  foreign, dis- 
tinguishing! under  the  latter  head,  the  ton- 
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nage  of  the  northern  reciprocity  countries. 
In  the  year  1821,  then,  the  number  of  the 
population  of  the  United  Kingdom  was 
21,193,000;and  in  1831, itwas  24,271,000, 
thus  showing  an  increase  of  3,078,000, 
or  fourteen  and  a-half  per  cent.  The 
state  of  the  importations  of  the  United 
Kingdom  at  present  was  very  remarkable, 
and  showed,  that  the  change  of  system 
that  had  been  adopted  had  led  to  a 
great  increase  in  the  importation  of  foreign 
produce.  In  1821,  the  official  value  of 
our  imports  was  30,792,000/.;  in  1831, 
it  was  49,713,000/.;  being,  in  point  of 
fact,  speaking  in  round  numbers,  an  in- 
crease to  the  amount  of  18,900,000/.  in 
the  imports  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  the 
course  of  ten  years.  Thus  it  appeared, 
that  there  was  an  increase  to  the  amount 
of  sixty-one  and  a-half  per  cent.  In  order 
to  comprehend  the  assertion,  that  there 
had  been  an  increase  in  the  tonnage  of 
the  ships  engaged  in  the  trade,  and  the 
Baltic  trade  in  particular,  it  was  necessary 
to  recollect,  that  the  commerce  gene- 
rally speaking,  was  carried  on  with  very 
bulky  articles ;  and,  therefore,  a  larger 
number  of  ships  than  would  otherwise  be 
the  case  was  employed,  and  there  was  an 
apparent  increase  of  tonnage.  It  was  by 
merely  listening  to  the  assertion  with  re- 
spect to  the  increase  of  the  tonnage  of  our 
shipping,  without  taking  into  calculation 
the  circumstance  he  had  mentioned,  that 
the  nation  had  been  cajoUed  into  the  be- 
lief, that  the  shipping  interest  was  in  a  most 
prosperous  state.  The  advocates  of  the 
new  system  had  lumped  together  the 
Returns  respecting  the  imports,  exports, 
and  the  navigation  ;  and  thus  the  country 
had  been  lulled  into  a  false  belief  on  these 
matters;  and  he  feared,  that  as  far  as  re- 
garded the  navigation  of  the  country,  the 
result  might  be  fatal.  In  1820,  the  whole 
amount  of  the  tonnage  that  entered  British 
ports  was  1,995,530;  and,  in  1831,  the 
amount  was  3,241,927;  showing  an  in- 
crease of  sixty-two  and  a-half  per  cent, 
which  certainly  would  make  it  appear  that 
navigation  had  increased  in  a  very  re- 
markable degree.  But,  if  it  was  an  increase 
of  navigation,  was  it  an  increase  of  British 
navigation?  What  had  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  the  subjects  of  Great  Britain,  and 
what  into  the  hands  of  their  rivals?  In 
1821,  the  amount  of  tonnage  of  British 
vessels  entered  inwards  was  1,599,274 
tons,  and  the  tonnage  of  foreign  ships 

ITM  396,266«    Iq  1831,  the  amount  of 


British  tonnage  entered  inwards  was 
2,367,322 ;  thus  showing  an  increase  of 
British  tonnage  to  the  amount  of  76,000 
tons,  or  an  increase  of  forty-eight  per 
cent.  Between  1821  and  1831,  however, 
the  foreign  tonnage  had  increased  from 
396,256,  to  874,605  tons ;  being  an  in- 
crease of  478,000,  or  120  per  cent,  which 
was  a  result  not  to  be  regarded  without 
alarm.  The  aggregate  increase  in  the 
amount  of  the  tonnage  in  the  Baltic  trade 
was  ninety-eight  per  cent.  The  tonnage 
of  British  shipping  engaged  in  that  trade, 
however,  had  decreased  to  the  amount 
of  twelve  and  a-half  per  cent,  while 
the  increase  of  foreign  shipping  en- 
gaged in  the  same  trade  amounted  to  not 
less  than  210  per  cent.  Did  not  this 
show,  that  there  was  great  reason  for  alarm 
at  the  competition  to  which  this  country 
was  exposed  with  the  chief  nations  of  the 
North  of  Europe?  After  what  he  had 
said,  he  trusted  that  the  House  would  no 
longer  be  led  away  with  the  belief  that 
British  tonnage  had  increased.  He  bad 
shown,  beyond  any  doubt,  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  increased  commerce  of  the  world 
had  fallen  into  the  hands  of  those  whom  we 
so  justly  feared  as  rivals.  If  reference  were 
made  to  the  whole  of  the  reciprocity  coun- 
tries, it  would  appear  that  there  was  a 
great  falling-off  in  the  amount  of  British 
tonnage  engaged  in  trade  with  them.  He 
would  take  the  tonnage  of  the  vessels 
trading  to  the  four  Northern  countries  in 
1817,  and  in  1831.  He  found,  that  in  the 
former  year  the  amount  of  tonnage  of 
British  vessels  entered  inwards  from  those 
countries  was  428,000  tons,  and,  in  1831, 
404,923  tons;  thus  showing  a  diminution 
in  the  tonnage  of  British  shipping  from 
the  reciprocity  countries  to  the  amount  of 
24,000  tons.  The  tonnage  of  foreign 
shipping  entered  from  those  countries  in 
1817  was  372,293  tons;  and  in  1831, 
717,710  tons;  thus  showing  an  increase 
in  foreign  shipping  to  the  amount  of 
345,422  tons.  The  document  which  he 
held  in  his  hand  also  showed,  that,  in  the 
trade  to  Prussia  during  the  years  inter- 
vening between  1826  and  1831,  there  had 
been  an  average  increase  of  the  tonnage  of 
British  ships  equivalent  to  six  and  three 
quarters  per  cent  on  those  five  years ;  it 
also  showed,  that  during  the  same  period 
the  increase  of  the  tonnage  of  foreign  ships 
was  equal  to  105  per  cent,  and  there 
had  also  been  a  diminution  of  our  exports 
to  that  country  to  the  amount  of  thirty* 
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seven  per  cent.  In  the  trade  to  Denmark 
tlie  increase  of  the  tonnage  of  Britisli  ships 
was  sixty-nine  per  cent,  and  of  foreign 
ships  703  per  cent,  and  a  diminution  of 
exports  to  that  country  to  the  amoant  of 
twenty-seven  per  cent.  It  also  showed, 
that  in  the  trade  to  Sweden  the  diminution 
in  the  amount  of  the  tonnage  of  British 
ships,  was  equal  to  forty-one  per  cent, 
while  there  had  been  an  increase  in  the 
tonnage  of  foreign  ships  engaged  in  that 
trade  of  not  less  than  eighty  per  cent,  and 
an  increase  of  the  exports  to  the  amount 
of  thirty-two  per  cent.  In  the  Norway 
trade  the  diminution  of  the  tonnage  of 
British  shipping  was  fifty-five  per  cent,  and 
the  increase  of  the  foreign  shipping  in  the 
same  trade  was  fifteen  per  cent ;  there 
had  also  been  an  increase  of  the  exports 
to  three  and  a-half  per  cent.  The  trade 
of  Germany  lie  had  also  taken,  because  it 
had  often  been  said,  that  it  was  mixed  up 
with  the  trade  to  Prussia,  and  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  exports  to  that  country 
were  sent  through  Germany.  It  appeared 
that,  in  the  trade  to  Germany,  there  had 
been  an  increase  in  the  tonnage  of  British 
vessels  to  the  amount  of  ihirty-seven  per 
cent,  white  the  increase  of  the  tonnage  of 
foreign  ships  in  the  same  trade  was  307 
per  cent.  At  the  same  time,  there  had 
been  a  diminution  of  the  exports  to  that 
country  to  the  amount  of  twenty  per  cent. 
Thus,  he  had  shown,  that,  upon  the  whole, 
in  the  trade  with  the  ^ve  Northern  coun- 
tries, namely,  Prussia,  Denmark,  Sweden, 
Norway,  and  Germany,  with  which  we 
traded  in  conformity  with  the  principles 
of  the  Reciprocity  Act,  there  had  been  on 
the  average  an  increase  in  the  tonnage  of 
British  shipping  to  the  amount  of  thirteen 
per  cent ;  on  foreign  ships  to  the  amount 
of  ninety-seven  per  cent,  and  there  had  also 
been  a  diminution  in  our  exports  to  those 
countries  to  the  amount  of  twenty-one  |»er 
cent.  lie  recommended  those  who  sup- 
posed that  British  commerce  had  greatly 
increased  to  take  these  matters  into  serious 
consideration,  and  see  whether  the  time 
had  not  arrived  when,  even  for  their  own 
interest,  it  was  necessary  to  reverse  the 
policy  which  had  been  pursued  of  late 
years.  He  had  no  doubt  that  those  who 
induced  the  Legislature  to  adopt  this  sys- 
tem of  commercial  policy,  at  the  time  be- 
lieved, that  they  were  acting  in  a  manner 
to  promote  the  best  interests  of  the  coun- 
try ;  but  he  had  shown  from  the  docu- 
ments be  had  referred  to  that  the  result 


had  been   very  different  from  what  they 
had  anticipated.     The  next  document  to 
which  be  was  anxious  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  was  one  of  very  considerable 
importance  as  regarded  the  shipping  in- 
terests.    He  could  not  help  drawing  very 
painful  prognostics  from  the  deterioration 
in  the  quality  of  British  ships,  arising  from 
the  privations  to  which  the  shipowners  had 
been  subjected,  and  which  prevented  them 
constructing  ships  in  the  manner  on  which 
they  should  be  built,  or  keeping  them  up 
in  that  manner  in    which  they  formerly 
were  kept  up,  and  which  gave  them  advant- 
ages and  a  preponderance  over  the  ships 
of  all  other  nations  in  the  world.     Since, 
however,  the  change  in  the  law  as  regarded 
our  system  of  navigation,   foreign  com- 
petition had  deeply  affected  our  shipping 
interest,  and  from  admitting  foreign  vessels 
to  so  large  a  share  in  our  trade  they  now 
succeeded  in  obtaining  freights  in  the  va- 
rious markets  of  the  world,  in  preference  to 
our  own  vessels.     The  document  to  which 
he  was  about  to  refer,  was  one  of  great  im- 
portance, and   to    which    he   was   most 
anxious  to   obtain   the   attention   of  the 
House.     In  1819  there  were  14,034  ships 
registered  in  Lloyd's  books  ;  6,216  were  of 
tlie   first  or   superior    class.     They  were 
called  A  I  class,  which  was  the  mode  in. 
which  the  best  class  of  ships  were  de- 
scribed in  Lloyd's  books.     The  number  he 
had  just  given  made  it  apparent  that  the 
proportion  of  ships  of  the  best  class  was 
forty-four    per    cent   of  the  whole.     In 
1832  there  were  15,607  ships  in   Lloyd's 
books,  of  which  only  5,000  were  marked 
as   belonging    to  A    1   class;    that    was 
thirty- three  per  cent,     tt  appeared  there- 
fore, that  there  had  been  a  falling-off  in 
the  best  class  of  ships  in  the  proportion 
of  thirty-three  per  cent  to  forty-four  per 
cent.     The  next  class  of  ships  were  marked 
A  2  ;  that  was,  that  they  were  good  ships, 
but  not  well  supplied  with  stores.     This 
circumstance  was    another  proof  of  the 
distresss   araon^^st   the    shipowners,    and 
showed  that,   from    the    competition    of 
foreigners,  they  obtained  so  low  a  rate  for 
freight  that  they  were  unable  properly  to 
provision  their  vessels.     In  the  class  A  2 
there  were  163  in  1819,  and  there  were 
635  ships  in  1832,  insufficiently  supplied 
with  stores.     In  the  class  E,  or  the  ships 
very  indifferently  supplied,  there  were  in 
1819,  only  309,  and  in  1832^  there  were 
800.     In  the  class  t,  or  those  ships  out  of 
repair,  that  was  not  $ea worthy,  there  were 
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in  1819,  91  ;  but,  in  1832  there  were  246. 
The  inferior  class  of  ships  were  insuffici- 
ently flupplied  with  stores  and  provisions, 
and  the  great  increase  of  those  classes  in 
the  books  a(  Lloyd's  showed  the  distress 
that  existed  amongst  the  shipowners. 
Feelings  of  alarm  must  be  excited  at 
the  decay  that  was  taking  place  in  the 
character  of  British  ships,  and  which  had 
been  gradually  going  on  since  the  passing 
of  the  Reciprocity  Act.  But  the  deteriora- 
tion of  British  shipping  was  unfortunately 
corroborated  by  other  evidence.  It  was 
distinctly  proved  by  tlie  testimony  of  se- 
veral gentlemen  who  were  examined  last 
year  by  the  Committee  to  which  he  had 
already  referred  —  [The  hon.  Member 
quoted  at  some  length  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  Richmond  and 
Mr.kellytoshewthecomparativedeteriora- 
tion  ofthecharHCter  of  British  and  improve- 
ment of  that  of  foreign  shipping.]  The  hon. 
Member  again  apologized  for  occupying 
for  so  long  a  time  the  attention  of  tlie 
House,  and  said,  that  nothing  but  his  con- 
viction of  the  immense  importance  of  the 
subject,  and  a  consequent  feeling  of  duty, 
compelled  him  to  trouble  the  House,  tie 
had  endeavoured  to  draw  up  and  make 
his  statements  as  fairly  as  he  possibly 
could,  and  he  trusted,  that  lion.  Members 
would  examine  them,  and  he  was  satisBed 
that  they  would  be  convinced  of  their  ac- 
curacy and  they  would  be  convinced,  that 
he  had  not  exerted  himself  to  give  an  ex- 
aggerated force  or  weight  to  the  opinions 
he  had  uttered.  He  hoped  he  should  not 
be  considered  as  jgoing  too  far  in  saying, 
that  he  had  demonstrated  that  British 
commerce  had  not  increased  since  the 
adoption  of  the  principle  of"  reciprocity  in 
1824.  He  thoupht  iliat  he  had  also  de- 
monstrated the  depreciated  state  of  the 
shipping  interest  since  that  period,  and 
had  traced  such  depreciation  to  that  mea- 
sure. He  thought  that  he  might  appeal 
to  the  sympathy  of  hon.  Members  on  that 
subject,  as  the  House  had  dlways  expressed 
a  strong  feeling  of  the  importance  of  up- 
holding the  shipping  interest.  He  would 
not,  however,  appeal  to  the  sympathy  of 
the  Legislature,  but  would  take  a  higher 
ground,  and  merely  demand,  that  justloie 
should  be  done.  He  did  not  ask  favour 
for  the  Interest  which  he  represented, 
hut  merely  required  that  it  should  re- 
ceive impartial  justice.  He  only  asked 
what  he  considered  every  interest  in 
the  coUQtf!^  wds  edtitted  to ;  he  cballetiged 


any  one  to  show  him  any  powerful  interest 
in  the  country  to  which  the  Legislature 
had  not  given  some  protection  of  one  kind 
or  another ;  and  surely  he  was  entitled  to 
demand  an  equal  protection  for  the 
shipping  interest  at  the  hands  of  the 
House.  He  protested  against  the  gross 
injustice  inflicted  on  the  shipowners,  who 
had  been  harshly  treated  because  they 
had  not  the  same  influence  and  power  as 
other  bodies.  He  demanded,  that  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  should 
take  one  of  these  two  alternatives,  either 
protection  to  the  shipowners  against  foreign 
competition,  equivalent  to  the  extent  they 
at  present  had  burthens  imposed  on  them, 
or  that  they  should  at  once  take  ofl*  from 
them  those  restrictions  and  burthens  to 
which  they  were  at  present  liable.  They 
were  come  before  the  House  to  demand 
that  protection  to  which  every  interest  in 
the  country  was  entitled,  and  every  hour's 
delay  in  withholding  that  protection  in- 
creased the  evils  under  which  the  shipping 
interest  laboured  ;  and  he  feared,  if  relief 
were  not  speedily  afforded,  the  utter  ruin 
of  that  interest  would  soon  come  to  pass. 
He  would  propose,  if  protection  were  not 
afforded,  that  the  House  should  repeal  the 
Register  Act.  He  did  not  call  for  the  re- 
moval of  trifling  imposts  affecting  that  in- 
terest. He  did  not  demand,  as  it  were, 
farthing  reductions.  He  would  not  be 
satisfied  with  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
timber.  He  went  much  further,  and 
called  upon  the  House  to  let  the  ship- 
owners import  their  own  ships,  why  should 
they  not.  If  the  House  consented  to  that 
— and  it  was  but  justice — the  shipping  in- 
terest of  this  country  might  maintain  its 
ground.  In  addition,  he  demanded  that 
the  shipowners  should  be  at  liberty  to  man 
their  ships  in  the  cheapest  way  they  pos- 
sibly could.  To  grant  this  would  only  be 
acting  iti  conformity  with  the  principles 
which  Parliameitt  professed.  In  common 
justice  the  shipowners  were  entitled  to 
the  same  extent  of  protection,  and  to  the 
same  rights,  as  the  manufacturer.  The  ma- 
nufacturer was  at  liberty  to  import  his  ma- 
chine. The  ship  was  the  shipowner's  ma- 
chine, with  which  he  worked,  and  why  was 
h6  not  allowed  to  obtain  it  where  he  could 
purchase  it  at  the  cheapest  rate?  The 
truth  was,  however,  that  the  Governmen: 
and  the  Legislature  dared  not  consent  to 
such  a  proposition.  Ho  would  caution 
tWt  Gentlemen  of  England  to  be  politic 
iu  timt!,  ami  not  to  act  upon  principles 
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which  might  so  deeply  affect  them.  It 
had  long  been  the  policy  of  this  country 
to  attack  the  weakest  interest,  and  to 
sacrifice  that  to  the  clamour  and  selfish- 
ness of  more  powerful  interests.  The 
shipping  interest  had  been  so  treated ;  and 
there  was  little  doubt,  if  the  same  policy 
was  pursued^  that  other  interests  would 
be  sacrificed  in  a  similar  manner.  He 
would  ask  the  country  gentlemen  whether 
they  were  prepared  to  agree  to  the  de- 
mands of  the  manufacturers  ?  Were  they 
prepared  to  sacrifice  the  protection  they 
at  present  had,  and  to  give  up  the  Corn- 
laws?  He  must,  however,  assert,  that 
the  existence  of  the  Corn-laws  depended 
on  upholding  the  principle  he  advocated. 
He  contended,  if  the  principle  acted  upon 
towards  the  shipowners  were  generally 
acted  upon,  that  it  would  lead  to  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws;  and  he  was 
satisfied,  that  neither  the  landed  interest 
nor  any  other  powerful  interest  in  the 
country  was  prepared  to  be  stripped  of 
the  protection  it  at  present  enjoyed.  He 
asked,  then,  for  the  votes  of  country  gen- 
tlemen that  night,  on  the  ground,  that  he 
was  not  advocating  the  claims  of  an  in- 
terest or  body  of  men  who  were  prepared 
to  obtain  what  they  demanded  by  pulling 
down  the  country  gentlemen,  or  to  sacri- 
fice the  agriculturists,  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  themselves.  On  this  part  of  the 
subject  he  was  anxious  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  circumstance  that 
occurred  some  time  since.  The  right  hon. 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
desirous  of  enabling  the  British  shipowners 
to  maintain  that  strong  competition  which 
at  present  existed  with  foreigners,  was 
anxious  to  afford  all  the  relief  in  his  po^er, 
as  far  as  he  could  do  without  contra- 
vening those  principles  of  commercial 
policy  upon  which  he  professed  to  act, 
and,  therefore,  brought  forward  a  proposi- 
tion for  that  purpose.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  introduced  a  Bill  two  years 
ago,  which  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Legislature,  by  which  shipowners  were 
allowed  to  obtain  provisions  from  foreign 
ports  for  the  purpose  of  victualling  their 
ships.  He  believed,  that  the  circumstance 
he  was  about  to  relate  was  founded  in 
fact,  at  any  rate,  he  knew  that  the  Act  he 
had  just  alluded  to  had  not  been  brought 
into  operation.  It  was  well  known,  that 
beef  and  pork  were,  together  with  flour 
and  biscuit,  the  most  important  aiticles 
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been  allowed  to  procure  those  articles  from 
foreign  markets,  it  would  have  operated  as 
a  most  sensible  relief  to  them,  without 
contravening  any  of  those  principles  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Poulett  Thomson)  felt  himself  bound  so 
pertinaciously  to  adhere.  To  the  point 
he  was  about  to  mention  he  particularly 
begged  the  attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  the  sister  kingdom,  as  it,  in  some 
degree,  affected  them.  An  intimation  was 
given  to  his  Majesty's  Government,  that, 
if  they  allowed  British  ships  to  victual 
from  foreign  markets,  and  if  this  led  to 
the  diminution  in  the  consumption  of  beef 
and  pork  from  Limerick,  they  would  have 
an  opposition  of  such  a  nature  to  contend 
with,  that  it  would  not  be  very  agreeable 
to  them.  The  result  was,  the  issuing  a 
Treasury  order,  directing,  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  should  be  suspended  for  a 
time.  He  was  no  lawyer ;  but  he  believed, 
on  the  authority  of  those  much  better 
versed  in  the  law  than  himself,  that  the 
proceeding  was  altogether  illegal.  It  was 
his  firm  belief,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
at  the  present  moment,  required  an  Act 
of  Indemnity  for  the  extraordinary  course 
they  had  adopted.  They  had  suspended 
the  operation  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  by 
which  a  very  great  boon  would  have  been 
extended  to  the  shipping  interest.  By 
the  course  they  had  pursued,  the  whole 
kernel  had  been  extracted,  and  the  husk 
was  left  as  the  extent  of  what  they  would 
grant.  He  (Mr.  Young)  did  not  thank 
them  for  what  they  allowed  under  the  Act 
of  Parliament— namely,  that  salt,  pepper, 
and  mustard  might  be  obtained.  He  would 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland,  whether 
they  thought  that  they  could  hope  to  con- 
tinue to  supply  ships  with  provisions  if 
this  Act  came  into  operation,  when  owners 
at  present  had  to  pay  fifty  per  cent  more 
than  they  would  have  to  pay  in  the  foreign 
markets.  The  shipowners  were  fully  alive 
to  the  boon  held  out  by  this  Bill,  but  it 
was  snatched  from  them  by  the  interven- 
tion of  a  more  powerful  interest.  For 
years  past,  notwithstanding  their  repeated 
representations,  the  House  had  turned  a 
deaf  ear  to  their  complaints;  they  had 
been  decrying  for  years  the  policy  which 
had  injured  them,  and  they  would  not 
purchase  indemnity  for  themselves  by  con- 
senting to  have  wrongs  inflicted  on  others. 
They  deprecated  the  line  of  policy  which 
had  been  acted  upon  with  regard  to  them- 
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injuries  shoiild  be  inflicted  on  any  other 
class.  He  trusted,  that  he  had  made  out 
such  a  case  as  to  justify  his  demanding 
the  support  of  the  House.  He  felt,  that  he 
had  trespassed  at  very  great  length  on  their 
attention,  and  regretted,  that  the  subject 
had  not  been  taken  up  by  one  who  would 
have  aipied  its  merits  more  fully  than  he 
had  done.  He  was  rejoiced,  however,  that 
he  should  be  follbwed  by  Gentlemen  who 
took  the  same  view  of  the  question  as  him- 
self, who  would  be  able  to  supply  his 
deficiencies.  There  was  another  pomt  to 
which  he  wished  shortly  to  refer.  Mr. 
Huskisson,  in  the  celebrated  speech  which 
he  (Mr.  Young)  had  already  quoted,  in 
allusion  to  the  effect  of  the  system  that 
had  been  adopted  in  America,  said,  that 
perfect  reciprocity  was  necessary  to  the 
arrangement  which  he  desired.  He  re- 
commended a  course  which  a  wise  man 
as  well  as  a  wise  nation  would  always 
take,  namely,  the  abrogating  those  restric- 
tions which  were  useless.  This  was  the 
foundation  of  the  system  of  reciprocity 
with  America.  Mr.  Huskisson,  after 
pointing  out  the  importance  to  the  com- 
mercial countries  that  their  respective 
ships  should,  instead  of  retuniing in  ballast, 
be  at  liberty  to  take  freights,  observed  such 
was  the  arrangement  with  America ;  and 
then,  singularly  enough,  he  went  on  to 
say,  that  Prussia  acted  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple as  America  had  formerly  done, 
namely,  by  imposing  a  duty  on  tonnage. 
This  was  a  complete  non  sequitur^  for 
America  had  never  imposed  any  duty 
on  British  shipping.  The  only  restriction 
was,  that  the  retnm  voyage  must  always 
be  in  ballast,  and  that  principle  was  acted 
upon  in  this  country.  Prussia,  however, 
had  nothing  to  export  to  this  country,  and 
therefore  to  have  insisted  on  all  British 
vessels  returning  in  ballast  would  not 
have  countervailed  as  it  did  in  America. 
Retaliation  on  the  part  of  Prussia  could  in 
no  wise  injure  the  navigation  of  this  coun- 
try, nor  could  retaliation  on  the  part  of 
this  country  affect  the  interests  of  Prussia. 
The  whole  advantage  went  to  the  carrying 
trade,  and  that  trade  was  now  almost  en- 
tirely monopolized  by  foreign  nations 
owing  to  the  restrictions  which  had 
been  placed  upon  the  shipping  of  this 
country.  This  he  asserted  was  neither 
reciprocity  nor  justice.  That  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  had  a  right  to  make 
Reciprocity  Treaties  with  other  nations, 
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Treaties  of  the  kind  had  been  entered 
into  with  both  Portugal  and  America, 
in  the  Reciprocity  Treaty  with  Portugal — 
thatof  1810— as  Mr.  Hyde  Villiers  ob- 
served, it  was  stipulated  that  the  mono- 
poly of  the  Oporto  Wine  Company  should 
be  abolished,  and  that  as  an  equivalent 
for  this  advantage,  the  English  Naviga- 
tion-laws were  to  be  repealed,  so  far  as 
Portugal  was  concerned.  A  Treaty  Hike 
this,  undoubtedly  carried  the  principles 
of  reciprocity  into  full  effect,  for  here  was 
the  quid  pro  quo.  Portugal  gave  up  cer- 
tain domestic  advantages,  and  England 
reciprocated  by  relaxing  her  Navigation- 
laws.  Here,  then,  were  Treaties  of  Reci- 
procity with  two  nations;  and  if  they  had 
treated  with  America  and  Portugal,  why 
might  they  not  be  able  to  treat  with  every 
other  country  in  the  world  in  the  same 
way?  He  should  be  asked,  no  doubt, 
where  was  the  necessity  for  repealing 
this  Act ;  but  before  he  answered  such  a 
question,  he  should  like  to  know  what  the 
benefits  were  that  had  accrued  from  it? 
He  knew  of  none ;  and,  believing  that  it 
had  been  productive  of  injury  rather  than 
advantage  to  the  shipping  interests  of  this 
country,  he  desired  its  repeal.  According 
to  the  principles  of  the  Constitution,  the 
Crown  had  not  the  power  of  levying 
taxes ;  but  this  Act,  in  effect,  conferred 
upon  it  such  a  power.  The  sum  of 
268,000/.  had  been  levied  under  it  since 
1825 ;  and  he  therefore  asked,  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  repeal  the  Act, 
and  leave  such  matters  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Government,  than  to  continue 
it,  as  in  that  case  the  Government  could 
enter  into  Treaties  when  and  with  whom 
it  pleased?  This  was  the  only  proper 
way  of  regulating  matters  of  commerce ; 
and  it  was  his  opinion  that,  so  long  as  they 
did  not  infringe  upon  the  obligations  of 
religion,  morality,  and  social  order,  they 
were  bound  to  protect  their  own  interests 
in  preference  to  all  others.  The  result  of 
such  a  system,  he  was  persuaded,  would 
be  not  only  for  the  advantage  of  all,  but 
best  for  individual  States.  He  denied 
that  this  Act  had  in  any  way  answered  the 
intentions  of  the  framers  of  it ;  and  al- 
though it  was  his  desire  to  do  everything 
that  was  likely  to  conduce  to  a  proper 
system  of  reciprocity,  to  freedom  of  inter- 
course among  nations,  he  still  must  insist, 
that  an  end  should  be  put  to  the  present 
system.    He,  therefore,  called  upon  the 
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this  foolish,  and,  he  might  add,  this 
iniquitous  Act,  by  agreeing  to  the  Motion 
with  which  he  should  conclude,  and  which 
was,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  Repeal 
the  Act  of  the  44th  George  4th,  c.  77, 
commonly  called  the  Reciprocity  of 
Duties  Act. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  he  was  sure, 
that  neither  the  hon.  Mover,  nor  any  other 
bon.  Gentleman  who  had  witucRsed  the 
attention  with  which  the  hon.  Member 
was  heard  throughout  his  speech,  would  be 
disposed  to  say,  that  the  important  sub- 
ject on  which  he  spoke  at  such  length  had 
been  treated  with  disrespect  by  that  House. 
However  much  the  hon.  Grentleman 
might  differ  from  him,  and  from  those 
who  sat  on  his  side  of  the  House  with  re- 
spect to  this  Act — the  hon.  Gentleman 
must  admit,  that  the  claims  of  the  great 
and  important  interest  of  which  he  had 
spoken — an  interest  which  was,  at  the 
same  time,  the  foundation  of  our  naval 
defence  and  the  basis  of  the  welfare  and 
prosperity  of  our  national  commerce,  had 
never  been  treated  otherwise  than  with 
anxious  and  deep  attention.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that,  how- 
ever he,  and  those  who  viewed  the 
subject  as  he  did,  might  differ  from 
him,  both  he  and  they  took  just  as  deep 
an  interest,  and  were  just  as  anxious, 
concerning  the  shipping  interests  of  the 
country,  and  as  desirous  to  benefit  that 
interest  in  every  possible  way  consistently 
with  the  national  welfare,  as  either  the 
hon.  Gentleman  or  those  who  acted  with 
him  could  be.  The  only  complaint  he  hud 
to  make  against  the  hon.  Gentleman  was, 
that,  in  giving  notice  of  his  Motion,  he 
had  so  closely  defined  his  object,  that  no 
one  could  suppose  it  would  enable  him 
to  enter  into  the — certainly  very  able — 
but  very  general^  statement  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  laid  before  the  House, 
involving  numerous  questions  which  had 
little  or  no  relation  to  the  actual  subject 
under  consideration.  He  could  not  say, 
indeed,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
taking  so  excursive  a  course,  had  proved 
that  be  was  well  acquainted  with  the 
operations  of  this  Act,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  probably  wandered  into  ex- 
traneous matter  to  conceal  his  want  of 
accurate  knowledge.  Not  anticipating  so 
extensive  a  line  of  argument,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman 
through  all  tlie  various  topics  on  which  he 
had  touched ;  but|  although  it  was  not  in 


his  power  on  this  occasion  to  compete  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  documentary  evi- 
dence, he  still  hoped  for  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  and  to  be  able  to  point  out  the 
fallacy  of  his  arguments.  '*  Well/'  said 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  '*  all  I  ask  is,  the 
Repeal  of  this  Act.*'  But  if  it  were 
repealed  to-morrow,  what  would  be  gained 
by  it,  except  that  the  Crown  would  be 
deprived  of  the  power  it  now  possessed  of 
imposing  restrictions  by  means  of  Orders 
in  Council  ?  The  Crown  would  not  be 
deprived  of  the  power  of  relieving  foreign 
shipping  from  those  imposts  to  which 
they  were  liable ;  for,  whether  this  Act  ex- 
isted or  not,  treaties  might  be  made  by  his 
Majesty  without  the  Parliament  being  at 
all  consulted  respecting  them,  and  any 
differential  duties  taken  off  by  Order  in 
Council,  without  any  reference  to  the 
Legislature.  Formerly  the  Customs' 
duties  book  had  been  loaded  with  dis- 
tinctive and  differential  duties.  Those 
duties  were,  of  course,  higher  on  articles 
imported  in  foreign  bottoms  than  in 
British  ships,  and  they  continued  so  down 
to  1825,  when  Mr.  Huskisson  brought 
in  his  Bill  to  consolidate  the  Customs' 
duties,  and  swept  away  the  whole  of 
those  differential  duties,  in  order  to  place 
foreign  and  English  ships,  under  given 
circumstances,  on  an  equal  footing. 
This  Act  had  a  double  operation;  on 
the  one  hand,  it  enabled  the  Crown, 
by  means  of  Orders  in  Council,  to 
remove  the  duties  and  dues  payable  by 
foreign  ships  on  information  being  re- 
ceived, that  British  vessels  were  admitted 
into  the  ports  of  a  foreign  country  on 
the  same  footing  as  ships  bearing  the  na- 
tional flag;  while,  on  the  other,  it  cm- 
powered  the  Crown  to  impose  duties  and 
dues  in  all  cases  in  which  that  equality  did 
not  exist.  Of  this  latter  power,  (the  former 
having  been  rendered  useless,  by  the 
subsequent  removal  of  all  distinctive 
duties,)  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  fain 
deprive  the  Crown ;  but,  while  it  was 
exercised  in  a  salutary  way,  while  it 
was  used  as  a  means  of  compelling 
foreign  nations  to  act  upon  the  princi- 
ple of  equality  towards  this  country — 
and  he  was  prepared  to  show,  that  it  nad 
been  wisely  exercised — it  ought  not  to  be 
taken  out  of  the  hands  in  which  it  had  been 
placed.  It  was  not  under  this,  but 
under  another  Act,  that  power  was  given 
to  the  Crown  to  conclude  treaties  with 
other  nations  for   the   removal   of'atiy 
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high  rate  of  charge  that  might  exist  upon 
foreign  goods  or  foreign  ships ;  and,  there- 
fore, as  the  Crown  possessed  such  a  power 
independently  of  this  Act,  and  without 
the  intervention  of  Parliament,  he  could 
not  see  the  advantage  of  repealing  it. 
It  would  not  indeed  be  possible  for  the 
Crown  to  impose  additional  duties  without 
this  Act,  and,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member 
would  merely  deprive  the  Crown  of  the 
power  which  itpossessed,  and  had  exercised, 
to  protect  British  shipping  against  the 
competitions  of  those  nations  which  would 
not  admit  us  to  a  reciprocity  of  advantages. 
His  noble  friend  migtit,  to-morrow^  though 
this  Act  was  repealed,  enter  into  a  Treaty 
of  Navigation  or  Commerce  with  a  foreign 
country  with  which  no  Treaty  had  previ- 
ously existed,  for  either  the  increase  or 
diminution  of  duties  and  dues  ;  and  it 
was  only  in  the  event  of  no  such  treaty 
being  made,  that  it  could  be  of  any  use 
to  enable  the  Crown  to  reduce  differential 
duties — a  circumstance  of  but  rare  occur- 
rence ;  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  were  the 
Act  repealed,  no  other  gave  the  Crown  the 
power  of  imposing  duties,  and  that  privi- 
lege would  be  entirely  lost.  How  stood  the 
case  with  regard  to  present  circumstances? 
Treaties  of  reciprocity  now  existed  between 
this  country  and  twelve  other  States,  and 
the  Repeal  of  the  Act  would  make  little 
or  no  difference  in  our  relations  with  those 
States.  There  were  only  two  of  the  smaller 
States  with  which  there  were  no  Recipro- 
city Treaties.  These  were  Oldenburgh  and 
Mecktenburgh ;  and  our  commercialinter- 
course  with  these  Slates  was,  under  the 
operation  of  Orders  in  Council,  conform- 
able to  the  provisions  of  this  Act;  so  that, 
if  this  Motion  were  carried,  its  operation 
would  only  affect  those  two  Stales.  He 
had  heard  with  astonishment  the  declara- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  this  Act 
had  never  been  acted  upon  with  any  ad- 
vantage to  this  coiintry.  To  disprove 
such  an  assertion,  he  would  take  the  case 
of  Prance.  In  1823,  this  country  had  no 
Treaty  of  Navigation  with  France,  and 
the  Government  of  this  country  proposed, 
with  a  view  to  such  an  arrangement,  to 
reduce  the  duties  payable  by  French  ships 
in  English  ports.  France,  however,  did 
not  take  advantage  of  this  offer ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  imposed  a  higher  rate  of 
duty  on  British  ships  in  French  ports  than 
French  ships  paid.  Well,  what  did  this 
Government  ao  ?  Why,  in  1 824,  making 
use  of  the  powers  given  them  by  this  Act, 


they  issued  an  Order  in  Council  Imposing 
a  distinctive  duty  on  French  ships ;  and 
the  result  was,  that,  in  three  years  after- 
wards, a  Treaty  of  Convention  was  con- 
cluded with  France^  by  which  it  was  ar- 
ranged that  British  ships  should  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  as  the  ships  of  France ; 
and  yet  the  hon.  Member  said,  that  this 
was  not  reciprocity,  because  dues  were 
still  levied  by  France.  He  knew  that 
some  tonnage  dues  wer^  levied  in  French 
ports,  but  the  principle  on  which  they 
were  levied  should  be  taken  into  account, 
which  was  this: — In  France  our  ships  paid 
no  local  duties^  which  French  ships  paid 
in  our  ports ;  and  our  ships  were  subject, 
in  French  ports,  to  a  small  tonnage  duty 
to  balance  our  local  dnes.  It  had  been 
proved,  that  the  charge  was  too  high,  and 
he  had  remonstrated  against  it.  The 
French  Government  had  already  reduced 
the  dues  from  3f.  50c.  to  If.  50c.;  and  the 
last  mail,  he  was  happy  to  say,  which  had 
arrived  from  Paris,  brought  with  it  an 
Ordon nance  of  the  French  Government, 
by  which  a  further  reduction  to  one  franc 
was  made^  being,  as  he  believed,  the  fairest 
possible  rate  of  duty  that  could  be  im- 
posed. The  hon.  Gentleman  must  per- 
ceive, therefore,  that  by  repealing  this 
Act,  he  would  only  be  defeating  his  own 
object;  inasmuch  as  it  placed  in  the 
hands  of  Government  a  means  of  coercing 
other  countries  into  a  salutary  system  of 
intercourse,  as  was  the  case  with  respect 
to  France. — [Mr.  G.  F.  Young:  France 
is  not  in  reciprocity  with  us.] — France  did, 
he  asserted,  act  reciprocally  with  this 
country  since  1826,  so  far  as  dues  were 
concerned.  British  ships,  enterin^^  the 
ports  of  France  from  the  United  King- 
dom, paid  no  more  than  French  vessels ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  furnish 
him  with  a  note  of  any  greater  charge 
having  been  made,  twenty-four  hours 
should  not  pass  over  until  the  matter 
was  put  in  a  train  for  investigation.  Bri- 
tish vessels,  he  admitted,  coming  to  France 
from  other  countries,  laboured  under 
a  disadvantage  in  consequence  of  Mr. 
Huskisson  being  unable  to  induce  the 
shipowners  to  consent  to  an  extension 
of  the  Treaty,  and  for  that  disadvantage, 
therefore,  they  had  themselves  to  blame. 
But  was  Prance  the  only  instance  in 
which  this  Act  had  produced  a  salutary 
effect  ?  A  paper,  said  to  have  emanated 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  or  froo^ 
his  friendsi  called  upon  the  Govern'meot 
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to  use  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  coerce 
Spain  into  a  more  liberal  commercial 
intercourse  with  this  country.  The  slate 
of  the  public  mind  in  Spain,  however, 
rendered  any  attempt  of  the  kind  useless 
at  that  moment ;  but  he  hoped  that  the 
period  was  close  at  hand  when  the  desires 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  accom- 
plished— when  an  arrangement  could  be 
entered  into  with  Spain  much  to  our 
advantage,  by  means  of  this  very  Act, 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  called  upon 
the  House  to  abolish.  But  let  the  hon. 
Gentleman  take  away  from  the  Govern- 
ment the  power  of  coercing  states  to  meet 
us  on  a  fair  field,  and  Spain,  as  a  country 
consuming  our  productions,  would  be  al- 
most lost  to  us.  Looking,  therefore,  to 
the  hon.  Member's  motion  only,  he  should 
be  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  discover  his 
real  aim,  but  it  was  evident  that  his  object 
was,  to  attack  the  reciprocity  system 
altogether.  Now,  he  knew  the  feeling 
which  influenced  that  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  subject ;  but  the  principle  on  which 
the  Reciprocity  Duties  Act  was  grounded, 
appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson) 
so  clear,  that  he  was  surprised  to  perceive 
by  the  cheers  which  followed  certain  por- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member's  speech,  that 
he  did  not  stand  alone  in  his  opposition. 
The  hon.  Member  had  declared  himself 
an  opponent  to  any  thing  like  the  present 
system;  he  summed  up  his  speech  very 
eloquently  by  saying,  "  Give  us  pro- 
tection. Throw  its  shield  over  every  in- 
terest. Guard  the  particular  industry  of 
every  individual  from  any  interference 
by  foreign  competition,  and  then  one  state 
of  happiness  and  comfort  will  unavoid- 
ably follow.*'  The  hon.  Member  might 
feel  these  sentiments  in  reference  to 
every  matter  of  trade ;  but  how  he  could 
do  so  in  regard  to  the  shipping  interest 
was  to  him  perfectly  unintelligible.  We 
might,  if  we  chose  have  a  protection 
to  exclude  any  isolated  branch  of  foreign 
production — wine,  cotton,  oil,  and  all  the 
various  articles  which  our  habits  or  ne- 
cessities demanded.  We  might  return  to 
hips,  and  haws,  and  acorns,  or  build  a 
wall  of  brass  around  our  country  —  we 
might  exclude  all  the  means  of  enjoyment, 
all  the  accessories  of  luxury, — this  might 
we  do-— we  might  maintain  the  colonial 
and  the  coasting  trade.  Here  it  was  in 
our  power  to  have  a  monopoly;  but  a 
foreign  trade  must  be  carried  on  with  a 
foreign  country;  our  shipi  must  enter 


foreign  ports ;  and  if  we  imposed  difTeren- 
tial  dues  on  their  shipping,  they  had  it 
in  their  power  to  retaliate.  He  could 
understand  how  individuals'  minds  might 
be  in  a  state  to  induce  them  to  advocate 
protection  or  prohibition  at  home ;  but  to 
attempt  to  legislate  in  regard  to  places 
where  we  had  no  power,  appeared  to  him 
an  impossibility,  not  to  say  an  absurdity. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  adverted  to  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  on  that 
ground  he  was  quite  willing  to  rest  his  own 
argument.  Now,  what  was  the  case  of  the 
United  States  of  America  ?  Did  we  not 
try  the  opposite  system  with  them  ? 
With  the  United  States,  the  reciprocity 
system  was  not  carried  into  effect  for 
a  series  of  years,  till  both  countries 
were  convinced,  that  the  course  they 
pursued  had  produced  not  only  incalcu- 
lable evil,  but  great  pecuniary  loss  to  both. 
The  shipping  interests  of  both  countries 
were  seriously  injured,  and  bad  feelings, 
animosities,  and  jealousies,  which  never 
ought  to  have  existed,  were  generated  in 
the  minds  of  each  party  towards  the 
other.  What  was  then  done  ?  Why,  in 
1815,  they  were  both  compelled  to  admit, 
that  they  had  been  in  the  wrong  in  waging 
a  commercial  warfare,  and  that  the  best 
thing  they  could  do  was,  to  establish  a 
system  of  reciprocity  between  the  two 
nations.  So  much,  then,  for  the  argument 
respecting  the  United  States,  and  the  same 
observations  would  apply  to  all  other 
countries.  It  was  not  until  1824  that  the 
system  of  reciprocity  began  generally  to 
extend  itself.  During  the  war,  undoubt- 
edly, the  vessels  of  this  country  obtained  a 
monopoly,  and,  owing  to  the  power  of  her 
fleet,  and  the  acknowledged  superiority  of 
her  merchantmen,  became  carriers  for  the 
whole  world  ;  but  so  soon  as  the  war  had 
ceased,  this  monopoly  was  destroyed. 
Other  nations  naturally  entered  into  a 
competition  with  us,  and,  without  pro- 
voking at  all  events  an  attempt  at  retalia- 
tion, we  could  not  keep  up  distinctive  and 
differential  duties.  The  advantage  of  the 
reciprocity  system  was,  however,  greatly 
in  favour  of  this  country,  possessing,  as  it 
did,  large  capital,  extensive  business,  and 
a  priority  of  custom  over  every  other 
State.  The  reputation  of  our  sailors,  and 
the  character  of  our  ships,  were  in  them- 
selves a  strong  inducement  to  give  British 
vessels  a  preference  over  all  others.  But, 
in  proof,  that  the  advantage  was  in  favour 
of  thii  country,  be  would  state  the  case 
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of  Prussia,  and  show  that,  so  far  from  our 
shipping  having  suffered  from  the  compe- 
tition in  that  quarter,  it  had  at  least  re- 
tained the  place  which  it  had  always  held. 
But  he  would  take  the  case  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  wish  to  see  arrive.  Suppose 
the  Reciprocity  Duties  were  at  an  end; 
suppose  we  laid  ten  per  cent  on  the  ships 
and  goods  of  foreign  countries  more  than 
we  made  our  own  pay.  Well,  they  would 
naturally  immediately  levy  the  same  on 
oar  ships  and  goods.  This  would  make 
an  equality,  of  duties ;  but,  as  long  as 
there  was  equality,  we  could  gain  no 
advantage  from  the  discriminating  duties 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  us  thus 
impose.  We  might  then  go  on  to  twenty 
per  cent;  they  would  follow  our  exam- 
ple; until,  pushing  the  principle  to  its 
extreme  length,  we  arrived  at  the  case 
supposed  by  Mr.  Huskisson  as  the  climax 
of  absurdity  —  namely,  that  our  ships 
would  go  abroad  empty  to  bring  back  the 
goods  of  the  country  to  which  they  went ; 
and,  that  the  ships  of  that  country  would 
come  to  us  simply  to  fetch  the  goods  re- 
quired of  us.  He  had  been  putting  the 
case  as  the  case  of  the  shipowner  only ; 
but  what  would  become  of  the  consumer  ? 
— and  when  he  talked  of  consumers,  he 
did  not  mean  it  in  a  restricted  sense;  but 
what  would  become  of  the  great  industries 
of  the  country  ?  Suppose  it  was  proposed 
to  levy  a  heavy  tax  on  cotton  imported 
in  American,  instead  of  British  bottoms, 
if  they  retaliated,  as  they  certainly  would, 
what  was  to  become  of  the  hundreds  of 
thousands,  nay,  the  millions  of  persons, 
who  depended  upon  the  manufacture  of 
cotton,  not  for  the  consumption  of  this 
country  only,  but  for  the  supply  of  almost 
all  the  markets  of  the  world  ?  If  the  prin- 
ciple were  acted  upon  at  all,  it  must  be 
carried  out,  and  such  would  be  its  conse- 
quences. I  f  there  were  a  cou  ntry  in  the  world 
to  which  such  a  course  would  be  dangerous 
and  peculiarly  unsuited,  it  was  this;  where 
so  large  a  proportion  of  the  people  de- 
pended upon  foreign  trade,  and  exposed, 
as  they  now  were,  to  a  competition  with 
other  nations,  in  which  they  were  close 
run.  He  contended,  that,  while  to  the 
shipowners  thenbelves  the  Motion  would 
be  detrimental,  to  the  general  interests  of 
the  country  it  would  be  injurious  to  a 
deadly  extent.  The  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred, with  great  applause,  to  the  wisdom 
of  our  ancestors  upon  this  point.  He  had 
certainly  spoken  witli  great  courtesy  of 


him  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson) ;  and  all  that 
he  had  brought  against  him  was  a  charge 
unfounded  in  fact — namely,  that  he  had 
improperly  on  a  former  occasion,  called  to 
his  aid  the  authority  of  Sir  Josiah  Child. 
As  the  hon.  Gentleman  admired  ancient 
legislation,  he  would  refer  him  to  that 
very  reign  to  which  he  had  referred  with 
so  much  pleasure,  in  which  he  stated  the 
acts  were  wise,  because  the  Sovereign  was 
wise.     He  would  refer  him  to  an  act  pass* 
ed  at  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth.    Would  to  God  that  her  policy 
had    never    after    been    altered !     The 
coasting  trade  having  been  secured,  and 
so  justly  secured  to  the  shipping  of  this 
country,  an  attempt  had  been  made  to 
carry  into  effect  that  protective  system 
with  regard  to  foreign  trade  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman.    The  Acts,  however, 
which  attempted  it  were  repealed  in  1558, 
the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  Elizabeth ; 
and  the  reasons  were  recited  to  be,  '  that, 
'  since  the  passing  of  those  statutes  (that 
'  is,  the  statutes  which  proceeded  on  the 
'  principle  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
'  prevented  foreigners  from  bringing  their 
'  goods  here  in  their  own  ships,  except  at 
'  higher  duties  than  when  brought  in  ours), 
'  other  Sovereign  Princes  finding  them- 
'  selves  aggrieved  by  the  said  Acts,  and 
'  thinking  the  same  were  made  to  the  pre- 
'  judice  of  their  country  and  navy,  had 
'  made  the  like  Penal-laws  against  the 
'  ships  of  this  country — whereof  (continued 
'  the  preamble)  there  has  not  only  grown 
'  great  displeasure  between  foreign  princes 
'  and  the  Kings  of  this  realm,  but  also  the 
'  merchants  have  been  sore  aggrieved  and 
'  damaged.'    The  hon.  Gentleman  went 
to  the  reign  of  Elizabeth  in  favour  of  his 
cause,  but  the  single  sentence  he  had  reaid 
from  an  Act  of  that  reign  must  answer  all 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  arguments  better 
than  anything  he  could  say,  for  it  was 
clear,  that  the  consequences  then   de- 
scribed would  follow  his  system  now,  as  it 
did  then,  only  with  more  terrible  effect, 
inasmuch  as  we  had  more  at  stake  now 
than  we  had  then,  and  interests  of  far 
greater    amount  would  be   involved   in 
ruin.      But    the  hon.  Member,    in    re- 
ferring particularly  to  Prussia,  had  said, 
that  these  countries  were  too  poor,  and 
could  not  afford  to  tax  our  ships,  for  that 
they  must  sell  their  goods,  and  could  not 
retaliate  upon  us.     He  had  shown,  that 
they  would  retaliate,  and  that  they  did 
retaliate.      But  it  was-  urged^  that  the 
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retaliation  would  not  be  to  the  same 
isxtent ;  but  what  a  principle  was  that  for 
a  nation  to  act  upon !  What  an  argument 
to  urge  that,  although  there  were  some 
countries  strong  enough  to  compel  us  to 
act  upon  a  system  of  just  equality,  as  the 
United  States,  for  instance,  there  were 
other  countries  placed  in  such  circum- 
stances, that  we  were  not  compelled 
so  to  act  towards  them.  AH  he  could 
say  was,  that  any  laws  based  upon  so 
ungenerous  a  principle  could  not  but  fail. 
But  it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose,  that  the 
Treaty  was  so  favourable  to  Prussia,  as 
the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  suppose.  If 
the  hon.  Member  went  into  that  country, 
he  would  hear  the  Prussian  merchants 
complain  of  it  just  as  much  or  more  than 
the  shipowners  here,  and,  he  must  take 
leave  to  say,  with  a  great  deal  more  rea- 
son ;  for  what  was  the  Prussian  system  ? 
The  Prussian  government  said,  "  We  levy 
dues  upon  British  ships,  in  order  to  com- 
pensate ourselves  for  the  duties  and  dues 
levied  upon  Prussian  ships  in  England." 
Tliey  did  so;  and  what  became  of  the 
amount  thgs  raised  ?  We  put  it  into  the 
pocket  of  the  State,  and  thus  a  portion 
might  be  returned  to  the  consumers ;  but 
the  Prussian  government  gave  it  to  the 
shipowners,  saying,  *'  As  you  are  subject 
to  these  unequal  dues  in  England,  we 
make  you  a  present  of  all  we  have  got 
by  the  duties  levied  on  the  British."  The 
Prussian  shipowners  had  a  ground  of 
complaint  then  beyond  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  the  same  discontents  were 
heard  from  the  Prussian  shipowners  of 
Dantzic,  Memel,  and  Konigsberg,  as  in 
some  of  the  ports  of  England.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  the  Treaty 
with  Prussia  might  now  be  put  an  end  to, 
at  a  year's  notice  from  cither  party ;  and 
he  could  assure  him  that  there  was  not 
that  ardent  desire — that  intense  wish — on 
the  part  of  the  Prussians  to  continue  it, 
which  ought  to  be  engendered  if  the 
opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  were  correct, 
that  the  interests  of  the  shipowners  of  this 
country  had  been  so  completely  sacrificed 
to  those  of  the  Prussian  shipowners.  He 
should  not  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman 
through  all  that  part  of  his  speech  which 
referred  more  to  commercial  subjects  than 
to  the  specific  matter  of  the  Motion  ;  but 
he  could  not  pass  over  what  had  fallen 
from  him  with  regard  to  France.  The 
hon.  Memlier  had  quoted  a  Report  laid 
upon  ihe  Table  of  the  HoMse  upon  that 


subject;  and,  in  doing  so,  it  would  have 
been  better  if  he  had  attended  a  little  more 
to  the  dates  of  the  document.  The  quota- 
tions cited  by  the  hon.  Member  were  from 
the  evidence  of  a  French  commission  which 
sat  long  previously  to  the  making  the 
Report,  and  that  even  was  eighteen  months 
ago.  Now,  the  hon.  Member  must  have 
observed  very  little  of  what  was  passing  in 
France,  if  he  had  not  perceived  the  rapid 
change  in  public  opinion  upon  such 
n^atters  which  had  taken  place  since  that 
time.  The  proof  of  this  was  in  the 
Ordonnance  which  he  held  in  his  hand,and 
which  he  had  already  mentioned  as  having 
received  by  the  mail  that  day.  By  that 
Ordonnance,  the  Government  having 
lately  been  authorized  by  the  Chambers, 
took  off  prohibitions  on  a  variety  of 
articles  which  it  could  not  before  take 
off  by  law.  That  Ordonnance  was  a 
relief  to  British  commerce;  and  though 
it  did  not  touch  the  articles  of  iron  or 
coal,  he  would  state  the  reason  why.  The 
Commission  had  recommended,  that  the 
import  duties  on  iron  should  be  reduced 
from  tMrenty-five  to  nineteen  francs ;  but 
public  opinion  appeared  so  decided,  and 
the  hopes  of  all  the  friends  of  fl-ee-trade 
were  so  great,  and  the  opinion  of  Govern- 
ment itself  was  so  strong,  that  as,  coupled 
with  this  concession,  there  was  a  declara- 
tion that  no  further  change  should  be 
made  until  1840,  it  was  deemed  advisable 
by  all  parties  not  to  press  that  re- 
duction now,  but  to  leave  it  to  another 
Chamber,  because  it  was  not  doubted,  that 
greater  concessions  would  be  made  by  it. 
With  respect  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  on  the  subject  of  public  opinion 
in  France,  he  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson)  did 
not  mean  to  deny  that  there  were  vast 
numbers  who  contended  for  the  exclusive 
system;  but  as  he  was  intimately  acquainted 
with  that  country,  and  had  followed  the 
course  of  opinion  there  for  some  years,  he 
must  say,  that  the  change  in  opinion  had 
been  such,  that,  advocate  as  he  was  for 
the  principle  of  freedom,  it  greatly  ex- 
ceeded any  expectation  he  could  have 
formed  a  few  years  back.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  however,  referred  to  one 
particular  point  connected  with  the  policy 
of  France,  upon  which  he  felt  himself 
bound  to  make  an  observation.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  truly,  that  we  still 
paid  higher  duties  upon  British  iron 
and   coal  than  Belgium.      But  this  was 

not   because  the  articles   were  British. 
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The  French  had  long  had  two  different 
sets  of  duties,  one  for  articles  imported 
by  sea,  and  the  other  for  those  coming 
]p  by  land ;  and  when  the  difference 
was  complained  of,  the  answer  of  the 
French  povernment  was,  that  we  had  the 
advantage  upon  other  articles  whiph  were 
charged  less  by  sea  than  by  land.  But 
he  had  contended,  and  he  still  con- 
tended, that  this  difference  ought  not 
to  exist,  and  the  attention  of  the 
Government  had  been  for  some  time 
directed  to  this  subject,  and  Ministers 
were  not  without  hope  that  they  should 
ultimately  succeed,  unless,  indeed,  the 
hon.  Member  were  allowed  to  step  in, 
and  by  repealing  this  Bill,  prevent  all  their 
expectations  from  being  realised.  If,  how- 
ever, this  should  not  be  the  case, — if  the 
power  were  not  taken  out  of  the  hand^  of 
the  Government, — he  for  one  should  be 
ready  to  advise  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
possessed,  to  impose  additional  duties  on 
French  eoods  which  had  been  relaxed.  But 
it  w^  his  confident  hope,  that  the  duties 
on  such  articles  of  British  produce  would  be 
eciualised.  With  respect  to  the  duties 
levied  at  Stade,  he  believed  we  should  be 
compelled  to  pay  them.  He  admitted,  that 
they  were  onerous,  but,  till  the  King  of 
Hanover  thought  proper  to  alter  these 
duties,  we  should  be  obliged  to  pay  them. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  some  compro- 
mise might  be  come  to.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  a  good  deal  to  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee  on 
Shipping,  Manufactures,  and  Commerce. 
He  (Mr.  Poulett  Thonison)  was  the  last 
man  to  deny  the  existence  of  considerable 
distress  in  the  shipping  interest ;  but  if  it 
were  not  invidious  to  do  so,  he  thought 
he  coqld  assign  oth^r  causes  for  it  than 
the  passing;  of  this  Act.  Put  he  would 
be  satisfied  with  endeavouring  to  prove 
that  the  cause  assigned  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  really  the  cause  of  their 
distress.  The  hon.  Member  stated,  that 
the  evidence  of  all  the  Gentlemen  called 
before  the  Committee  went  to  prove  the 
general  and  great  depreciation  of  shipping, 
which  he  seemed  to  think  would  end  m 
total  ruin.  He  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson) 
could  not  go  that  length.  There  were 
cases  of  considerable  distress  brought 
fbrward;  but  it  must  have  been  in 
the  recollection  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  that  one  of  the  witnesses — he 
thought  Mr.  Aiken  —  gave  a  sufficient 
^ntwer  tQ  thp8^  statements  of  individual 


distress,  and  the  loss  accruing ,  from 
particular  ships.  He  was  asked/  whether 
it  would  not  be  easy  to  put  in  an  account, 
showing  a  flattering  result,  or  the  reverse, 
just  as  he  was  called  upon  ?  •'  Precisely," 
he  replied,  "  1  have  only  to  turn  to  my 
ledger  to  prove  either  case."  He  (Mr. 
Poulett  Thomson)  did  not  deny  the  exist- 
ence of  general  distress,  but  he  referred 
to  this  piece  of  evidence  to  caution  Mem- 
bers against  considering  the  general  case 
proved  by  particular  instances.  There 
was  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Hedley  to  show, 
that  the  shipping  with  which  he  was 
connected,  was  not  in  a  depreciated  state. 
There  was  evidence  of  large  capital  being 
continually  invested  in  shipping,  and  that 
almost  everywhere  the  building  of  ships 
had  increased.  It  could  not  but  be  sup- 
posed, that  those  who  had  furnished  the 
capital,  had  found  their  advantage  in 
it.  With  regard  to  the  falling-off  of 
British  shipping,  as  compared  with  foreign, 
in  our  trade,  since  the  adoption  of  these 
reciprocity  treaties,  in  order  thsit  Gentlemen 
might  not  go  away  with  wrong  impres- 
sions as  to  the  ruined  state  of  oiir  shipping 
on  their  minds,  he  would  refer  to  two  of 
the  documents  on  the  Table  to  show  what 
the  real  state  of  the  case  was.  He  would 
take  the  foreign  and  colonial  trade,  show- 
ing the  tonnage  which  had  entered  in  and 
cleared  out  in  6Qch  year,  from  181 9  to  1832, 
dividing  the  time  into  periods  of  seven 
years  each.  The  tonnage  of  vessels  entered 
inwards  and  cleared  outwards  in  the  seven 
years  ending  in  1825,  was — 

Tons. 

British            ..           ..   12,381,000 
Foreign 4,055,000 

In  the  seven  years  ending  in  1832,  the 

amount  was — 

British      15,049,000 

Foreign         ..  ..     5,064,000 

giving  exactly  the  same  proportion  of 
foreign  to  British,  namely,  one-third,  in 
the  two  periods.  It  was  thus  clear,  that 
we  had  not  gone  back.  What  right  had 
we  to  expect  to  do  more  than  keep  our 
ground  ?  It  was  absurd  to  suppose  that, 
after  the  war  was  at  an  end,  and  the  com- 
merce of  other  countries  came  to  be  set 
free,  that  we  should  keep  all  the  commerce 
of  the  world.  He  would  say,  that  we  had 
maintained  our  ground.  The  aggregate 
shipping  engaged  in  the  trade  of  the  coun- 
try had  increased,  and  our  share  of  the 
aggregate  had  not  beep  diminished,    Al- 
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though,  therefore,  the  profits  of  the  ship- 
owners might,  like  those  of  all  other  capi* 
talists,  be  low  and  precarious,  he  had 
shown,  that  our  shipping  interest  was  not 
in  so  lamentable  a  condition  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  make  out,  but  had  re- 
mained in  as  favourable  a  state  as  could 
possibly  be  hoped.  The  only  other  return 
with  which  he  should  trouble  the  House,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  was  that 
which  referred  to  his  assertion,  that  the 
British  shipowners  could  no  longer  com- 
pete with  those  of  foreign  states  in  the 
carrying  trade.  He  maintained,  that  they 
could ;  and  he  founded  his  assertion  on 
the  return  which  showed  the  number  of 
neutral  voyages  performed  by  them, — that 
was,  voyages  between  one  foreign  country 
and  another, — in  which  British  ships  did 
engage  with  success.  He  alluded  to  the 
return  of  the  number  of  British  ships  and 
their  tonnage  passing  to  and  from  the 
Baltic  through  the  Sound  in  the  year 
1832,  as  made  up  by  the  consulate  at 
Elsineur.  There  were  175  British  ships 
of  28,000  tons  passed  up  the  Baltic  from 
foreign  ports  to  foreign  ports ;  and  seventy* 
three  ships  came  down,  with  a  tonnage  of 
11,000;  thus  making  a  total  of  40,000 
tons  of  British  ships  employed  in  a  trade 
where  those  of  other  countries  would  have 
been  engaged,  if  they  could  have  been 
obtained  at  a  cheaper  rate.  The  hon. 
Member,  in  speaking  of  what  he  called 
the  injustice  done  to  the  shipowner,  had 
stated,  that  the  shipowners  were  the  only 
interest  in  the  State  not  protected ;  and 
asked  why  they  were  not  enabled  to  sail 
as  cheaply  as  the  foreigner  ?  In  answer 
to  this,  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Member, 
had  the  British  shipowner  no  protection  ? 
Was  the  exclusive  monopoly  of  the  colo- 
nial trade  nothing?  Was  the  exclusive 
monopoly  of  the  coasting  trade  nothing  ? 
But  with  respect  to  the  foreign  trade,  of 
which  it  was  impossible  to  give  him  a  mo- 
nopoly, how  did  the  matter  stand  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  quoted  the  duty  at  100 
per  cent,  while  it  was  only  fourteen ;  and 
he  quoted  the  duties  on  other  necessaries 
of  life;  but  he  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson) 
would  be  most  happy  in  assisting  him  to 
take  these  off.  He,  however,  would  not 
have  them  taken  off;  he  said  he  wanted 
protection,  and  he  would  join  the  protec- 
tionists. Besides  the  above  advantages,  had 
the  shipping  interest  derived  no  relief  from 
the  reductions  which  had  been  effected 
on  many  articles  which  came  within  their 


expenditure,  and  especially  by  taking  the 
duty  off  hemp  ?  But  there  was  a  great 
difficulty  in  meeting  the  wishes  of  the 
hon.  Member  and  those  he  represented, 
who  exclaimed — **  Take  off  the  restric- 
tions ;  we  only  want  to  be  free !"  Now, 
in  1832,  a  great  relief  or  boon  was  offered 
them,  giving  them  what  they  said  they 
wanted  to  obtain, — cheap  provisions, — 
which,  however,  they  had  declined,  because 
it  was  not  all  they  asked,  and  because,  if 
they,  as  they  said,  were  to  be  caught  in 
that  trap,  it  would  neutralise  those  com- 
plaints, of  which  they  had  heard  so  much 
this  evening.  A  strong  reclamation  had 
been  made  from  Ireland ;  but  it  was  prob- 
able that  would  not  have  prevailed,  as 
prevail  it  did,  but  for  the  indifference 
and  coldness  with  which  those  intended 
to  be  relieved  received  the  intimation  of 
the  intention  of  Government.  Again,  the 
hon.  Member  had  aigued  *'  Give  me  the 
privilege  of  building  and  manning  my 
ships  where  I  like,  or  let  me  buy  them 
ready  built  and  equipped  for  me."  Well, 
so  the  hon.  Member  might  at  this  moment ; 
but  if  he  did  so,  he  must  be  content  to 
forego  the  advanta^^es  resulting  from 
trading  in  ships  British  built.  He  could 
not  participate  in  the  colonial  or  coast 
trade,  which  by  law  was  confined  to  Bri- 
tish-built shipping.  It  was  too  much,  that 
the  hon.  Member  should  expect  to  secure 
to  himself  all  the  advantages  which 
foreigners  possessed,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  secure  to  himself  all  the  monopoly 
of  the  colonial  and  coasting  trade.  Again, 
if  our  shipowners  did  not  enjoy  the  same 
advantages  as  were  possessed  by  foreign- 
ers with  regard  to  one  of  the  most  material 
charges  in  ship-building,  he  begged  to  ask, 
whose  fault  that  was  ?  Whose  fault  was 
it  that,  instead  of  fetching  good  and  cheap 
timber  from  Memel,  they  fetched  the  worse 
and  dearer  article  from  the  Ganadas  ?  Was 
this  the  fault  of  the  Government  or  of  the 
shipping  interest,  who  had  themselves  op- 
posed the  relief  offered  to  them  ?  When 
it  was  u  fact,  that  this  system  of  duties 
was  advocated  and  maintained  by  the 
strength  of  Uie  shipping  interests  in  that 
House  in  1831,  with  what  justice  could 
those  very  parties  now  come  forward  to 
complain  of  the  burthen  they  imposed? 
Take  away  the  duty  on  timber,  and  he 
was  not  aware  of  any  very  heavy  duty 
which  particularly  pressed  upon  the  ship- 
building interests  of  this  country.  If  the 
hon.  member  for  Tynemouth  knew  of  any 


225 


RedprocUy  of 


{June  5} 


Duties  Act. 


226 


such  duty,  let  him  point  it  out,  and  he 
would  be  most  happy  to  afford  all  the 
relief  that  was  in  his  power.  The  fact  was, 
that  the  present  system  of  Timber-duties 
was  a  source  of  great  loss  to  the  country ; 
and  if  the  hon.  member  for  Tynemouth 
would  couple  a  recommendation  for  their 
reduction  with  the  other  alterations  he  had 
proposed,  he  had  no  doubt  his  noble  friend, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  would 
be  willing  to  listen  to  his  suggestions.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  at  greater 
length  upon  this  question ;  but,  before  he 
sat  down,  he  would  most  earnestly  entreat 
them  to  reflect  maturely  upon  the  very 
important  principles  which  were  involved 
in  the  speech  they  had  just  heard  from  the 
hon.  member  for  Tynemouth.  The  prin- 
ciple to  be  decided — and  this  was  involved 
and  avowed  in  that  hon.  Member's  speech 
— was, — whether  the  commercial  system, 
which  was  forced  upon  us  in  1815,  and 
▼oluntarily  adopted  in  1824 — a  system 
which  offered  to  treat  other  nations  in  the 
same  manner  as  that  in  which  they  treated 
us, — should  be  still  pursued,  or  whether 
they  should  adopt  a  different  one,  and, 
by  so  doing,  overturn  the  whole  system 
of  commercial  policy  upon  which,  for 
some  years  past,  we  had  been  acting,  and 
re-enter  upon  that  course  of  commercial 
warfare  and  hostile  retaliation  which  had 
been  carried  on  too  long  under  the  vain 
denomination  of  ''  protection."  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  make  but  a  very  few 
observations  in  reply  to  what  the  hon. 
member  for  Tynemouth  had  said  relative 
to  himself.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  that  he  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson)  had 
been  removed  from  another  sphere,  and 
placed  in  his  present  situation,  where,  by 
his  advocacy  of  certain  principles,  he  had 
obtained  the  means  of  amassing  wealth. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  knew  that  such  was 
not  the  case ;  he  knew,  that  to  serve  the 
public  was  not  the  road  to  riches.  If  he 
felt  proud  of  the  situation  which  he  had 
the  nonour  to  fill,  it  was  only  because  it 
gave  him  the  opportunity,  in  conjunction 
with  those  friends  with  whom  he  had  been 
associated,  of  acting  on  the  principles  he 
had  always  advocated  in  Parliament,  and 
afforded  him  the  means  of  carrying,  hum- 
bly but  zealously,  into  effect,  measures 
adapted  to  the  present  state  of  things,  on 
which  he  rested  his  hopes  of  promoting 
the  commercial  interests  of  England.  This 
was  the  only  consideration  which  attached 
him  to  the  situation  which  he  held ;  and 
VOL.  XXIV.  {IX} 


deeply  should  he  regret  if  the  decision  of 
the  House  should  tell  him,  that  his  occu- 
pation was  gone,  and  that  he  could  no 
longer  hope  to  see  those  principles,  which 
he  bad  ever  advocated,  adopted  and  car- 
ried in  the  House  of  Commons.  Bitterly 
should  he  regret  it  as  regarded  the  House 
of  Commons  itself,  and  his  estimate  of  it ; 
but  far  more  deeply  should  he  regret  it 
(and  upon  this  point  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  him  credit  for  as  much  since- 
rity as  himself)  as  regarded  the  best  in- 
terests and  welfare  of  this  commercial 
country. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  supported  the 
Motion.  He  considered,  that  the  Recipro- 
city Act  had  been  most  injurious  to  our 
commercial  interests ;  since  it  passed,  our 
trading  position  had  been  altogether 
changed.  In  the  carrying  trade,  the  ad- 
vantage we  had  formerly  enjoyed  over 
Prussia  had  been  transferred  to  that  coun- 
try. Most  of  the  ships  we  .had  formerly 
employed  in  the  Baltic  had  been  thrown 
out  of  that  trade,  and  being  put  on  the 
coasting  and  colonial  trade,  these  two 
latter  branches  had  become  overstocked. 
He  thought  there  was  much  to  complain 
of  in  the  conduct  of  Prussia ;  not  only 
had  that  country  raised  the  duties  on 
British  manufactures  herself,  but  she  had 
induced  other  German  Powers  to  imitate 
her  example ;  and,  influenced  by  Prussia, 
Hanover  and  Brunswick,  as  he  had  just 
heard,  were  about  to  adopt  the  same 
course.  As  to  the  United  States,  that 
Power  was  well  aware  that  it  was  to  her 
interest  to  keep  up  their  cotton  trade  with 
us  under  any  circumstances  being  as  well 
aware  as  we  were  that  from  the  increasing 
growth  of  cotton  in  South  America,  India, 
and  Egypt,  we  should  at  no  distant  period 
be  quite  independent  of  the  United  States 
for  our  supply  of  cotton.  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  some  protection 
should  be  afforded  to  the  shipping  inter- 
est. He  had  lately  presented  a  petition, 
signed  by  several  hundreds  of  seamen  at 
Sunderland,  stating  that  from  the  bad 
state  of  the  shipping  trade  they  were  in 
the  utmost  distress;  had  been  obliged, 
sometimes  without  success,  to  apply  to 
the  parish  for  food,  and  that  many  of 
them,  after  fighting  the  battles  of  their 
country,  were  obliged  to  cleanse  the 
streets.  Another  letter  he  had  had  from 
a  shipowner,  stated  that  the  writer,  find- 
ing it  cheaper,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, to  employ  Prussian  shipping  than 
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to  employ  his  own  ships,  had  laid  up  the 
latter.  lie  (Mr.  Alderman  Thompson) 
heartily  concurred  in  the  Motion,  and  was 
sure  that  if  it  were  rejected,  the  dis- 
appointment and  vexation  would  be  very 
sorely  felt  by  the  whole  shipping  interest. 
Mr.  Hutt  thought,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  entirely  failed  to  show  that  the 
evils  he  complained  of  had  been  produced 
by  the  reciprocity  system.  The  hon. 
Member  had  represented  the  whole  trade 
of  British  shipowners  as  having  fallen 
away :  that  while  foreigners  were  rolling 
in  wealth,  the  shipping  interest  of  Britain 
was  in  a  state  of  the  most  dreadful  poverty 
and  was  declining  into  absolute  decay. 
Much  of  this  statement  appeared  to  him 
to  belong  to  that  species  of  hyperbole  and 
extravagance  which  people  suffering  dis- 
tress but  too  often  indulged  in.  No 
doubt,  the  shipowners*  property  had  suf- 
fered depreciation,  but  so  had  the  property 
of  mill-owners,  of  manufacturers,  and  of 
every  person  who  had  fixed  capital.  The 
hon.  member  for  Tynemouth  had  asserted 
that  the  tonnage  of  foreign  shipping  had 
increased,  whilst  that  of  British  shipping 
had  decreased.  He  had  an  official  docu- 
ment in  his  hand,  which  completely  dis- 
proved that  statement.  From  that  it 
appeared,  that  since  the  reciprocity  trea- 
ties had  been  entered  into,  the  quantity  of 
British  tonnage  had  increased  in  a  consi- 
derable ratio  over  the  foreign  tonnage. 
But  they  had  what  was,  perhaps,  more 
convincing  than  even  figures,  and  that 
was  the  conduct  of  the  shipowners  them- 
selves, to  prove  that  navigation  was  not  a 
peculiarly  losing  trade.  It  was  impossible 
to  suppose,  that  the  shipowners  would  go 
on  investing  fresh  capital  in  their  business, 
unless  they  found  it  profitable  so  to  do. 
A  part  of  the  evidence  given  by  Mr. 
Ewart,  of  Liverpool,  ivas  particularly 
illustrative  of  this  view  of  the  question. 
That  Gentleman  stated,  in  answer  to  a 
question  as  to  whether  the  shipping  trade 
had  been  profitable  during  the  last  seven 
years,  that  if  the  shipowner  calculated  in 
each  year  what  his  ship  originally  cost 
him,  it  would  appear  that  he  was  losing 
each  year;  but  if  he  merely  calculated 
what  ships  might  be  bought  for  now  in 
each  year,  the  profits  of  the  year  would 
appear  to  be  sufficient.  On  being  asked 
whether  he  would  invest  capital  in  naviga- 
tion, he  said,  that  he  would  not,  because 
he  did  not  understand  the  business,  hut 
that  he  saw  many  very  clever  and  rich 


men  did  continue  to  invest  capital  in  it, 
and,  therefore,  he  inferred  that  it  was 
profitable.  Another  witness,  a  shipowner, 
on  being  asked  if  he  thought  men  would 
continue  to  navigate  ships  at  a  loss,  said, 
he  had  sent  out  a  losing  ship  a  second 
time,  but  he  would  sooner  burn  her  than 
send  lier  out  a  third  time  without  a  toler- 
able certainty  of  getting  a  freight.  This 
he  (Mr.  Hutt)  was  convinced  was  the 
feeling  of  all  commercial  men  in  the 
conduct  of  this  business.  With  respect 
to  the  question  of  reciprocity,  reciprocity 
of  some  kind  was  unavoidable.  The  only 
question  was,  what  kind  of  reciprocity 
you  would  have.  There  was  the  choice 
of  high  reciprocity  duties,  or  of  low  reci- 
procity duties.  You  might  have  low 
reciprocity  duties  as  with  the  United 
States  of  America,  or  you  might  have  high 
reciprocity  duties  as  with  Holland,  in 
which  each  party  ran  a  race  in  doing  one 
another  the  most  mischief  they  could. 
He  was  persuaded  that  the  suffering  the 
shipowners  were  really  undergoing,  was 
too  great  to  make  it  possible  to  convince 
them  of  their  error  by  any  arguments  that 
could  be  advanced.  The  only  mode  by 
which  they  could  be  convinced  would  be 
by  letting  them  have  their  own  way;  and 
then  the  utter  ruin  which  would  soon 
overtake  them,  would  too  late  convince 
them  that  it  was  not  by  getting  our  ships 
loaded  with  duties  by  foreigners  that  our 
prosperity  was  to  be  promoted. 

Dr.  Lushington  said,  that  if  he  thought 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Tynemouth  could  produce  the  slightest 
beneficial  consequence  to  the  shipping 
interest,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty,  repre- 
senting the  constituency  he  did,  to  give 
it  his  sihcere  support.  He  was,  however, 
firmly  convinced,  that  the  reciprocity 
treaties  had  not  produced  the  distress  of 
which  the  shipowners  complained,  and 
that  the  repeal  of  the  Act  authorising 
them  would  not  afford  the  slightest  alle- 
viation to  the  distress  complained  of.  He 
could  not  consent  to  the  adoption  of  a 
measure  which  he  conscientiously  believed 
would  endanger  the  great  commercial 
interests  of  the  country,  without  ofl^ering 
any  prospect  of  diminishing  the  difficulties 
or  of  restoring  the  prosperity  of  naviga- 
tion. England  could  make  fiscal  regula- 
tions for  the  government  of  her  home 
commerce,  and  that  she  had  done  to  the 
fullest  extent  the  shipowners  oould  desire, 
but  she  could  not  make  regvlations  for 
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thegoyernment  of  the  trade  in  which  they 
were  exposed  to  the  rivalry  of  the  world  ; 
for  it  was  clear  that  whatever  steps  we 
took  for  the  imposition  of  discriminating 
duties,  could  be  also  taken  by  every 
foreign  nation  with  which  we  had  dealings. 
Upon  what  were  we  to  rely  in  such  a  con- 
test with  foreign  and  rival  states  ?  Upon 
our  wealth,  our  power,  our  prosperity, 
upon  our  resources  of  all  kinds.  He 
acknowledged  the  wonderful  magnitude 
of  them ;  but  it  was  their  very  vastness 
which  would  make  us  of  all  nations  in  the 
world  suffer  most  from  any  temporary 
interruption  to  the  regular  course  of  trade. 
Nothing  could  be  more  disastrous  to  the 
manufactures,  the  trade,  the  shipping  of 
this  country,  than  the  course  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Tynemouth. 
Gentlemen  had  talked  to-ni?ht  as  if  trade 
was  not  the  parent  of  navigation,  and  had 
assumed  that  it  was  only  necessary  to 
have  ships  In  order  to  secure  full  cargoes 
for  them.  The  doctrine  which  he  con- 
ceived to  be  the  true  one  was,  that  it  was 
the  want  different  countries  had  for  the 
surplus  productions  of  other  countries 
that  created  the  demand  for  shipping. 
Had  the  hon.  Mover  pointed  out  one  atom 
of  benefit  to  be  derived  from  the  repeal  of 
the  Reciprocity  Act?  He  had  not  at- 
tempted to  do  so,  nor  could  the  hon. 
Member  be  tnad  enough  to  think  of  going 
back  to  the  old  system  of  restriction  and 
prohibition.  All  the  hon.  Member  could 
really  want,  then,  was  to  have  every  treaty 
of  reciprocity  brought  before  this  House 
ftir  discussion,  instead  of  being  left,  as  it 
constitutionally  ought  to  be,  to  the  wisdom 
of  the  Crown  and  of  its  advisers.  But  they 
had  had  some  Experience  of  the  evils  of 
running  a  race  of  prohibition.  He  re- 
iticmbered  that  they  attempted,  by  Orders 
in  Council,  to  retaliate  for  the  Milan 
Decrees,  and  actually  swept  the  seas  of 
the  neutral  marine,  and  filled  its  place 
with  British  shipping.  The  consequence 
wak  that  we  now  suffered,  not  merely 
from  the  transition  from  war  to  peace,  but 
from  the  acts  he  would  not  characterise, 
bnt  by  which  we  outraged  the  rights  of 
other  nations.  He  should  not  be  an 
Englishman,  he  should  not  be  worthy  to 
represent  the  place  he  did,  if  he  did  not 
deeply  feel  for  the  distress  of  the  shipping 
interest,  and  he  was  prepared  to  vote  for 
any  measure  which  would  be  of  practical 
benefit  and  advantoji^n  to  it.  He  was 
prepared  to  do  that  which  the  hon.  mem- 


ber for  Tynemouth  was  not  prepared  to 
do — he  was  prepared  to  abolish  those 
monopolies  under  which,  in  common  with 
every  other  interest  in  the  country,  the 
shipowners  so  bitterly  suffered.  He  was 
prepared  to  give  them  cheap  pork  and 
cheap  beef,  notwithstanding  the  outcries  of 
all  Ireland.  He  was  prepared,  too,  to  allow 
them  to  bake  biscuits  from  foreign  flour, 
notwithstanding  the  outcries  of  the  agri- 
culturists. But  he  was  not  prepared  to 
flatter  the  agricultural  interest,  and  at- 
tempt to  obtain  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons by  assistance  which  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Tynemouth  ought  to  be  ashamed 
to  have  sought,  a  concession,  which  so 
far  from  conceiving  to  be  a  benefit,  he 
was  satisfied  would  be  deeply  injurious  to 
the  shipowners  themselves. 

Mr.  Aaron  Chapman  thought,  that  the 
hourly  increasing  strength  of  the  United 
Stated  as  a  maritime  power  required  the 
deepest  consideration.  He  had  himself 
heard  the  first  partner  in  the  first  com- 
mercial house  in  England  declare,  that 
the  United  States  were  twenty  years  in 
advance  of  this  country  in  the  art  of  ship- 
building. The  distress  and  difHcultics 
with  which  British  shipowners  had  at  the 
present  moment  to  contend  was  admitted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  no 
specific  plan  of  relief  was  proposed  by 
him.  Surely  that  was  not  what  the  coun- 
try had  a  right  to  expect  from  the  execu- 
tive Government,  responsible  as  that  Go- 
vernment was,  to  the  nation  at  large  for 
the  faithful  and  effective  administration  of 
its  affairs.  Nothing,  in  his  opinion, could 
be  more  evident  than  the  decline  of  British 
shipping  and  the  advance  of  that  of  the 
United  States.  No  one  in  the  habit 
of  reading  the  messages  addressed  to 
Congress  by  the  American  President,  but 
must  remember  the  frequency  of  his  allu- 
sions to  the  extent  of  their  commercial 
marine.  His  Majesty,  who  took  a  warm 
interest  in  all  that  related  to  the  naval 
strength  of  England,  would,  if  he  could, 
have  been  most  prompt  to  advert  to  such 
an  object  of  national  security  and  triumph 
as  the  prosperity  of  the  shipping ;  but 
never  was  there  to  be  found  in  any  of  the 
speeches  from  the  Throne  the  remotest 
allusion  to  anything  of  the  sort.  In  what- 
ever point  of  view  he  looked  at  the  Motion 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Tynemouth,  he  could  but  regard  it  as 
well-timed  and  judicious:  it  should  there^ 
fore,  have  his  cordial  support. 
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Mr.  Ingham  supported  the  Motion,  and 
contended  that  wnat  were  called  the  reci- 
procity treaties  were  in  fact  treaties  for 
putting  down  the  navigation  of  that  coun- 
try which  was  once  unrivalled  in  its  mari- 
time strength. 

Lord  Sandon  supported  the  Motion, 
and  contended  that  m  our  discussions  with 
Foreign  Powers,  respecting  commercial 
interests,  the  question  was  one  merely  of 
policy,  of  bargain  and  sale.  Other  coun- 
tries had  no  right  to  receive  from  us  com- 
mercial advantages,  unless  they  agreed  to 
yield  to  us  commercial  advantages  in  re- 
turn. He  was  inclined,  therefore,  to  bring 
the  matter  back  to  the  state  in  which  it 
was  before  the  Reciprocity  of  Duties  Act 
was  passed ;  and  hereafter  to  proclaim  to 
the  world,  that  commercial  arrangements 
with  other  Powers  should  be  made  the 
subject  of  special  negotiation.  Much,  in 
the  course  of  the  present  discussion,  had 
been  said  of  the  advantage  to  the  shipping 
interest  which  must  arise  from  carrying 
into  practice  those  principles  of  free 
trade  and  reciprocity  which  had  been  so 
much  esteemed  and  advocated  within  the 
last  few  years.  He  thought  there  was 
but  little  value  in  setting  what  was  called 
a  good  example;  so  far  from  following 
that  practice,  their  aim  should  be  to  se- 
cure commercial  advantages  without  com- 
mitting themselves  or  making  any  conces- 
sion antecedent  to  an  equivalent  benefit : 
for  the  ministers  of  foreign  States  ought  to 
be  armed  with  that  ground  for  proposing 
charges  which  could  alone  be  derived  from 
the  result  of  bargain  and  negotiation,  not 
from  what  was  called  good  example.  Local 
prejudices  were  difficult  to  be  overcome, 
and  nations  were  like  individuals,  if  they 
did  not  make  good  terms  for  themselves, 
they  must  lose  in  the  affairs  of  life.  It 
was  vain  to  hope  that  the  progress  of 
liberal  principles  in  politics  would  lead 
to  liberality  in  trade ;  for  the  nation  which 
enjoyed  the  greatest  amount  of  political 
freedom  was  that  which  was  the  least 
liberal  in  matters  of  commerce.  Had 
not  other  countries,  instead  of  making  any 
concessions,  screwed  up  their  commercial 
restrictions  as  high  as  possible  ?  Look 
at  the  conduct  of  Prussia.  Look  at  the 
conduct  of  America.  In  proportion  as 
we  had  relaxed  our  commercial  system, 
theirs  had  been  rendered  more  rigorous. 
He  should  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Tynemouth. 

Mr.  Hume  contended,  that  the  argu- 


ments of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  bear 
upon  the  question.  The  noble  Lord  had 
asserted,  that  in  proportion  as  our  com- 
mercial restrictions  were  diminished,  the 
commercial  restrictions  of  other  countries 
had  been  increased.  But  that  was  not 
the  case.  The  noble  Lord  had  instanced 
America  and  Prussia.  But  it  was  well 
known,  that  the  cause  of  the  American 
Tariff  was  the  refusal  of  England  to  re- 
ceive American  com.  And  with  respect 
to  Prussia,  we  imposed  a  duty  of  250 
per  cent  upon  her  timber,  and  yet  com- 
plained of  her,  because  she  laid  a  duty  of 
ten,  twenty,  or  thirty  per  cent  upon  arti- 
cles of  English  manufacture.  If  ever 
there  was  a  position  which,  in  his  mind, 
was  more  distinctly  established  than  an- 
other, it  was,  that  by  the  Reciprocity 
of  Duties  Act,  much  evil  had  been 
avoided,  and  much  good  had  been  ac- 
complished. He  was  prepared  to  show, 
that  the  shipping  interest  in  the  conti- 
nental countries  was  in  a  much  more 
depressed  state  than  in  England.  Of  this 
he  was  convinced,  that  it  was  the  ob- 
ject, and  that  it  ought  to  be  the  object  of 
England,  to  remove  all  commercial  re- 
strictions. For  one  foreign  ship  which  at 
present  entered  English  ports,  two  Eng- 
lish ships  entered  foreign  ports.  It  was 
clear,  therefore,  that  unless  commercial 
restrictions  were  abolished,  England 
would  suffer  twice  as  much  in  that  re- 
spect as  all  the  other  countries  together. 
What  ought  to  be  the  chief  consideration 
of  that  House  ?  To  discover  the  principles 
on  which  the  prosperity  of  the  country  at 
large  might  most  securely  be  founded.  It 
ought  to  be  recollected,  that  other  parties 
ought  to  be  considered,  besides  the  ship- 
owners. The  consumers  should  not  be 
overlooked .  The  great  body  of  consumers 
had  derived  extensive  benefit  from  the 
Reciprocity  of  Duties  Act.  His  advice 
was  to  open  all  our  ports  at  once,  and  to 
let  every  ship  come  in  with  perfect  free- 
dom. In  relaxing  our  commercial  sys- 
tem, we  had  not  given  up  a  single  farthing 
for  which  we  had  not  got  two  in  return. 
He  well  remembered,  that  in  the  year 
1828,  when  General  Gascoyne  brought 
the  subject  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  the  downfall  of  the  British  com- 
mercial marine  was  confidently  predicted 
as  the  necessary  consequence  of  the  liberal 
system  of  commercial  policy.  It  should 
be  remembered,  that  a  constant  improve- 
ment was  taking  place  in  navigation,  and 
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that  the  voyages  of  ships  were  made  with 
more  rapidity  and  safety  than  formerly. 
If,  therefore,  we  kept  up  the  same 
amount  of  tonnage  afloat  as  formerly,  it 
was  a  proof  that  our  commercial  pros- 
perity had  increased.  What  was  it  as 
compared  with  other  countries?  What 
was  the  extraordinary  state  of  ruin  and 
destitution  into  which  the  commercial 
marine  of  this  country  had  been  thrown, 
as  compared  with  the  commercial  marine 
of  other  countries?  He  held  in  his 
hand  papers  which  proved  that,  in  the 
same  period  of  time,  while  there  was 
only  a  diminution  of  twenty-seven  or 
thirty  thousand  tons  in  the  commercial 
marine  of  England,  there  had  been  a  dimi- 
nution of  no  less  than  four  hundred  thou- 
sand tons  in  the  commercial  marine  of 
America.  General  freedom,  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied,  would  be  generally  advan- 
tageous to  all  countries.  But  although 
he  was  opposed  to  the  Repeal  of  the  Re- 
ciprocity of  Duties  Act,  he  was  equally 
hostile  to  the  continuance  of  the  various 
monopolies  which  were  allowed  to  exist. 
He  was  sorry  to  observe  the  vacillations  on 
that  point  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
yielded  to  the  importunities  of  Ireland  a 
monopoly  to  which  she  was  not  entitled. 
He  (Mr.  Hume)  wished  Ireland  well,  but 
he  did  not  wish  that  she  should  have  more 
than  she  was  entitled  to.  On  that  ground , 
on  the  ground  of  monopoly,  he  thought 
that  the  hon.  member  forTynemouth,  and 
those  who  supported  his  Motion,  had  fair 
grounds  of  complaint.  Some  of  the  argu- 
ments, however,  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Tynemouth  were  strangely  inconsistent. 
What  right  had  the  shipping  interest,  after 
having  declined  the  boon  which  was  of- 
fered them  in  the  diminution  of  the  duty 
on  timber,  to  complain  that  they  were 
unable  to  build  their  ships  at  the  rate  at 
which  ships  could  be  built  in  foreign  coun- 
tries ?  The  monopoly  occasioned  by  our 
corn-laws,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  freely  acknow- 
ledged was  most  injurious  to  our  shipping, 
in  common  with  all  our  other  interests. 
On  the  whole,  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Tynemouth  appeared  to  him 
to  be  an  admirable  one  in  favour  of  free 
trade^  which  certainly  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  mean  it  should  be.  Against 
monopoly  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
out  a  strong  case ;  but  he  had  made  out 
so  case  at  all  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Reci- 
piQcity  of  DoUes  Ac(« 


Mr.  Robinson,  who  spoke  amidst  inter- 
ruption from  cries  of  question,  maintained 
that  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  were  perfect  fallacies.  If 
the  speeches  of  that  hon.  Member,  and  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  were 
to  be  taken  as  answers  to  his  hon.  friend, 
the  member  for  Tynemouth,  the  shipping 
interest  might  sit  down  in  hopelessness 
and  despair.  He  had  not  expected  the 
taunt  of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
that  the  shipowners,  having  refused  the 
Repeal  of  the  Timber-duties,  should  not 
now  be  heard  to  complain.!  They  felt 
that  they  could  derive  no  advantage  what- 
ever from  a  mere  change  of  duties,  which 
might  at  the  same  time  deprive  them  of 
the  carriage  of  the  colonial  timber.  He 
admitted  most  candidly  that  much  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  which  operated  materially  against 
the  assumed  argument  of  his  hon.  friend 
near  him,  who  was  unjustly  charged  with 
advocating  the  shipping  interest  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  other  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. Why,  the  shipping  interest  was  the 
only  interest  in  the  country  which  was 
placed  on  disadvantageous  terms,  with 
the  most  onerous  restrictions,  and  with- 
out any  protection  whatever.  The  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  spoke  of  the 
Corn-laws ;  but  that  monopoly  was  kept 
up,  not  for  the  shipping,  but  for  the 
agricultural  interest.  The  hon.  Member 
had  referred  to  the  state  of  the  Ame- 
rican tonnage,  and  stated  that,  within  the 
last  few  years,  it  had  decreased  400,000 
tons.  There  could  be  no  doubt  this  was 
a  great  blunder, — a  very  natural  one  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  fall  into,  thereby 
mistaking  an  actual  increase  for  a  de- 
crease. This  was  a  question,  he  was 
ready  to  admit,  of  considerable  difficulty ; 
but  he  would  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Tynemouth,  because  he 
denied  the  right  and  power  of  the 
Crown  to  form  treaties  of  commerce  with 
foreign  powers  independent  of  that  House. 
He  wished  Parliament  to  be  the  judge  on 
such  an  occasion.  Sure  he  was,  if  this 
Motion  was  negatived,  and  if  there  was 
no  assurance  from  Government  that 
some  other  remedial  measures  were 
about  to  be  proposed,  in  order  to  relieve 
the  shipping  interest  of  the  country, 
that  most  important  branch  of  the  com- 
mercial greatness  of  the  country  would 
soon  dwindle  into  insignificaacei  if  not 
perish  ia  ruia% 
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Mr.  Ruthven  insisted  upon  his  right  to 
speak  on  a  question  in  winch  his  consti- 
tuency were  deeply  interested ;  and  more 
especially  as  it  was  one  in  which  Irish 
Members  could  not  be  taunted  with  taking 
up  views  merely  local,  as  the  question  was 
completely  imperial.  As  it  was  so  late, 
he  would  content  himself  with  observing, 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  should 
not  grudge  Ireland  the  little  advantage  she 
derived  from  the  provision  trade,  when  her 
shipping  was  no  more  than  137,000  tons. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  briefly  replied, 
and  the  House  divided — Ayes  52  ;  Noes 
117;  Majority  65. 

Lisi  of  the  Ayes. 


Arbuthnot,  General 
Alt  wood,  T. 
A u wood,  M. 
Baieson,  Sir  R. 
Bell,  M. 

Benlinck,  Lord  G. 
Bethel! ,  R. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Cayley,Sir  G. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chaytor,  Sir  W. 
Copeland,  Aid. 
Corry,  Hon.  H.  T. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
DillwyR,  L.  W. 

DuDcombe,  Hon.  W. 
Ewing,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Gordon,  Capt.  W. 
Ilalcombe,  J. 
llay.  Sir  J. 
Hay,  Col.  Leilh 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Hodgson,  J. 
Holdsworth,  J. 
Ingham,  U. 
lrton,S. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Lowther,  Col. 


Miles,  W. 
Perceval,  Col. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Ross,  II. 
Rumbold,  E.  C. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Sandford,  Sir  D.  K. 
Sandon,  Lord 
Seale,  Col. 
Shaw,  F. 
Thompson,  B. 
TuUumore,  Lord 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Williamson,  Sir  II. 
Wilks,  J. 

PAIRED  OFF. 

Egerton,  Tatlon 
Fielden,  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Stewart,   J. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  J. 
Talbot,  J. 
Warre,  A. 

TELLE  us. 

Young,  G.  F. 
Thompson,  Aid. 


Irish  Coercion  Act. — Barony  of 
Df.lvin.3  Mr.  Montague  L.  Chapman 
felt  most  anxious  to  ascertain  what  further 
information,  besides  that  already  laid  on  the 
Table,  induced  the  Irish  Secretary  to  per- 
severe in  continuing  the  application  of  the 
Coercive  measure,  to  a  county  which  cer- 
tainly that  statement  did  not  represent  as 
being  in  any  fearful  or  alarming  state.  To 
lead  to  this  exposition  on  the  part  of  the  Se- 
cretary, it  would  be  necessary  for  him  to 
enter  mto  some  details.  Some  short  time 
since  a  meeting  of  Magistrates  numer- 


ously  attended,  was  held  at   Mullingar. 
It  was  summoned  together,  iu  consequence 
of  a  resident  Magistrate  and  gentleman  of 
property  in  the  county,  having  been  most 
daringly  6 red  at,  and  in  consequence  of 
this  outrage,  and  the  state  of  the  county, 
the  Magistrates  present,  naturally  excited 
by  the    occurrence,  applied   to  Govern- 
ment to  proclaim  the  baronies  in  which 
the  outrage  had  occurred,  that  of  Moyar- 
bel  and  that  of  Dcivin.     He  would  admit, 
fur  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the  Act 
was  called  for  by  the  state  of  the  other 
two  baronies,  however  much  at  any  other 
time  he  might  be  disposed   to  deny  this, 
and  disapprove  altogether  of  the  Act,  and 
would  refer  to  Delvin  alone,  and  it  so  hap- 
pened that  many  of  the  Magistrates  con- 
nected more  immediately  with  it,  were, 
by  different  causes,  unable  to  attend  the 
meeting,  and   lay  before  the  assembled 
Magistrates  its  real  state  and  condition. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  applica- 
tion was  made,  and  the  Government  ac- 
ceded to  it,  before  entering  into  any  of 
those  inquiries  which  it  ought  to   have 
instituted.     It  neither  inquired  what  steps 
had  been  taken  by  the  Magistrates  resi- 
dent in  the  burony — whether  any  exertions 
had  been  made  by  them  to  avert  any  ne- 
cessity for  having  recourse  to  a  measure 
which  had  been  passed  by  the  House,  but 
as  one  to  be  resorted  to  in  the  last  ex- 
tremity;   but   hastily   and   unadvisedly, 
jumped   at  the  demand   of  the  Magis- 
trates, and  proclaimed  the  barony.     He 
himself  had  made  remonstrances  of  the 
strongest  nature  to  the  Irish   Secretary, 
immediately  upon  hearing  of  the  applica- 
tion, and  before  the  Secretary  could  com- 
municate those  remonstrances  to  the  Irish 
Government,  the  proclamation  had  been 
issued,  and  the  barony  included  with  the 
others.     Moreover,  a  memorial,  praying 
Government  not  to  accede  to  the  request 
of  the  Magistrates,  as  far  as  Delvin  was 
concerned,  was  got  up  in  the  barony  im- 
mediately   after    the    meeting.     It  was 
signed  by  three  Magistrates,  the  represent- 
atives of  the  largest  fortunes  in  the  dis- 
trict.    It  was  signed  by  the  Protestant 
rector  and  curate  of  one  parish,  by  the 
Catholic  clergymen,  and  by  many  of  the 
persons  most  interested   in  securing  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  barony ;  and 
yet  this  memorial  was  answered  by  the 
statement  that  the  act  was  done — that 
the  barony  had  been  proclaimed  —  that 
the  thing  was  over*- and  tbftt  it9  in* 
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bahiiftBU  must  submit  with  pittiepoe  to 
the   inflictfoii  of  a   measure  which  was 
passi'd  by  the  House  as  applicable  only  to 
criminality  of  the  very   highest  dcg;ree. 
Surely,  he  had  a  right  to  suspect  that  a 
part  of  the  Imh  Government  must  desire 
a  re-epactment  of  the  Coercion  Act^  and 
had  taken  advantage  of  this  occasion  to 
demonstrate  its  necessity.  As  to  the  criines 
committed  in  the  barony,  by  this  paper 
it  appears  that  since  March,  six  crimes 
have  oeen  committed,  and  through  those 
I  would  proceed  in  turn,  chiefly  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  how  defective  is  the 
character  of  the  species  of  information 
given  to  the  Government,     The  Brst  case 
reads  very  fearfully  ;    nothing  less  than 
the  levelling  of  a  house,  which  would  give 
an  appearance  of  great  disturbance  to  the 
barony,  but  when  added  to  what  his  in- 
formation could  enable  him  to  add  to  it, 
namely,  that  the  house  was  one  of  bad 
character,  it  really  did  appear  to  him  that 
this  first  case — this  bead  and  front  of  the 
baronial  offence — this  pulling  down  of  a 
brothel — was  not  a  case  of  such  extraordi- 
nary violence  as  to  require  the  application 
of  the  Coercion  Act.     The  second  was  a 
case  of  mere  highway  robbery  ;  the  indi- 
vidual who  had  committed   it  had  been 
instantly  apprehended,    and    would,   no 
doubt,  be  punished  ;  and  yet  this  is  one  of 
the  six  rases  made  out  to  justify  the  Go- 
vernment.    The  third   was,   if  possible, 
still  mpre  ridiculous :  it  read  as  if  a  quan- 
tity of  hay  had  been  burned  maliciously, 
and  yet,  when  examined  into,  it  appeared 
that  the  whole  value  of  the  hay  amounted 
to  7s.  6rf ,  and,  moreover,  that  the  doubts 
as  to  its  having  been  maliciously  consumed 
were  so  great  that  its  possessor,  who  was 
a  great  smoker,  and  was  supposed  to  have 
destroyed  it  by  accifleut,  hud  never  taken 
the  necessary  affidavit   for  burning  pre- 
sentment.    Here  there  were  three  cases 
out  of  the  six  offered  to  the  House  as  the 
Government   apology,   and  he  was  sure 
the  House  must  feel,  that  they  were  com- 
pletely disposed   of.     Of  the  remaining 
three  he  would  at  once  acknowledge  that 
they  were  real  offences,  and  such  as  could 
not  be  extenuated.     Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  would  ask  the  House  to  give 
him  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  case. 
He  would  conclude  with  one  fact,  which 
spoke  volumes,  and  gave  a  great  addi- 
tional reason  for  such  an  inquiry.     He 
had  been  assured,  that  the  only  case  of 
turbulence  mauifested  at  Castletown-del- 


vin,  since  the  arrival  of  the  troops,  had 
lieen  displayed  by  the  police,  who,  on 
their  return  some  short  time  since,  late  at 
night,  from  a  fair  in  the  neighbourhood, 
were  captured,  and  held  in  custody  in  the 
guard-house.  The  bon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  for  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  circumstances  which  justi- 
fied the  application  of  the  Coercion  Act 
to  the  barony  of  Del v in,  in  the  county  of 
Westmeath. 

Mr.   Littleton  said,  he  should,  at  the 
outset   make  an    admission   to   his  hon. 
friend  that  the  case  of  the   Barony  of 
Delvin  was  a  weaker  case  for  proclama- 
tion than  many  other  cases;  he  had  never 
concealed  that  opinion ;  but  he  did  think 
that  the  Lord-lieutenant  in  Council  exer- 
cised, nevertheless,  a  sound  judgment  in 
including  it.     The  state  of  the  county  of 
Westmeath  had  been  extremely  bad  for  a 
long  course  of  time ;  ever  since  he  had 
been    in   office  his    attention   had   been 
forcibly   attracted  to  the  numerous  out- 
rages committed  in  it.     He  was,  therefore, 
not  surprised  that  the  Magistrates  should 
have  been  under  the  necessity  of  applying 
for  a  proclamation  to  place  those  Baronies 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Coercion  Act. 
On  the  26th  of  April  the  Magistrates,  who 
had  been  convened  by  previous  advertise- 
ment, assembled,  to  the  number  of  thirty- 
seven,  at  Mullingar;  only  eighteen  in  the 
whole  county  being  absent;  and  when  it 
was  considered  how  many  were  necessarily 
prevented  from  attending  by  age,  infirmity, 
or  accident,   it  would  be  admitted,  that 
there  was,  certainly,  a  very  full  attendance. 
They   passed    a  resolution  unanimously, 
without  one  dissentient  voice,  calling  on 
the  Lord-lieutenant  to  place  three  Baronies 
of  the  county  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Coercion  Act.     Their  representation  was 
to  the  effect,  that  it  was  their  unanimous 
and   decided  opinion,    that  the  existing 
laws  were  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  exist- 
ing state  of  crime  and  outrage ;  and  they 
therefore  submitted  to  the  Lord -lieutenant 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  3  and  4 
of    William   4th,  c.  4th,  might  be  put 
into  operation  in  tho.^e  parts  where  crmie 
was  most  conspicuous  ;  and  for  that  pur- 
pose thev  suggested  that  it  should  be  so 
in   the   Barony  of  Delvin,  and  the  two 
other    baronies    in   question.     His    hon. 
friend  complained  of  the  great  haste  which 
the  liord-lieutenant  and  Council  evinced 
in   following  up  that  Representation!  by 
immediately  issuing  a  proclamation.    He 
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thought  his  hon.  friend  had  been  some- 
what hasty  in  making  this  complaint; 
for,  if  he  had  fully  inquired  into  the  sub*- 
ject,  he  would  have  seen,  that  ten  days 
had  elapsed,  after  the  receipt  of  this  re- 
quisition, before  the  proclamation  was 
issued — for  the  requisition  bore  date  of 
the  26th  of  April,  and  the  proclamation 
that  of  the  5th  of  May.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  the  state  of  crime 
in  the  barony  of  Delvin  ;  and,  in  contra- 
diction to  the  statement  which  had  been 
made  of  the  small  extent  to  which  it  pre- 
vailed, said,  that  he  found  there  were  not 
less  than  seventeen  well-attested  cases  of 
outrage,  some  of  them  very  bad.  He  re- 
ferred to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Smith,  a  Ma- 
gistrate resident  in  the  barony,  in  which 
that  gentleman  expressed  his  opinion,  that 
no  parish  more  deserved  the  proclamation 
than  one  of  those  the  exemption  of  which 
was  desired,  which  was  in  such  a  state 
that  many  persons  had  actually  thrown 
up  their  holaings  and  quitted  the  district. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  (Mr. 
Littleton)  did  not  think  that  the  House 
would  be  disposed  to  concur  with  his  hon. 
friend  in  expressing  an  opinion  that  the 
Lord-lieutenant,  in  proclaiming  the  barony 
had  acted  wrongly,  and  therefore  he  should 
oppose  the  Motion. 

The  House  divided— -Ayes  14;    Noes 
30;  Majority  16. 

List  of 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Evans,  W. 
Fitzsimon^  N. 
Gillon,  W,  D. 
Hume,  J. 
Jacob,  N. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
Ruthveo,  £. 


the  Ayes. 

Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Talbot,  J.  II. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Wallace,  R. 
WarburtoD,  II. 

TELLERS. 

ChapmaD,  M.  L. 
O'Connor,  F. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  June  6,  1834. 

MiKUTBB.]  Bills.  Read  a  Uiixd  time t—Frwndly  Societies; 
Navy  Pay. 

Petitkmi  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  ABSRDiiif ,  ftom  EUoo, 
against  altering  the  present  System  of  Churdi  Patronage 
in  Scotland. — ^By  the  Marquess  of  Lanbdowit,  firom 
three  Places,  for  Rdicf  to  the  Dissenters.— By  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Cantbrburt,  Earl  Howa,  and  the  Bishop  of 
LoMDOir,  from  a  Number  of  Places,— for  Protectacn  to  the 
Established  Churdi,  and  agauist  the  Claims  of  the  Dis- 
senters.—By  the  Duke  of  Gloucistkr,  ftom  sereial 
Bodies  of  the  Clergy,  agidnst  admitting  Dissenters  to  the 
Universities. — ^By  the  Archbishop  of  Cantkrbuby  and  the 
Bishop  of  WixcuKSTSR,  fiom  seven  Pboes,— «gainst  the 
Separation  of  Churdi  and  State.— By  the  Bishop  of 
liOirooK,  ftom  West  Bergholt,  against  the  Sale  of  Beer 
Act— By  the  Bishop  or  Wincbbstxr,  ftom  several  Places, 

for  ti)9  6«tter  obimvwe  oC  ttM  SabMw*«Py  Loid  s>vr« 


riBLD,  ttd  the  Bkhop  of  Batv  and  Wmum,  fion  aavcnl 

PlaeeSf'^in  fisvour  of  the  Chiomey  SweepoiT  Rcfulation 
Bill. 

Ministerial  Changes.]]    The  Duke 
of  Newcastle  was  anxious,  before  proceed- 
ing to  the  order  of  the  day,  to  address  a  few 
words  to  their  Lordships  on  a  subject  which 
he  had  hoped  would  have  attracted  the 
attention  of  some  other  noble  Lord,  better 
qualified  than  himself  to  do  it  justice — he 
alluded  to  the  late  changes  in  the  Ad- 
ministration.    He  was  very  desirous  their 
Lordships  should  be  rightly  informed  as 
to    the   precise  footing    on    which    the 
Cabinet   about   to  be  completed  would 
stand.     He  feared   he  must  conclude, 
judging  from  circumstances  which  were 
too  notorious,   that   it  was   formed   on 
principles  entirely  adverse  to  the  Estab. 
fished  Church  of  the  country ;  and  if  any- 
thing   were   necessary    to   confirm   that 
belief,   it   was   the  secession  of  certain 
members  from  the  Cabinet,  who  had  re- 
tired in  a  manner  highly  honourable  to 
themselves,  refusing  to  participate  in  those 
measures  of  spoliation  and  injustice  which 
their  colleagues  in  a  manner  so  frightful 
and  reckless  had  determined  to  pursue, 
which  would  justly  draw  down  on  them 
the  malediction  of  the  present  generation 
and  of  all  who  should  come  after  them. 
If  he  were  right  in  supposing  that  the 
present    Administration  was   formed  on 
principles     hostile    to    the    Established 
Church,  there  was  a  strange  and  alarming 
discrepancy  to  which  he  desired  to  advert* 
Their  Lordships   had  no  doubt   read  a 
speech  which  had  been    pronounced  by 
his  most  gracious  Majesty  to  the  Bishops 
on  a  late  interesting  occasion — a  speech 
which  he  rejoiced  and  exulted  in  saying, 
would  have  been  quite  worthy  of  the  gra- 
cious and  venerated  sire  of  his  Majestv, 
which  was  the  highest  eulogium  he  could 
pronounce.     What  did  that  speech  prove  ? 
It  proved,  beyond  all  contraaiction,  that 
his  Majesty  was  firmly  attached  to  the 
religious  institutions  of  his  country,  and 
that  it  was  his  fixed  purpose  to  maintain 
them.     Here,  then,  was  the  discrepancy. 
On  the  one  side  they  had  an  Administra- 
tion formed  on  the  principles  of  opposition, 
insult,    injury,   and  persecution  to    the 
Church  of  England,  and  on  the  other,  a 
Sovereign  determined  to  uphold  the  re- 
ligion  and   Established    Church   of  the 
country,  as  he  was,  in  «fact,  bound  to  do 
by  his   most   solemn   asseveration.      In 

tho8«  circumstanc^i  be  did  not  tbiuk  h^ 
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should  apologise  to  their  Lordships  for 
calling  on  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
explain  to  that  House,  and  to  lay  before 
the  country  at  the  present  critical  juncture 
of  affairs,  the  grounds  on  which  their 
Administration  was  formed  and  was  to  be 
conducted,  and  to  ask  them  whether  they 
were  prepared  to  violate  the  conscience  of 
their  Sovereign,  and  subject  his  will  to, — 

Earl  FitzwUliam  rose  to  order.  He 
appealed  to  noble  Lords  more  conversant 
than  himself  with  the  forms  of  that  House, 
whether  the  strain  in  which  the  noble 
Duke  was  proceeding  were  consistent  with 
its  establbhed  and  recognized  orders? 
The  noble  Duke  had  ask^  whether  the 
present  Cabinet,  or  that  about  to  be 
formed,  was  prepared  to  call  upon  his 
Majesty  to  violate  his  conscience,  having 
in  a  former  part  of  his  speech  quoted  the 
name  of  an  exalted  personage  in  a  manner 
which  certainly  appeared  to  him  (Earl 
Fitzwilliam)  to  trench  very  much  upon 
freedom  of  debate,  and  the  usually  recog- 
nised forms  of  the  House.  It  was,  there- 
fore, a  matter  of  very  grave  consideration, 
whether  the  course  pursued  by  the  noble 
Duke  was  likely  to  conduce  either  to  order 
of  procedure,  or  to  maintain  the  proper 
freedom  and  independence  of  that  House. 

Lord  Kenyan  rose  to  order.  The  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Fitzwilliam)  had  not  interfered 
at  the  proper  time.  Had  the  noble  Earl 
interfered  when  the  name  of  his  Majesty 
was  first  introduced,  he  might  have  been 
quite  consistent  in  calling  the  noble  Duke 
to  order.  But  the  noble  Earl  not  having 
then  interfered,  and  having  allowed  the 
noble  Duke  to  proceed  in  his  statement, 
and  put  a  question  to  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, it  was  not  competent  for  the 
noble  Earl  to  interfere.  Nothing  could 
be  more  proper  or  constitutional  than  for 
any  peer  of  that  House  to  call  on  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  explain  the  grounds 
on  which  their  Administration  was  formed, 
and  the  principles  by  which  they  would 
be  guided. 

The  Duke  of  Newcastle  resumed.  He 
should  not  have  introduced  the  name  of 
his  Majesty,  but  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary,  however  unwilling  he  was  to 
do  so;  and  certainly  the  name  of  his  Ma- 
jesty had  been  in  that  House  very  im- 
properly used  on  former  occasions.  He 
would  therefore  press  the  question, 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  attempt  to  control  his  Majesty, 

and  iaduce  huu  to  forswear  bis  most 


solemn  engagements  ?  ["  Order^  Order,*'] 
The  Earl  of  Mulgrave  felt  great  un- 
willingness to  interrupt  the  noble  Duke, 
but  he  felt  solemnly  convinced  that  the 
course  the  noble  Duke  was  pursuing  was 
utterly  at  variance  with  the  recognised 
orders  of  the  House.  The  name  of  his 
Majesty  should  not  be  introduced  on  such 
an  occasion ;  and  therefore  he  put  it  to 
the  noble  Duke  himself,  without  appealing 
generally  to  their  Lordships,  whether  he 
would  proceed  in  a  course  which  the  noble 
Duke  himself  must  acknowledge  was 
at  variance  with  the  established  rules  of 
the  House? 

Earl  Grey  said :  Nobody,  my  Lords,  is 
more  ready  than  I  am  to  admit  the  privi- 
lege which  every  noble  Lord  possesses, 
of  asking,  upon  any  occasion,  questions 
of  any  member  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, nor  shall  I  be  found  unwilling 
to  answer  those  questions  when  properly 
put.  I  must,  however,  say,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  that  the  question  itself  is  a 
very  strange  and  extraordinary  one,  and 
that  the  grounds  on  which  it  is  founded 
are  altogether  inconsistent  with  the  orders 
of  your  Lordships'  House.  The  noble 
Duke  first  of  all  says,  that  there  is,  what 
he  calls  a  discrepancy  between  certain 
declarations  said  to  have  been  made  by 
his  Majesty  and  the  formation  of  the  pre- 
sent Administration.  My  Lords,  with  re- 
spect to  the  speech  supposed  to  have  been 
delivered  by  his  Majesty,  I  can  say  nothing, 
not  having  advised  his  Majesty — being  in 
no  way  responsible  for  it — not  knowing 
by  whom  it  was  reported,  or  on  what 
authority  it  rests ;  I  can  say  nothing  but 
this — if  that  speech  expressed  his  Majesty's 
determination  to  uphold  the  Church,  I 
am  certain  it  expressed  truly  the  feelings 
and  determination  of  his  Majesty  on  that 
important  point.  My  Lords,  give  me  leave 
further  to  say,  with  respect  to  the  in- 
ference which  Uie  noble  Duke  appears  to 
draw,  from  what  premises  I  know  not, 
that  there  is,  in  tne  constitution  of  the 
present  Administration,  something  incon- 
sistent with  that  declaration  of  the  Sove- 
reign to  support  the  Church,  that  the 
noble  Duke's  inference  is  unwarranted, and 
I  beg  leave  to  give  his  assertion  the  roost 
positive  contradiction.  But  the  noble 
Duke  has  referred  to  the  secession  of 
some  individuals  lately  members  of  his 
Majesty's  Administration.  Nobody,  my 
Lords,  regrets  that  secession,  nobody  has, 

both  upon  personal  and  public  groundSi 
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more  tewou  to  regret  it  than  I  have.  But 
I  am  sure,  that,  in  leaving  hig  Majesty's 
councili  upon  grounds  which,  in  con- 
science, in  honour,  and  in  duty,  they 
found  themselves  compelled  to  act,  they 
will  give  me  credit  for  an  equally  sincere 
conviction,  though,  on  certain  points  of 
opinion,  1  may  differ  from  them*  as  well 
as  an  equally  sincere  desire  with  them* 
selves,  to  uphold  and  secure  the  interest 
of  the  Protestant  Estahlishment  in  these 
.realpns.  More  than  this,  my  Lords,  I  will 
not  say  on  the  present  occasion,  as  we 
may  soon,  possibly  on  this  very  night, 
have  an  opportunity  of  going  more  into 
the  circumstances  connected  with  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  I  roust  protest,  distinctly  and 
decidedly,  against  any  interpretation  which 
the  noble  Duke,  or  any  other  Peer,  may 
put  upon  the  changes  that  have  unfortu- 
nately lately  taken  place  in  his  Majesty's 
advisers,  leading  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  is  in  those  who  remain  in  his  Ma- 
jesty's confidence  any  other  than  a  sin- 
cere and  conscientious  desire  to  maintain, 
by  all  the  means  in  their  power,  inviolate 
in  efficiency,  in  dignity,  and  in  usefulness, 
the  Established  Church  of  these  king- 
doms. So  much,  my  Lords,  in  reply  to 
the  general  assertion  of  the  noble  Duke ; 
but  I  must  be  allowed  to  add,  that  the 
manner  in  which  the  question  was  put 
was  most  extraordinary.  For,  what  was 
the  question  ?  The  noble  Duke  called 
upon  me,  unworthily  placed  as  I  am  at 
the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Councils,  to 
answer  a  question  which,  I  believe,  never 
before  entered  into  the  mind  of  any  man 
but  that  of  the  noble  Duke  himself — 
namely,  whether  the  Administration  had 
been  formed  on  the  principle  of  forcing 
his  Majesty's  conscience  ?  Is  it  possible, 
my  Lords,  that  the  noble  Duke  could  have 
thought  of  seriously  proposing  such  a 
question,  or  that  there  could  have  been 
any  but  one  answer  to  it?  The  noble 
Duke  may  think  the  measures  of  his 
Majest]f's  Government  inconsistent  with 
the  duties  which  they  owe  to  their  Sove- 
reign, their  country,  and  the  Established 
Church.  He  may  condemn  those  mea- 
sures as  loudly  and  vehemently  as  he 
pleases;  but,  can  he  believe,  that  any 
man  could  deliberately  entertain  the  in- 
tention which  he  ascribes  to  his  Majesty's 
Government,  or  give  any  answer  to  the 
question  but  one — that  they  never  had 
attempted,  and  never  could  attempt,  to 
control  or  force  his  Majesty's  conscience  ? 


My  Lords,  I  can  answer  for  it,  if  an  at- 
tempt were  made  by  any  member  of  the 
present  Administration,  or  of  any  other 
Administration,  to  propose  to  bis  Majesty 
anything  which  he  thought  inconsistent 
with  the  duties  which  be  owes  to  the 
people  as  their  protector  and  father,  the 
Sovereign  would  at  once  reject  such  a 
proposition  with  indignation,  and  would 
not  suffer  suqh  an  individual  to  continue 
for  one  instant  longer  in  his  royal  con- 
fidence. My  Lords,  I  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  say  thus  much  in  answer  to 
the  noble  Duke's  question — a  question 
which  I  think  altogether  improper  —  a 
question  far  from  consistent  with  the 
orders  and  rules  of  this  House;  and, 
having  answered  it,  I  may  now  say,  that 
I  am  ready  to  meet  any  charge  which  the 
noble  Duke  or  any  other  Peer  is  prepared 
to  bring  against  me ;  and,  if  the  noble 
Duke  thinks  his  Majesty's  present  Minis- 
ters are  unworthy  the  confidence  of  this 
House,  the  proper  course  which  he  is 
bound  in  honour,  and  I  think  in  duty,  to 
take,  is  to  move  an  address  to  his  Majesty, 
praying  that  he  would  be  graciously  pleased 
to  remove  them  from  his  Councils  —  a 
Motion,  my  Lords,  which  I  shall  be  pre- 

rared  to  meet,  and,  on  the  result  of  which, 
shall  be  prepared  to  act,  as  my  duty  and 
conscience  shall  dictate. 

Church  of  Ireland — Commission.] 
The  Earl  of  Wicklow,  in  rising  to  submit 
to  their  Lordships  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  said,  he  would  make  no 
apology  for  bringing  this  subject  before 
them.  If  any  apology  were  due,  it  was  to 
that  country  of  which  he  was  one  of  the  Re- 
presentatives; for  not  having,  at  an  earlier 
period,  taken  an  opportunity  to  call  on  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  for  some  explanations  which 
might  have  the  effect  of  tran(]|uillizing  the 
public  mind  on  those  points  m  which  not 
only  the  friends  of  the  Church  in  Ireland, 
but  in  this  country  also  were  at  present  so 
anxiously,  he  might  say  so  painfully,  in- 
terested. He  trusted,  that  noble  Lords 
opposite  would  not  believe,  that  he  brought 
this  question  forward  with  any  wish,  to 
add  to  the  embarrassment  in  which  they 
were  involved.  During  the  whole  of  the 
Session,  he  had  abstained  from  pursuing 
any  course  which  might  impede  their 
career,  and  however  much  he  objected  to  it, 
he  sought  no  opportunity  of  embarrassing 
them.    He  really  felt  a  desire  to  be  able 
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po  support  tbeir  measures.    He  thought^ 
too,  Ui^t  he  could  perceive  some  dawning 
of  improvement  in  the  mode  of  their  con* 
ducting  our  domeslic  concerns ;  and  that, 
particularly  in   that  part  of  the  empire 
with  which  he  was  connected,  a  disposir 
tion  was  evinced  to  alter  the  course  which 
formerly  they  had  pursued.     He  hoped 
that  the^  had  at  last  learned  the  vanity 
and  futility  of  those  concessions  which 
they  had  formerly  made  to  a  base  and 
mischievous  faction  which  could  not  be 
appeased  without  a  systematic  spoliation 
of  property,  totally  inconsistent  with  the 
first  elements  of  all  government.     But  he 
confessed,  that  he  was  altogether  disap* 
pointed.     He  uow  saw,  from  the  position 
which  the  present  Government  bad  asr 
SPfoed,  that  their  policy,  far  from  being 
improved,  was  likely  to  become  consider- 
ably worse.    They  had  divested  them- 
selves of  the  aid  of  those  to  whom  tlie 
country  had  hitherto  looked  up  with  some 
degree  of  confidence  and  thus  had  thrown 
aside  the  drag-chain,  which  Height  be  said 
to  have  impeded  their  rapid  course  in  the 
down  path   of    revolutionary   spoliation. 
With  reference  to  the  Commission,  viewed 
abstractedly  from  the  circumstances  and 
events  with  which  it  was  connected,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  see  on  what  principle  Or 
ground  it  could  be  maintained.     Was  it 
tne  result  of  any  Motion  in  that  or  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  ?     Was  it  re- 
quired by  any  deliberations  or  acts  of 
either  House  ?     Certainly  not.    The  only 
measure  in  progress  which  it  might  be 
said  in   some  degree  to  affect  was,  the 
Irish  Tithe  Bill.     But  could  it  be  said 
that  Government  required  the    Church 
Commission  in  order  to  carry  that  mea- 
sure into  effect?     Assuredly  not.    The 
Bill  had  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  other 
House  for  a  considerable  time,  and  had 
resulted  from  the  united  wisdom  of  a 
united  Cabinet.     It  had  been  read  a  se- 
cond time — it  now  stood  for  the  Com- 
mittee ;  its  principles  were  acknowledged 
and  it  had  in  general  received  the  sanction 
of  a  large  majority  of  that  House.  It  could 
not  therefore  be  said  that  Government  re- 
quired ^o  issue  the  Commission  in  order 
to  afford  satisfactory  information  upon 
thi^t  measure.    On  what  ground,  then, 
could  it  be  defended?     It  was  strange 
that  this  Commission  should  have  been 
announced  on  the  eve  of  that  gracious 
speech  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Duke 

(the  Duke  of  Newcastle),    He  did  not 


require  anytbiog  which  had  taken  place 
in  the  House  that  evening,  to  inform  him 
that  it  was  irregular  to  allude  to  any 
speech  of  his  Majesty,  particularly  of  a 
private  nature ;  but  when  a  docuipent  of 
that  description  had  been  published  in  the 
newspapers  of  the  day,  when  it  was  de- 
clared to  be  the  speech  of  the  Sovereign, 
and  when  th^re  was  no  contradiction  to 
it,  he  thought  that  he  had  a  right  to  con- 
sider it,  he  would  not  say  as  the  speech 
of  the  Sovereign,  but,  at  all  events,  to  al- 
lude to  it  as  a  document  of  public  noto- 
riety.    He  would  not  say,  that  his  Majesty 
had'  made  that  speech ;  but  he  would  put 
the  case  hypothetically,  and  he  would  say, 
if  any  Sovereign  of  England  did  utter 
such  a  speech,  it  was  one  which  did  equal 
honour  to  his  head  and  his  heart.    It 
proved,  that  the  Sovereign  was  not  un- 
mindful of  the  sacred  duties  which  he 
had  to  perform — that  he  had  duly  studied 
the  annals  of  his  country  and  family  to 
some   effect  and   purpose — that  he  well 
knew   the   principles  and  causes   which 
placed  the  house  of  Hanover  on  the  throne 
of  these  realms,  and  which  cast  into  exile 
the  house  of  Stuart;  he  well  knew  the 
lights  which  were  to  guide  his  path,  and 
the  beacons  which  warned   him  of  that 
which  he  ought  to  shun.    Was  it  not  then 
strange,  that  on  the  very  eye  of  that  de- 
claration when  the  tears  were  yet  moist 
on  the  royal  cheek,  that  the  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  should  propose  to  the  Sovereign 
the  issuing  of  this  Commission  ?  He  should 
like  to  know  if  the  reasons  given  in  another 
place,  and  which  from  their  publicity  he 
had  a  right  to  allude  to,  had  been  assign- 
ed to  the  Sovereign,  in  order  to  induce 
him  to  put  his  name  to  this  Commission  ? 
He  should  like  to  know  if  ii  were  really 
true  that  a  Commission  of  this  sort,  which 
everybody  knew  required  some  time  and 
considerable  formality,  had  actually  been 
signed  and  issued,  hoaafide^  on  Monday  ? 
At  all  events,  it  was  evident  that  it  had 
been  got  up  with  extreme  rapidity,  and 
had  been  brought  to  the  Sovereign  on 
the  very  day  it  had  been  determined  on« 
He  found  by  the  public  papers  that  a 
noble  Lord,  high  in  his  Majesty's  Coun- 
cils, had  in  another  place  made  use  of  the 
following  language : — ''  He  needed  not, 
he  thought,  to  say,  that  no  man  in  his 
senses  could  think  of  advising  his  Ma- 
jesty to  issue  such  a  Commission  unless 
he  was  prepared  to  act  on  whatever  the 
report  or  that  Commission  should  be.'*  A 
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Minister  of  the  Grown,  a  person  high  in 
rank  in  the  Administration  of  the  country, 
the  leader  of  the  Hoase  of  Commons,  had 
made  that  declaration.  Had  they  then 
come  to  this?  Were  the  duties  of  the 
Administration  to  be  thus  delegated  to 
Commissioners?  AVas  such  a  Commis- 
sion, like  a  Roman  dictator,  to  supersede 
all  law  and  the  established  institutions  of 
the  country?  But  another  declaration 
made  by  another  noble  Lord,  a  Member 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  was  to  the 
following  effect :-— ''  He  stated,  that  he 
differed  from  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
Alban's,  when  he  said,  that  Ministers  must 
dissent  from  his  Resolution  because  they 
did  not  adopt  it;  he  thought,  in  fact^  that 
Government  were  adopting  the  very  best 
method  of  carryinghis  principle  into  effect/' 
Thus,  then,  had  the  objects  of  the  Com- 
mission been  openly,  broadly,  and  dis- 
tinctly avowed  in  another  place  by  the 
members  of  his  Majesty's  Government. 
Were  such  sentiments  to  be  re-echoed 
within,  those  Mralis?  Would  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  Government,  and  the 
noble  Marquess  the  President  of  the 
Council,  give  their  countenance  to  such 
opinions  ?  The  Resolutions  themselves 
were  before  the  world,  and  he  did  not 
need  to  repeat  them ;  it  was  enough  for 
him  to  say,  that  they  not  only  declared 
the  competency  of  the  State  to  lay  violent 
hands  on  the  property  of  the  Church,  but 
that  the  time  had  come  when  that  inter- 
ference was  necessary.  The  noble  Earl 
opposite,  he  trusted,  would  be  glad  of  the 
opportunity  of  repelling  the  foul  imputa- 
tions which  such  sentiments  must  direct 
against  the  character  and  principles  of  the 
Government.  He  could  not,  indeed, 
attribute  them  to  the  Administration,  but 
rather  to  the  fault  and  inaccuracy  of  par- 
liamentary reporters.  At  no  period  of 
our  history  had  such  a  shameless  attack 
been  made  on  Church  property.  It  was 
reserved  for  Whiggism,  for  the  Millennium 
of  Reform,  to  avow  such  sentiments,  and 
to  carry  them  into  effect.  To  show  what 
was  the  general  feeling  of  the  country  on 
this  subject,  he  would  read  a  passage  from 
the  writings  of  a  man  whom  all  their  Lord- 
ships honoured.     Mr.  Burke  said,  *  The 

*  people  of  England  have  incorporated 

*  and  identified  the  estates  of  the  Church 
'  with  tlie  mass  of  private  property,  of 
'  which  the  State  is  not  the  proprietor, 
^  either  for  use  or    dominion,    but  the 

*  guaidmn  onlyi  and  the  regulator.    They 


*  have  ordained,  that  the  provision  for  the 
'  Establishment  should  be  as  stable  as  the 
'  earth  on  which  it  stands,   and  should 

*  remain  inviolable.  It  was  dangerous 
f  here  to  talk  of  •'  more  or  less :"  "  too 
'  much,"  and  "  too  little,"  were  treason 

*  against  property ;    sacrilege,   and  pre- 
'  scription,  were  not  among  the  Ways  and 
'  Means  of  our  Committees  of  Supply.' 
These    were    sentiments    worthy   of   an 
honest  Whig.     But  it  might  be  said,  that 
Burke  at  that  period  was  not  a  Whig. 
True,  he  had  separated  from  that  party 
who  had  called  themselves  his  friends  and 
Whigs,  but  he  had  perceived,  when  the 
trying  occasion  came,  that  if  he  was  to  be 
enabled  to  serve  his  country,  and  pro- 
tect her  from  the  poisoning  mfluence  of 
French  democratical  principles,  it  was  only 
to  be  done  by  quitting  their  mischievous 
connexion.    Those  opinions  were  promul- 
gated to  the  world  when  the  noble  Earl 
now  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  commencing  his  public  career. 
True,  the  spheres  in   which  they  both 
moved  were  very  different.     They  might 
by  possibility  have  both  been  wrong,  but 
both  could  not  have  been  right.     Most 
probably  the  noble  Earl  was  satisfied  with 
the  line  which  he  had  taken,  but  he  must 
remember,  that  his  public  character  was 
public  property,  and  open  to  public  ani- 
madversion.    It  was  matter  of  history— 
and  he  believed  the  historian  of  the  time 
would  not  fail  to  mark  it — that  the  dawn 
of  the  noble  Earl's  political  career  was  in 
the  midst  of  the  dissemination  of  French 
Jacobinical  principles  over  the  world,  and 
that  its  setting  would  be  the  downfall  of 
the  Church  of  England.     He  could  not 
lose  sight  of  the  effects  which  this  Com- 
mission must  have  as  a  matter  of  course  in 
that  country  to  which  it  was  directed. 
This  was  a  part  of  the  case  with  respect 
to  which,  as  a  Representative  Peer  of 
Ireland,   he  might  be  expected  to  feel 
more  warmly  than  some  of  their  Lordships ; 
but  he  would  most  solemnly  avow,  that  of 
all  the  plans  which  the  most  wild,  and 
reckless,  and  mischievous  Administration 
could  devise  in  order  most  effectually  to 
convulse  that  country,  this  was  the  most 
calculated  to  open  afresh  all  those  wounds 
which  the  Government  of  later  times  had 
been  endeavouring  to  close  up,  and  to 
produce  a  train  of  the  most  direful  and 
alarming  consequences.     He  particularly 
deprecated  the  effects  of  this  Commission 

in  GODsequeuce  of  the  present  fMX^  of 
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commotion  which  preyailed  in  Ireland, 
and  which  had  for  so  long  a  time  been  the 
bane  of  that  couDtry.  So  alarming,  in- 
deed, had  become  the  condition  of  society 
in  that  country,  that  one  of  the  severest 
measures  of  coercion  had  become  indis- 
pensably necessary  for  the  protection  of 
life  and  property.  That  Act  would  termi- 
nate within  a  month  from  the  present 
time.  Was  it  then  safe,  in  such  a  state  of 
things,  with  the  elements  of  the  social 
system  disorganized,  to  allow  this  demon 
of  discord  to  stalk  abroad — to  enter  every 
parish,  hamlet,  and  habitation,  great  or 
small — and  for  what?  To  separate  the 
religious  sects,  the  Protestant  from  the 
Catholic — to  set  the  great  majority  on  the 
one  side,  and  mark  the  small  minority  for 
the  odium  and  ridicule  of  the  predominant 
party.  The  measures  of  the  noble  Lord 
were  said  to  be  based  on  the  principle  of 
doing  away  with  all  religious  difference. 
Was  this  the  manner  in  which  it  was  to  be 
effected?  Already  emigration  from  Ire* 
land  prevailed  to  a  g^eat  extent,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  insecurity  of  life  and  pro- 
perty. The  emigrants  were  chiefly  Pro- 
testant respectable  farmers,  who  left  Ire- 
land to  obtain  in  foreign  lands  that  security 
which  was  denied  them  in  their  own. 
They  went,  because  there  was  amongst 
them  a  deep-rooted  impression,  that  they 
were  forsaken  by  the  Government,  and 
that  unfortunate  impression  would  be 
strengthened  by  the  present  conduct  of 
the  Government.  He  must  attribute  that 
conduct  to  ignorance  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  for  he  could  not  attribute  it  to  a 
worse  motive.  He  trusted,  however,  that 
the  country  would  open  its  eyes  to  the 
course  which  was  now  being  pursued,  and 
that  the  people  would  bestir  themselves  in 
defence  of  all  that  tliey  held  sacred  and 
dear.  He  hoped  that,  at  least,  their 
Lordships  would  let  the  people  of  this 
country  know,  that  if  there  was  a  House 
of  Commons  clamorous  for  the  sanctioning 
of  measures  of  the  kind  now  proposed, 
and  a  Government  ready  to  pander  to  the 
passions  of  agitators,  there  was  still  in 
their  Lordships'  House  a  body  willing  to 
support  them  and  capable  of  doing  so. 
He  sincerely  hoped,  that  their  Lordships 
would  hear  sentiments  uttered  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  that  House  different 
from  those  which  had  been  attributed  to 
their  colleagues  in  another  place.  He 
turned  with  confldence  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdown) 


who  had  always  shown  himself  the 
friend  of  the  country.  He  was  not  one  of 
those  statesmen  who,  in  their  career,  re- 
minded one  of  the  sea  weed  cast  up  from 
the  bottom,  to  float  for  a  time  on  the  sur- 
face of  the  flood,  ready  to  sink  to  its 
original  position  as  soon  as  the  agitation 
of  the  waters  should  subside.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  long  occupied  an  honour- 
able position  in  public  estimation,  and 
until  he  heard  him  in  his  place  avow  that 
he  concurred  in  the  sentiments  uttered  by 
his  colleagues  in  the  other  House,  he 
would  never  believe  that  he  could  do  so. 
The  question  which  he  had  brought  before 
their  Lordships  must  have  an  answer. 
The  usual  poUcy  of  Ministers  would  not 
succeed.  Silence  would  be  damnatory. 
There  was  manliness  in  an  open  and 
candid  bearing,  but  silence  was  cowardice. 
A  declaration  must  be  made,  and  there- 
fore he  asked  the  noble  Earl,  whether  the 
Cabinet  was  determined  to  advocate  the 
principle,  that  it  was  legal  to  seize  upon 
the  property  of  the  Church,  and  apply  it, 
under  the  name  of  religious  and  moral 
purposes,  to  purposes  other  than  those  of 
the  Church  of  England  ?  Whether,  in 
fact,  the  Government  could  seize  upon  the 
property  of  the  Church,  and  apply  it  to 
the  religious  purposes  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic population  ?  The  noble  Earl  con- 
cluded by  moving,  "  that  an  Address  be 
presented  to  his  Majesty,  praying  that  he 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  direct  a 
copy  of  the  Commission  issued  relative  to 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House." 

Earl  Grey  spoke  to  the  following 
effect: — My  Lords,  it  is  not,  I  believe, 
my  usual  practice  to  shelter  myself  beneath 
a  cowardly  silence,  and  most  assuredly  I 
will  not  do  so  on  the  present  occasion.  I 
will  proceed  to  state,  with  as  much  dis- 
tinctness as  I  can,  what  are  the  views,  the 
inotives,  and  the  principles  which  induced 
me  and  my  colleagues  to  advise  his  Ma- 
jesty to  issue  the  Commission  which  is  the 
subject  of  this  night's  discussion.  Before, 
however,  I  enter  into  a  consideration  of 
those  circumstances  which  naturally  arise 
out  of  the  speech  delivered  by  the  noble 
Earl,  I  must  offer  a  remark  on  the  nature 
of  the  Motion  which  he  has  submitted. 
The  Motion  is  simply  for  the  production 
of  a  copy  of  the  Commission.  To  that 
Motion  no  objection  will  be  made  from 
this  side  of  the  House.  The  noble  Earl 
must  have  been  assured  that  the  Motion 
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would  not  be  opposed,  because  a  similar 
Motion  has  been  acceded  to  in  the  Honse 
of  Commons,  and  a  copy  of  the  commis- 
sion is  actually  now  upon  the  Table  of 
that  House.  The  noble  Earl,  however, 
not  choosing  to  wait  for  the  production  of 
the  commission,  has  been  pleased  to  offer 
various comnlents  upon  what  he  considered 
its  objects,  and  to  lay  the  foundation  for  a 
future  Motion — for,  if  upon  examination, 
the  commission  should  be  found  to  bear 
the  character  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
attributed  to  it,  I  must  tell  the  noble  Earl, 
— as  1  told  the  noble  Duke  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  business  this  evening, 
— that  his  duty  will  not  conclude  with  the 
speech  which  he  has  delivered,  but  that 
he  must  take  one  of  three  courses.  IF  the 
Commission  should  prove  to  be  such  as  he 
has  described  it,  and  to  be  issued  from  the 
motives  which  he  supposes,  he  must  either 
propose  a  vote  of  censure  upon  us  who 
advised  the  issuing  of  it,  or  he  must  move 
an  Address  to  his  Majesty  to  revoke  the 
Commission  ;  ot  he  must  move  an  Address 
praying  his  Majesty  at  once  to  dismiss  the 
Ministers  who  have  been  guilty  of  the 
inexpiable  crime  of  advising  him  to  issue 
a  Commission  which  is  founded  on  prin- 
ciples of  injustice  and  spoliation,  and  is 
calculated  to  set  Ireland  in  a  flame.  It  is 
the  duty  of  the  noble  Earl  and  those  who 
take  the  same  view  of  the  matter  that  he 
does,  not  to  content  themselves  with  mere 
declamation,  but  to  adopt  practical  mea- 
sures, and  to  do  what  in  them  lies  to  show 
the  country  the  great  danger  which  will 
be  incurred  by  suffering  the  Government 
to  continue  in  the  hands  of  those  who  at 
present  administer  it.  I  say  there  can  be 
no  shrinking  from  this  course.  The  noble 
£)arl  must  be  prepared  to  follow  up  the 
Motion  of  this  night  with  another,  having 
for  its  object  the  putting  of  an  end  to  an 
Administration  which,  in  his  opinion,  is 
likely  to  produce  so  much  mischief  to  the 
country.  Having  said  thus  much,  I  will 
wait  anxiously  for  the  further  proceedings 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  Earl,  which,  I 
think,  he  is  bound  to  institute,  and  will 
now  proceed  to  notice  some  of  the  argu- 
ments which  he  has  employed  on  the 
present  occasion.  The  noble  Earl  sup- 
poses that  the  commission  can  have  been 
issued  with  no  other  intention  than  that 
of  sanctioning  the  spoliation  of  the 
Chnrch.  I  deny  that  such  is  the  case.  I 
s:iy,  that  myself  and  my  colleagues  do  not 
look  forward  to  any  thing  that  can  justly 


deserve  the  name  of  spoliation.  We  cer- 
tainly look  forward  to  a  great  alteration, 
but  to  nothing  beyond  that.  When  the 
noble  Earl  talks  of  the  Commission  being 
paramount  to  the  Governnlent,  and  of  its 
being  invested  with  power  to  dictate  to 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and  quotes  for 
his  authority  an  extract  from  a  speech 
delivered  by  my  noble  friend,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  other  House 
(whether  correctly  reported  or  not,  I  do 
not  know,)  I  must  say,  that  he  puts  a  false 
construction  both  upon  the  grounds  on 
which  the  Commission  has  been  issued, 
and  the  motives  of  those  who  have  advised 
it.  The  Commission  is  to  inquire,  not  into 
opinions,  but  facts,  for  the  purpose  of  col- 
lecting information  on  which,  ultimately, 
the  Government  and  Parliament  may  form 
an  opinion  and  pass  any  law  which  may 
be  necessary.  The  Commission  prejudges 
nothing,  decides  nothing.  But,  says  the 
noble  Earl,  a  principle  is  involved  m  the 
issuing  of  the  Commission  which  no  ad- 
ministration ought  to  sanction,  and  no 
Legislature  support,  namely,  the  principle, 
as  the  tioble  Earl  states,  of  seizing  upon  the 
property  of  the  Church.  I  deny  that  that 
isthe  principleoftheCoromission.  TheCom- 
mission  is  issued  with  a  view  to  the  regula- 
tion, with  a  view,  if  you  will,  to  a  different 
appropriation,  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Church.  I  ask  the  noble  Earl,  whether, 
in  the  country  which  is  naturally  the  first 
object  of  his  solicitude,  he  can  meet  with 
many  persons  who  think  that  the  state  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland,  is  such  As  not  to 
require  the  most  careful  attention?  I 
have,  all  my  life,  hated  the  discussing  of 
abstract  principles,  and  that  which  is  in- 
volved by  the  present  discussion,  is  cer- 
tainly rather  of  a  speculative  than  of  a 
practical  nature ;  but  if  I  am  called  upon 
to  avow  my  opinions  on  the  point,  I  trust 
that  I  have  too  much  manliness  to  shrink 
from  declaring  them.  It  was  certainly 
my  wish,  that  the  property  involved  in  the 
Bill  to  which  the  noble  Earl,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  adverted,  should  be  secured; 
but  I  never  met  with  any  person,  either 
belonging  to  the  sister  bountry  or  to  this, 
who  would  not  admit,  that  the  Church  in 
Ireland  stood  in  a  different  situation  from 
the  Church  in  England.  It  is  true,  that 
they  are  united  by  law  (the  policy  of 
which  may,  perhaps,  be  disputed);  but  it 
is  universally  admitted,  that  the  circum- 
stances cotinected  with  the  churches  of  the 
two  countries  are  so  different,  that  different 
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measures  of  improvement  are  necessary 
for  that  of  Ireland,  from  those  which  are 
applicable  to  the  Church  in  this  part  of 
the  empire.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  contend,  that  the  property  of  the  Church 
does  not  stand  on  the  same  footing;  in 
both  countries.  I1ie  rights  of  the  present 
possessors,  1  hold  sacred;  but  I  maintain, 
that  the  property  of  the  Church  is  a  sub- 
ject for  the  exercise  of  the  discretion  of 
Parliament.  Is  this  opinion  exclusively 
mine  ?  1  certainly  do  not  like  the  prac- 
tice, which  is  inconsistent  with  the  orders 
of  the  House,  of  quoting  from  speeches 
made  elsewhere ;  but  as  the  noble  Earl  has 
set  the  example,  I  will  quote  from  the 
speech  of  one  whom  I  regard  as  a  very 
high  authority,  and  whom  the  noble  Earl 
will  readily  admit  to  be  so.  In  a  recent 
debate  in  the  House  of  Commons,  I  find 
these  words  attributed  to  a  right  hon. 
Baronet : — *  He  was  prepared  to  meet  the 

*  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
'  Alban*s  with  a  direct  negative.     But  if 

*  he  did  so,  it  would  be  extremely  unjust 
'  to  imply,  that  he  was  contented  with  the 
'  present  condition    of   the   Established 

*  Church  in  Ireland.  Two  years  ago, 
'  when  a  Committee  was  appointed  on  the 

*  subject,  those  who  were  connected  with 
'  that  Committee  could  bear  testimony, 

*  that  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  admitted  him- 

*  self  ready  to  consider  any  measures  cal- 

*  culated  to  correct  any  abuses  that  pre- 

*  vailed  in  that  establishment.  He  stated 
'bis  opinion  at  that  time, — an  opinion 
'  which  still  remained  the  same, — that  the 

*  stale  of  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ire- 
'  land  was  such,  that  the  time  might  come 
'  when  they  ought  to  consider  whether  or 
'  no  measures  might  not  be  devised  for 

*  appropriating  a  portion  of  the  Church 
'  property  of  Ireland,  not  to  other  objects, 
'but  so  as  to  facilitate  the  propagation 
'  of  divine  truth,  which  was  the  great  end 
'  and  aim  of  that  establishment.'  [Cries 
"  of  Hear.**]  Noble  Lords  cry  "  hear ;" 
and  I  respond  to  that  acclamation.  I 
certainly  think,  that  the  passage  I  have 
read  asserts  the  true  principle  on  which 
we  shotild  proceed.  When  Sir  Robert 
Peel — a  name  I  mention  only  for  the 
purpose  of  honour — when  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
I  say,  expressed  himself  dissatisfied  with 
the  present  condition  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland,  and  said,  that  the  time  must  come 
when  it  would  be  necessary  to  decide 
pon  a  different*  appropriation  of  its 
evenu^s,  he  stated  the  principles  which 


I  have  acceded  to  by  the  issuing  of  the 
Commission.  I  will  fairly  avow  my  opin- 
ions with  respect  to  the  property  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland.  I  think,  that  if  a 
considerable  excess  of  revenue  should 
remain  beyond  what  is  required  to  sup- 
port the  efficiency  of  the  Church,  and 
those  other  purposes  connected,  as  Sir 
Robert  Peel  says,  with  the  interests  of 
true  religion,  I  avow  the  principle,  that 
the  State  has  a  right  to  deal  with  that 
surplus,  with  a  view  to  the  exigencies  of 
the  State  and  the  general  interests  of  the 
country.  This  may  or  may  not  be  an 
erroneous  opinion  ;  but  I  can  assure  your 
Lordships,  that  it  is  the  conscientious 
opinion  of  one  who  is  as  sincere  a  well- 
wisher  and  supporter  of  the  Church  as 
any  one  of  your  Lordships.  When  I  con- 
templated the  measures  and  proceedings 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  I  cer- 
tainly did  think  (and  it  is  surprising  to 
me,  that  any  one  with  his  eyes  open,  can 
Come  to  any  other  conclusion)  that  a  full 
investigation  into  the  state  of  the  Irish 
Church,  with  a  view  to  such  alterations  as 
may  be  found  expedient,  and,  amongst 
others,  with  a  view  to  a  different  appro- 
priation of  its  revenues,  was  absolutely 
necessary.  The  noble  Earl  says,  that  the 
issuing  of  the  Commission  will  establish  a 
precedent  for  a  similar  proceeding  with 
respect  to  the  Church  in  England ;  I  hope 
not;  I  trust,  that  the  Protestant  estab- 
lished religion  will  be  preserved  and 
maintained  in  all  the  purity  in  which  it 
now  exists  in  this  country ;  but  I  am  sure, 
that  those  who  endeavour  to  connect  the 
two  Churches,  in  spite  of  the  anomalous 
circumstances  in  which  the  Church  in 
Ireland  is  placed — circumstances  so  ano- 
malous that  nothing  like  them  was  ever 
before  known  in  the  history  of  thfe  world 
— do  not  benefit  the  Church  in  England, 
and  give  no  support  to  the  Church  in 
Ireland.  Can  any  one,  who  looks  at 
the  state  of  the  Irish  Church  fail  to 
perceive,  that  it  must  necessarily  be  a 
subject  of  anxious  consideration  with  every 
statesman  ?  The  revenues  of  the  Church 
of  England  are,  if  properly  distributed,  no 
more  than  sufficient  to  ensure  its  efficiency ; 
but,  in  Ireland,  where  not  more  than  one- 
seventh  of  the  population  is  Wotestant,and 
only-one  tenth  belongs  to  the  Established 
Church,  the  revenues  of  the  Establishment 
are  enormously  disproportionate  to  its 
wants.  Is  it  possible  to  believe,  that 
this  state  of  things  can    exist  without 
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some  inquiry  upon  the  subject  ?  Feeling; 
that  this  is  a  subject  which  has  attracted 
general  attention — to  which  not  a  few 
factious  demagogues,  as  the  noble  Earl 
described  them,  but  a  great  number  of 
sincere  well-wishers  of  the  Established 
Church,  looked  with  deep  anxiety— be- 
lieving that  it  is  one  with  respect  to  which 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  House 
of  Commons  is  no  longer  dubious,  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  have  thought  it  right 
to  recommend  the  issuing  of  a  Commission 
to  obtain  all  the  information  which  is  re- 
quisite to  enable  Parliament  to  ascertain 
in  what  manner  the  Irish  Church  should 
hereafter  be  dealt  with.  In  doing  this, 
I  disclaim  any  intention  to  sanction  the 
principle  of  spoliation,  I  wish  merely  to 
effect  a  new  appropriation  of  the  revenues 
of  the  Church.  This  is  a  principle  which 
every  country  in  Europe  has  recognized 
and  acted  upon.  All  I  can  say  is,  that 
believing  it  to  be  our  duty  to  support  the 
Protestant  religion,  and  the  Irish  Church, 
by  rendering  the  latter  less  odious  in  the 
eyes  of  the  people  of  that  country  than  it 
is  at  present,  we  have  recommended  the 
appointment  of  the  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  laying  before  his  Majesty  and 
Parliament  such  a  body  of  facts  as  will 
enable  them  to  come  to  a  clear  and  im- 
partial decision  on  the  subject.  The 
noble  Earl  says,  that  there  is  no  just 
motive  for  the  step  we  have  taken.  Has 
the  noble  Earl  attended  to  the  opinions, 
not,  I  say  again,  of  violent  men,  who  are 
ready  to  rush  into  any  extravagant  excess, 
but  of  the  sober,  reflecting  part  of  the 
community,  and,  above  all,  of  the  House 
of  Commons?  Let  us,  for  a  moment,  advert 
to  the  numbers  of  the  late  division  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  numbers  appear 
by  the  notes  to  have  been  396  to  120,  the 
minority  being  in  favour  of  a  proposition 
which,  had  I  been  a  Member  of  the 
House,  I  would  have  opposed.  Those 
who  voted  for  that  proposition  desire  a 
larger '  measure  of  alteration  than  I  do. 
The  numbers  of  those  who  voted  for  the 
previous  question,  and  of  those  who 
supported  the  original  Motion,  united, 
amount  to  516.  Now,  deducting  from 
this  number  my  right  hon.  friend,  the 
late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  and  those 
who  with  him  deny  the  power  of  Parlia- 
ment, under  any  circumstances,  or  at  any 
time,  to  divert  the  revenues  of  the  Church, 
whether  they  be  wanted  or  not,  from  their 
original  purposes  (whose  number  I  esti* 


mate  at  100),  there  still  remab  416 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
is  to  say,  a  considerable  majority  of  the 
whole  House,  decidedly  in  favour  of  a 
measure  of  this  description.  I  ask  the 
noble  Earl  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  thinks  that  the  danger  which 
threatens  the  Church  in  Ireland  would 
have  been  averted  by  our  showing  no  iur 
clination  to  yield  to  the  expressed  wish  of 
the  House  of  Commons  ?  Would  it  have 
been  better  if,  instead  of  the  Government 
taking  the  matter  into  its  own  hands  and 
issuing  a  Commission,  we  had  allowed  the 
House  of  Commons  against  our  wishes,  to 
address  his  Majesty  praying  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  state  of  the  Irish  Church  ?  I  and 
my  colleagues  must  have  retired  as  soon  as 
the  result  of  the  division  had  been  made 
known ;  and  who,  I  should  like  to  know, 
would  have  answered  the  address  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  Another  Adminis- 
tration would  probably  have  been  formed 
on  principles  more  congenial  to  the  senti- 
ments of  the  noble  Earl,  who  might  have 
advised  his  Majesty  to  give  such  an 
answer  to  the  Address  which  would  per- 
haps have  led  to  consequences  which  I 
cannot  contemplate  without  the  greatest 
apprehension.  Under  the  circumstances 
in  which  we  were  placed,  I  certainly 
concurred  in  advising  his  Majesty  to  do 
what  1  think  will — unless  it  be  made  the 
subject  of  party  violence — be  best  for  the 
interests  of  the  country.  The  noble  Earl 
has  fixed  upon  a  particular  expression  in 
the  speech  of  ray  noble  friend  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and,  with  re- 
ference to  that,  says,  that  we  would  not 
have  issued  the  Commission  without  being 
prepared  to  act  upon  it.  Undoubtedly 
we  would  not ;  but  we  are  not  prepared 
to  do  what  the  noble  Earl  apprehends, 
namely,  to  take  the  revenues  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  and  give  them  to  the 
Catholic  Church.  I  know  that  such  an 
imputation  has  been  cast  upon  us ;  I  am 
aware  that  I  have  been  charged  vrith 
having  such  an  intention  ;  but  I  disclaim 
it  as  most  unjust.  What  I  and  my 
colleagues  propose  to  do  is  simply  this — 
we  are  prepared  to  act  upon  the  Commis- 
sion as  far  as  this — that  when  it  produces 
such  a  body  of  information  as  we  expect, 
we  will  take  it  into  consideration,  and  be 
prepared  to  act  upon  it  honestly  and  con- 
scientiously, with  a  view  to  the  general 
interests  of  the  country.  We  are  accused 
of  precipitancy.    The  noble  Earl  says, 
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{hat  we  have  decided  upon  issuing  the 
Commission  in  the  heat  of  the  moment, 
without  due  deliberation.  In  order  to 
relieve  the  noble  Earl  from  all  anxiety  on 
account  of  the  rash  proceeding;s  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  I  humbly  beg  leave 
to  inform  him  that  this  Commission  is  no 
new  matter,  but  that  several  months  ago— 
my  noble  friend  near  me  informs  me  it  was 
on  the  18th  of  January  last— a  despatch 
(able  as  every  thing  is  which  proceeds 
from  the  noble  Marquess)  was  received 
from  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland,  re* 
commending  that  such  a  commission 
should  be  issued.  If  we  have  any  thing 
to  reproach  ourselves  with,  it  is,  perhaps, 
with  not  having  acted  sooner  on  the  noble 
Marquess's  recommendation.  I  have  now 
announced  the  principles  on  which  the 
Government  is  prepared  to  act,  and  I 
believe,  that  in  acting  upon  them,  we  shall 
not  be  pursuing  a  course  that  will  endan- 
ger the  general  interest  of  society  or  of 
religion.  I  may  be  mistaken — I  may  be 
misguided — I  may  be  wrong ;  but  these 
are  the  principles  upon  which  I  am  pre- 
pared to  act,  conscientiously  believing 
that  by  such  a  course  alone  can  the  affairs 
of  Ireland  be  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
result.  The  noble  Earl  says,  that  we 
Whigs  are  acting  upon  principles  which 
are  not  the  principles  of  Whigs,  as 
described  by  Mr.  Burke;  and  he  also 
alluded  to  an  early  period  of  my  life, 
and  said  that  I  began  my  career  by  assist- 
ing in  the  dissemination  of  Jacobinical 
principles,  and  am  now  about  to  conclude 
it  by  effecting  the  downfall  of  the  Church. 
I  hope  the  noble  Earl's  prophecy  may 
prove  as  false  as  his  facts.  In  early  life 
I  certainly  took  up  with  all  the  fervour  of 
youth  the  great  question  of  Parliamentary 
Reform,  which  in  my  latter  days  I  have 
brought  to  a  successful  termination. 
With  respect  to  Mr.  Burke,  I  can  never 
speak  of  that  illustrious  person  without 
the  greatest  admiration  of  his  talents,  his 
unbounded  knowledge,  his  extraordinary 
attainments,  and  without  a  deep  sense  of 
the  important  services  which  he  rendered 
his  country.  There  is  no  author  from 
whose  pages  I  would  more  willingly  ex- 
tract the  principles  of  Whiggism  than 
from  those  of  Mr.  Burke ;  but  it  unfortu- 
nately happens,  at  the  same  time,  that 
there  is  no  Tory,  let  him  be  ever  so 
violent,  who  cannot  from  other  parts  of 
that  illustrious  man's  writings  adduce 
principles  consistent  with  those  which  he 
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professes,  particularly  with  respect  to  the 
Irish  Church.  The  noble  Earl  says,  that 
having  passed  the  measure  of  Parlia- 
mentary Reform,  we  have  since  been  pro- 
ceeding in  a  mad  career  of  revolution.  It 
has  been  my  anxious  desire  and  endeavour, 
to  do  exactly  the  contrary  of  what  the 
noble  Earl  attributes  to  me.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly true,  that  I  and  every  member 
of  the  late  administration,  except  one,  felt 
the  necessity  of  introducing  the  measure 
of  Parliamentary  Reform.  We  thought  it 
right,  also,  that  it  should  be  extensive, 
in  order  that  we  might  afterwards  take 
our  stand  upon  it ;  and  I  appeal  to  your 
Lordships  and  the  country  whether  I  have 
not  resisted  every  attempt  to  push  the 
principles  of  that  measure  further.  Hav- 
ing, however,  secured  to  the  people  of 
England  their  own  Representation,  by 
means  of  which  they  can  correct  existing 
abuses,  and  prevent  the  introduction  of 
new  ones,  it  was  my  anxious  desire,  that  in 
the  prosecution  of  further  salutary  im- 
provements, the  Government  should  pro- 
ceed in  a  regular  course,  on  moderate  and 
constitutional  improvements,  and  not  be 
urged  by  clamour  from  without  into  ex- 
treme and  dangerous  measures.  This 
course  I  have  endeavoured  to  pursue  in 
spite  of  misrepresentations  from  both  sides. 
I  have  been  attacked  on  one  side  (un- 
justly, I  think  upon  some  occasions)  for 
feebleness  and  indecision ;  and  on  the  other 
for  precipitancy  and  violence.  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  avoid  both  extremes.  I 
have  always  felt  a  deep  anxiety,  which 
may,  perhaps,  have  obstructed  my  course, 
to  avoid  collision  between  this  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  Your  Lord- 
ships are  aware  of  the  feeling  which  pre- 
vails upon  this  subject,  and  I  am  sure  that 
you  will  do  your  duty  fearlessly  and 
honourably,  but  I  beg  to  warn  you  against 
the  consequences  of  a  collision  which, 
whatever  party  might  gain  the  victory— 
and  I  think  that  on  which  side  victory 
would  be,  can  hardly  be  doubted — cannot 
be  attended  by  any  thing  but  consequences 
of  the  most  dangerous  nature.  I  stand, 
my  Lords,  as  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
before  your  Lordships  and  the  country, 
asking  only  for  a  candid  interpretation  of 
my  motives  and  actions,  and  prepared  to 
stand  or  fall  by  them.  I  appeal  to  my 
late  and  present  colleagues  whether  they 
have  found  me  at  any  time  much  attached 
to  office.  The  time  must  come  when, 
from  the  infirmity  of  age,  I  can  no  longer 
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jetain  office,  and  if  I  am  at  this  moment 
in  the  situation  of  Minister  of  the  Grown, 
it  is  only  in  consequence  of  an  imperative 
sense  of  the  duty  which  I  owe  to  his  Ma- 
jesty, to  whom  I  am  bound  by  obligations, 
greater  perhaps  than  ever  before  bound  a 
subject  to  his  sovereign,  carefully  to  guard 
the  peace  and  safety  of  the  country. 
Would  there  not  I  ask,  have  been  incon- 
venience, if  not  danger,  in  breaking  up 
the  Government  at  the  present  period  of 
the  Session ;  thus  interrupting  the  mea- 
sures which  are  in  progress,  and  prev^nt- 
in|;  the  introduction  of  others  which  I 
believe  to  be  absolutely  necessary  ?  These 
are  the  grounds  upon  which  I  have  acted. 
In  the  statement  t  have  made,  I  huv^  had 
no  reservation  ;  I  have  concealed  nothing 
which  an  honest  man  ought  to  state.  1 
leave  my  case  to  the  judgment  of  your 
Lordships,  only  stating  that,  desirous  as  | 
am  to  uphold  the  character  of  this  House, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  its  safety*  honour, 
and  usefulness,  depend  on  its  acting,  not  in 
contradiction  to,  butin  conformity  with, the 
spirit  of  the  ^ge.  When  Napoleon  was  in 
captivity  at  St.  Helena,  he  said  to  his  at- 
tendants, **  I  have  fallen,  not  in  conse- 
quence of  the  combmatioq  which  was 
against  me,  but  because  I  apposed  the 
spirit  of  the  age.  The  Bourbons  will  for 
a  time  act  in  accordance  with  that  spirit, 
but  they  will  soon  fall  back  into  their  old 
habits,  and  then  the  irresistible  power  of 
the  age  wjll  destroy  them  ;  and  this,  too, 
will  be  the  fate  cf  all  the  old  Governments 
of  Europe,  if  they  do  not  adapt  their  policy 
to  the  necessities  of  the  times."  These  were 
sound  principles,  inculcated  by  a  high 
authority  who,  under  the  pressure  of  the 
calamities  which  he  acknowledged  he 
had  brought  upon  himself,  took  a  calm 
and  philoBophical  review  of  the  events  in 
which  he  had  been  a  principle  actor.  I 
trust  that  your  Lordships  will  not  be  led 
away  by  general  declamation  about  the 
destruction  of  thp  Church,  but  that  you 
will  consider  seriously  and  calmly,  whe- 
ther it  is  possible  that  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land can  be  maintained  in  the  state  in 
which  it  stands  at  the  present  moment, 
and  whether  it  is  not  only  the  part  of 
true  wisdom,  but  the  bounden  duty  of 
Parliament,  acting  on  sound  statesman- 
like views  and  principles,  to  adopt  mea- 
sures which  will  prove  salutary  to  the 
Church  itself.  To  the  Motion  submitted  by 
the  noble  Earl  I  have,  as  I  before  said,  no 

pbjectiont  but  if  tli^  nople  E^rl  really  en- 


tertains tbfl  opinions  which  he  has  4ec1tred 

with  respect  to  the  conduct  pf  the  Ad- 
pain  istratioo,  and  the  eftect  that  yiWl  be 
produced  by  issuing  the  Commissioa,  he  is 
bound  not  to  let  the  matter  rest  on  \he 
point  where  he  haf  placed  it.  ]t  is  his 
duty,  for  the  sake  of  the  country,  to  sub- 
mit a  Motion  which  will  have  for  its 
object  to  take  frqm  our  hands  the  adminis* 
tration  of  public  affairs.  Inthatcaae  my 
only  prayer  will  be,  that  the  Government 
may  be  placed  in  hands  that  will  conduct 
it  on  sound  and  safe  principles;  but  | 
tell  your  Lordships  again,  that  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  it  is  conducted  n)ust  be 
in  conformity  with  the  spirit  of  the  s^ge, 
in  order  that  progress  may  be  made  in 
those  further  salutary  ipiprovements  which 
necessarily  grow  out  of  the  great  measure 
of  Reform.  I  can  declare  to  your  L>ord- 
ships  that  I  experience  no  gre^t  satisfac* 
tion  in  occupying  my  present  situa  tion. 
Give  me  leave  to  assure  you,  that  it  acan- 
not  be  very  agreeable  to  me  to  sit  1  ^^re, 
(light  after  night,  to  see  arranged  pn  the 
opposite  \>enches  a  number  of  your  (lOrd- 
ships,  who  t  know,  whenever  called  jnto  ^ 
division,  must  decide  any  qi^estioi^  against 
me.  Nevertheless,  I  have  persevered, 
lender  all  the  difficqlties  and  dii(S|dvantage9 
incident  to  this  state  of  things,  in  the  hope 
that  better  tiipes  wpulid  occur.  The  nobl^ 
Earl  says,  that  he  is  disappointed  in  the 
expectations  vvhich  he  formed  with  respect 
to  the  condi^ct  pf  Government.  I  al^q 
have  been  disappointed  in  another  respect ; 
for,  notwithstanding  the  forbearance,  for 
obsefving  which  during  the  present  Session 
the  noble  Es^rl  takes  so  much  credit  to 
himself,  symptoms  of  a  bitterness  of  spirjt 
which  I  cannot  help  deploring  haye  mani- 
fested then^selves.  In  conclusion  (  vfill 
observe,  that  if  the  noble  Earl  has  good 
reason  for  entertaining  the  opinion  which 
be  has  expressed  respecting  the  cpnduct 
of  Government,  he  cannot  in  .honour 
let  the  matter  rest,  but  he  noust  adopt 
measures  to  efl^ect  our  removal  frpm  office ; 
if  he  will  not  do  this,  let  him  at  leas(  per- 
mit our  measures  to  proceed,  without  en- 
deavouring to  excite  throughout  the  cpui:)- 
try  a  factious  spirit  of  discontent. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  was  conscious  (hat 
he  was  scarcely  entitled  to  arrest  their  at- 
tention with  what  l^e  had  to  submit  tq 
them,  little  interesting  as  huist  be  to  their  . 
Lordships  any  matters  that  could  \}e  consi- 
dered asafTectinghimself  personally;  buf  he 
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thought  it  his  duty  to  pursue.  He  should 
not  have  said  one  word  upon  this  subject 
— and  they  were  a  very  few  words  which  he 
had  to  say—  ifhedid  not  feel,  that  an  indivi- 
dual who  had  taken  on  himself  a  responsi- 
ble situation  under  the  Crown  was  as  much 
bound  to  give  an  account  of,  and  to  justify 
his  abandonment  of  that  situation,  as  he 
was,  after  having  accepted  it,  to  account 
for  and  to  justify  any  act  he  performed  while 
holding  such  office.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  their  Lordships  would  pardon  him 
while  he  stated  the  ground^  on  which  he 
had  acted  on  the  late  unfortunate  occasion 
— unfortunate  he  called  it,  and  so  he  in- 
deed considered  it — not  so  much  as  related 
to  himself — not  as  to  the  way  in  which  it 
might  have  affected  the  composition  of  the 
Government  —  but  unfortunate,  because 
he  ^as  well  aware,  that  the  event  was  one 
i^hich  could  not  be  discussed  either  here, 
or  by  the  public  at  large,  without  incur- 
ring the  risk  of  feelings  being  raised,  which 
might  lead  tp  most  dangerous  results,  and 
which  it  had  been  his  object,  in  every  pos- 
^ble  mode,  as  far  as  related  to  his  Acts 
as  a  member  of  the  Government,  to  re- 
strain. His  noble  friend  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  stated  to  them  the  principles  on 
which  he  had  endeavoured  to  conduct  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  the  head ; 
and  he  had  called  oo  those  who  had  been 
recently  connected  with  him  in  office  to 
bear  testimony  to  the  spirit  with  which  he 
had  endeavoured  to  meet,  and  with  which 
be  had  in  many  instances  surmounted,  the 
increasing  difficulties  with  which  the  Goi 
vernment  had  been  surrounded.  His 
noble  friend  called  on  them  to  bear  wit- 
ness ^ith  respect  to  measures  involving 
changes  in  our  institutions,  that  his  object 
had  been  to  preserve  and  improve,  and 
not  to  overturn  and  destroy.  He  bore 
his  willing  testimony  to  the  exertions  of 
his  noble  friend. '  If,  indeed,  he  bad  ob- 
served indications  of  a  contrary  policy,  he 
hoped  he  was  not  so  unmanly  and  base, 
as  to  have  remained  a  member  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  his  noble  friend,  while  he 
disapproved  of  the  course  he  pursued. 
He  was  sure,  however,  that  his  noble  friend 
would  do  him  the  justice  to  believe,  that 
he  and  his  noble  and  right  hon.  colleagues 
whom  he  had  acted  with  on  this  occasion, 
had  heen  prompted  by  nothing  but  a  sense 
pf  duty — by  a  conscientious  conviction  by 
which  they  felt  themselves  bound  —  to 
V'ilhdraw  from  the  Ad n^inii^l ration.     His 

fM)bti  ffioiui  and  thtir  Lordshipi  wpiild 


believe,  that  they  had  been  actuated  by  no 
feelings  of  a  mere  personal  nature,  by  no 
desire,  God  knew^  to  shrink  from  any  part 
of  the  responsibility  that  devolved  on 
them  as  members  of  the  Government,  but 
by  the  impossibility  they  found  of  being 
able  to  reconcile  it  to  their  sense  of  duty 
and  to  their  consciences,  to  be  a  party 
to  that  measure  which  now  had  been 
adopted  by  the  Government,  and  which 
had  this  evening  been  made  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion.  He  was  well  aware 
that,  in  these  times,  it  was  impossi- 
ble for  an  administration  to  attempt  to 
carry  on  public  affairs,  unless  in  unison 
with  the  spirit  of  the  age.  However 
strange  it  might  appear  to  some  of  his 
former  friends,  he  was  a  zealous  and 
honest  advocate  for  the  great  measure  of 
Parliamentary  Reform.  He  thought  it 
calculated  to  put  an  end  to  a  system  under 
which  the  law  was  constantly  violated, 
and  this  he  held  to  be  an  evil  of  such  a 
nature  that,  unless  it  was  mitigated,  it 
would  destroy  the  respect  that  the  people 
ought  to  bear  towards  those  who  were 
their  Representatives  in  Parliament  On 
this  principle,  then,  he  supported  Parlia- 
mentary Reform  ;  but  he  was  not  disposed 
to  adopt  any  measure  to  stop  public 
clamour,  or  to  avoid  the  pressure  from 
without.  He  yielded  solely,  because  he 
thought  that  the  claims  were  just.  But 
though  he  entertained  those  views  of  th^ 
spirit  with  which  the  Government  must 
administer  the  afFairsof  England  or  Ireland, 
it  was  impossible  for  him  not  to  feel,  that 
there  might  arise  questions  relating  to  the 
great  institutions  of  the  country  on  which 
It  would  unquestionably  not  be  safe  to 
yield.  His  noble  friend  said,  that  it  was 
not  safe  to  rest.  He  knew  that  it  was,  in 
difficult  times,  often  very  difficult  to  rest. 
But  if  they  were  to  act  on  that  principle, 
they  would  rest  oo  nothing ;  they  would 
still  go  on  to  rest  nowhere.  If  this,  then, 
were  the  consequence,  was  he  not  justified 
in  saying,  that  he  would  take  on  himself 
to  try  if  they  could  not  rest  here?  If 
they  did  not  here,  he  knew  not  where  the 
resting  place  would  be.  As  his  noble 
friend  had  correctly  stated,  the  proposi- 
tion to  appoint  a  Commission  arose  out  of 
peculiar  circumstances,  and  was  not  taken 
up  suddenly.  The  question  was  deeply 
considered,. and  certainly  great  objections 
were  felt  by  himself  as  well  as  by  his 
colleapies  to  the  adoption  of  that  measure* 
Ih  had  no  partioular  d^m  to  9Vfti|  hm* 
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self  of  tlie  compliment  that  had  been  paid 
to  himself  and  his  colleagues  in  adverting 
to  their  having  been  described  as  the 
"  drags"  of  the  Government  of  which 
they  were  members ;  but  he  might  remark, 
that  possibly  they  had  been  useful  ''drags/' 
At  all  events,  he  certainly  did  feel  with 
regard  to  the  Commission,  that  if  he  as- 
sented to  it,  the  question  as  to  the  appro- 
priation of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  to 
secular  purposes  was  settled ;  and  when  he 
asked  himself  if  he  could  assent  to  such  a 
proposition  his  answer  was,  no.  He 
thought  that  the  principle  of  inquiry  into 
the  state  of  the  population  of  parishes,  to 
ascertain  the  number  of  resident  Protest- 
ants therein,  as  compared  with  the  number 
of  Catholics,  if  it  meant  anything,  must 
mean  something  that  had  a  direct  tendency 
to  effect  an  alteration  of  the  principle  on 
which  the  Church  Establishment  was 
based.  His  noble  friend  stated ,  that  he  did 
not  contemplate  the  possibility  of  any 
g^eat  change  as  the  result  of  appointing 
the  Commission ;  but  it  was  because  he 
(the  Earl  of  Ripon)  believed,  that  the 
effect  of  the  Commission  must  be  to  alter 
the  footing  on  which  the  Established 
Church  stood,  that  he  could  not  concur 
in  that  preliminary  step.  The  Universality 
of  the  Established  Church  was  its  very 
essence.  Its  great  principle  was  its  dif- 
fusion throughout  the  country ;  and  if  they 
set  up  the  principle  that  any  portion  of 
the  funds  which  were  necessary  to  its 
maintenance  was  to  be  withdrawn  from  it, 
or  that  the  revenue  of  the  Church  in  a 
particular  parish  was  to  be  regulated  by 
the  number  of  the  Protestant  population 
in  that  parish,  then  they  destroyed  the 
principle  on  which  alone  the  Established 
Church  existed.  His  noble  friend  had 
quoted  a  passage  from  the  speech  of  a 
distinguished  Member  of  the  other  House 
(Sir  R.  Peel),  who  had  said,  that  he 
admitted  a  necessity  might  arise  for  ap- 
propriating the  revenues  of  the  Church, 
but  he  would  apply  them  especially  to  the 
purposes  of  the  Church.  If  his  noble 
friend  had  examined  the  speech  further 
than  the  passage  he  had  quoted,  he 
begged  to  ask  him  whether  his  right  hon. 
friend  had  admitted  that  right  to  appro- 
priate the  property  of  the  Church  for  the 
purposes  of  the  State  ?  No ;  that  speech 
contended  most  powerfully,  and  he 
thought  unanswerably,  that  the  distribu- 
tion must  be  limited  to  those  objects  for 
which  the  Church  of  England  was   in- 


tended. From  that  proposition  ha  appre- 
hended there  was  no  man  to  be  found  who 
would  differ.  He  for  one  was  ready  to 
give  it  his  fullest  assent.  But  the  moro^ot 
that  limit  was  passed,  when  they  went 
beyond  that  and  said,  that  where  the  Pro- 
testant population  bore  only  a  given  pro- 
portion to  that  of  the  sects,  the  funds  of 
the  Church  should  be  applied  for  the  be- 
nefit of  those  sects,  or  for  any  other  secular 
purposes,  then,  so  far  from  going  to  tran- 
quillize and  pacify  the  country,  it  would, 
in  his  opinion,  be  directly  holding  out  to 
the  different  parties  an  mvitation  to  ag- 
g^ression  and  mutual  hostility.  Supposing 
the  Protestant  owners  of  a  parish  in  which 
this  inquiry  was  to  be  instituted,  and 
where  the  population  was  Roman  Catholic, 
chose  to  take  the  following  course — lie  did 
not  mean  to  say  it  would  be  proper,  or 
that  they  would  do  so — but  suppose  that, 
desiring  to  maintain  the  blessings  of  their 
religion  upon  their  estates,  they  chose  to 
substitute  for  the  present  population  one 
of  their  own  creed,  what  was  to  prevent 
them  from  doing  so?  The  proceeding 
now  taken  by  his  noble  friends  was  a  di- 
rect invitation  to  the  Protestants  to  do  all 
they  could  to  keep  their  numbers  up, 
while  in  the  same  moment  it  invited  the 
Catholics  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  di- 
minish them.  They  knew  what  agitation 
was  in  Ireland.  And  was  it  possible  to 
conceive  that  under  such  a  system  as  this, 
agitation  would  be  suffered  to  sleep? 
Should  they  not  soon  hear  of  the  increased 
activity  of  the  pike,  the  pistol,  the  torch, 
and  all  the  devilish  machinery  which  the 
demons  of  agitation  in  Ireland  knew  so 
well  how  to  call  into  action  ?  Why,  then, 
he  would  say,  that  if  they  were  to  adopt  a 
policy  calculated  to  lead  to  such  results, 
what  hope  could  there  be  of  tranquillity 
for  Ireland,  or  how  were  they  to  expect 
that  peace  should  be  maintained  ?  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  result  inevitably  to 
be  expected  was  diametrically  the  reverse. 
His  noble  friend,  indeed,  had  said,  that  he 
did  not  contemplate — that  nobody  con- 
templated— that  it  was  a  preposterous  idea 
to  contemplate — the  applying  of  this  sur- 
plus, if  any  should  ever  arise,  which  he 
greatly  doubted,  to  Roman  Catholic  pur- 
poses. Why  then,  he  would  ask,  who 
was  it  to  satisfy?  By  whom  were  Church 
grievances  felt  and  complained  of?  Why, 
by  nobody  but  the  Catholics.  And  if 
they  were  to  gain  nothing  by  the  measure, 
how,  then,  were  they  to  be  expected  to  be 
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satisfied  with  it,  or  to  desist  from  their 
complaints?  Would  there  not  be  still 
mischievous  men  found  to  use  all  these 

Jiretended  concessions,  if  they  were  to 
ave  no  results,  as  a  means  of  inflaming 
and  distracting  the  country  ten  thousand 
times  more  than  ever — until  the  necessary 
and  lamentable  result  would  be,  a  continu- 
ation of  the  Coercioiv  Act,  and  the  Estab- 
lishment of  the  strongest  means  of  Go- 
vernment that  could  be  devised  ?  Why, 
then,  he  would  ask  their  Lordships,  was 
there  any  necessity  for  this  measure  ?  In 
the  first  instance  he  had  a  right  to  have 
the  necessity  shown,  independent  of  all 
other  considerations,  and  he  had  been 
unable  to  gather  from  any  one  what  was 
the  necessity  which  demanded  it.  It  was 
said,  indeed,  that  education  was  required. 
If  that  were  all,  the  means  might  be 
found  of  advancing  the  education  of  the 
Catholics,  or  even  of  supporting  the 
Catholic  clergy  themselves,  without  touch- 
ing for  such  purposes  the  means  of  the 
Established  Church.  Grants  for  educa- 
tion had  been  already  made;  and  why 
conclude  that  Parliament  would  not  be 
ready  to  increase  those  grants,  if  what  had 
been  advanced  proved  to  be  insufficient? 
At  least  it  would  be  better  to  try  before 
going  to  the  Protestant  Church  and  say- 
ing **  You  have  too  much  money,  and  we 
must  have  some  of  it"  He  now  came  to 
another  view  of  the  subject.  He  had  a 
very  strong  objection  to  the  principle  of 
doing  anything  that  would  have  so  direct 
an  effect  against  an  essential  principle  of 
the  Established  Church.  The  objection 
to  which  he  was  now  alluding  was  founded 
on  the  compact  of  the  Union.  That  com- 
pact was  of  a  particular  kind,  and  was  made 
under  peculiar  circumstances.  The  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland  were  a  party  to  it ;  and 
he  should  like  to  know  whether  if  that 
Protestant  party  of  Ireland  had  been  told, 
that  at  the  expiration  of  a  given  number  of 

fears,  at  no  great  distance  of  time,  the 
Vlis^ment  would  sanction  principles  that 
would  place  the  Church  of  Ireland  in  a 
position  of  less  security,  they  would 
nave  passed  that  Union  ?  Would  they  not 
.ha,ve  been  mad  to  do  so,  knowing  as  they 
would  have  known,  that  they  would 
thereby  doom  themselves  to  inevitable  de- 
struction ?  In  all  the  discussions  on  the 
subject  of  the  Roman  Catholic  question 
•^ia  all  the  discussions  on  all  the  Bills 
introduced  by  Mr.  Grattan,  Mr.  Plunkett, 

Su  FntUQis  Burdett|  wi  others,  down 


even  to  that  introduced  by  the  noble  Duke 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Established  Church  invio- 
late, was  laid  down  as  a  principal  basis 
on  which  was  to  be  granted  the  great  act 
of  justice  and  concession.  He  would,  then, 
ask  their  Lordships  would  they,  after  hav- 
ing granted  that  measure,  which  he  be- 
lieved to  have  been  founded  injustice,  say 
to  those  who  opposed  it.     "  After  having 
let  in  upon  you  the  danger  you  feared,  we 
will  now  take  from  you  the  protection 
which  we  promised  ?  ''    He  for  one  would 
never  consent  to  be  a  party  to  such  a 
course.     It  was  a  measure  the  justifica- 
tion of  which  he  could  never  conceive  to 
be  possible ;  but,  at  all  events,  until  he 
was  shown  some  strong  and  insurmount- 
able necessity  for  its  adoption,  he  should 
humbly,  but  firmly  and  resolutely,  with- 
hold from  it  his  consent.     He  was  aware, 
that  it  was  of  little  consequence  whether 
he  consented  to  it  or  not,  and  his  opposi- 
tion might  be  a  matter  of  indifference  to 
his  noble  friend  with  whom  he  had  ceased 
to  act.     God  forbid,  that  he  should  use 
any  arts  in  that  House  or  elsewhere  to  ex- 
asperate public  feeling  upon  the  question, 
but  he  believed,  that  such  a  feeling  had 
sprung  up  and  was  hourly  increasing  as 
could  not  be  resisted.     Having  continued 
to  act  under  his  noble  friend  since  his  ac- 
cession to  office,  though  not  joined  with 
him  in  his  earlier  political  life,  he  thought 
it  unnecessary  for  him  to  say,  that  he 
should  never  forget  the  many  acts  of  kind- 
ness and  the  countenance  he  had  often 
received  at  his  hands,  and  that  he  should 
never  speak  of  him  without  reverence  for 
his  personal  character.     With  these  feel- 
ings, nothing   but  the  deepest  sense  of 
what  his  duty,  his  honour,  and  his  con- 
science required,  could  have  induced  him 
to  take  the  course  he  had  done.    But  he 
must  now  say  that,  having  taken  it,  and 
having  had  time  to  reflect  upon  it,  he  did 
not  repent  of  it. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  rose  solely  to 
correct  an  erroneous  impression  which 
might  be  left  on  the  minds  of  their  Lord- 
ships, and  go  forth  to  the  country,  from 
the  reference  which  had  been  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  to  a  speech  of  a 
right  hon.  friend  of  his  in  the  other  House. 
It  appeared  that,  although  the  noble  Earl 
had  so  warmly  censured  the  irregularity 
of  allusions  to  what  passed  in  other 
places,  he  had  himself  come  down  to  the 
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thing*  When  next  the  noble  Earl  in- 
tended 80  far  to  depart  from  his  own  rules 
as  to  refer  to  the  speeches  made  in  the  ; 
other  House,  he  begged  to  recommend 
the  noble  Earl  to  make  himself  acquaint- 
ed with  the  context,  and  not  to  quote  iso- 
lated passages,  which  formed  only  a  part 
of  the  speaker's  proposition,  and  which, 
taken  alone,  were  susceptible  of  a  con- 
trary meaning  to  that  which  they  really 
bore  and  conveyed  in  the  speech.  He 
would  undertake  to  show  their  Lordships 
not  only,  that  the  noble  Earl  had  repre- 
sented the  meaning  of  the  speech  in- 
correctly, but  that  the  construction  he  had 
put  upon  it  was  directly  the  reverse  of 
what  it  really  meant.  The  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  arose  in  this 
manner :  the  noble  I^rd  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  been  contending  for 
the  right  of  Parliament  to  appropriate  this 
surplus  to  the  purposes  of  moral  and  re- 
ligious instruction.  In  reference  to  this 
Sir  Robert  Peel  said  :-•  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  he  thought  that,  if  it  should 
be  found  that  there  was  a  surplus,  Par- 
liament should  then  direct  that  it  be  de- 
voted to  the  moral  and  religious  instruc- 
tion of  the  people  of  Ireland.  Let  ihe 
noble  Lord  explain  what  he  meant  by 
that  observation.  The  time  had  come 
when  it  was  necessary  to  have  an  ex- 
planation on  the  subject.  Did  the  noble 
Lord  mean  .by  religious  instruction — 
and  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  asked  the  ques- 
tion distinctly  and  unequivocally —  to 
claim  to  himself  the  right  out  of  the  pos- 
sessions of  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland  to  make  grants  for  the  dissemin- 
ation of  the  tenets  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Church  ?  If  by  moral  and  religious 
instruction  he  (Lord  Althorp)  meant 
moral  and  religious  instruction  based  on 
the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England, 
he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  did  not  know  thut 
he  should  object  to  such  a  proposition, 
as  in  point  of  fact  it  would  be  merely 
the  extension  of  religious  instruction  in 
connection  with  the  Establishment.  He 
repeated  that  he  did  not  know  that  he 
should  object  to  a  proposition  having 
this  object  in  view.  His  anxious  wish 
was,  to  extend  the  blessings  of  religious 
instruction  in  conformity  with  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  ;  but  if  the  noble 
Lord  intended  to  claim  the  right  of  es- 
tablishing the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
in  Ireland,  and  to  provide  for  its  main- 
tenance out  of  the  funds  of  the  Protest- 


*  ant  Established  Church,  he  (Sir  Robert 

*  Peel)  would  at  once  state,  that  he  never 
'  could  be  induced  to  assent  to  such  a 
'  proposition.'*  Now,  if  the  noble  Earl 
had  looked  to  the  whole  of  the  speech,  he 
could  not  have  failed  to  see,  that  the  whole 
argument  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  founded 
upon  the  principle  that,  whatever  it  might 
be  deemed  expedient  to  do  with  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  the  appli- 
cation to  the  purposes  of  the  Church  ran 
through  its  whole  tenour  and  formed  its 
main  conclusion.  Having  heard  the  mis- 
representation which  the  noble  Earl  had 
put  upon  the  language  of  his  right  hon. 
friend,  he  was  sure  the  noble  Earl  would 
himself  thank  him  for  the  correction  ;  but, 
most  of  all,  he  had  felt  it  due  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  to  make  this  statement 
clearly  and  explicitly,  in  order  that  no 
misapprehension  should  go  abroad. 

Earl  Grey  contended,  that  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  admitted  the 
principle  of  the  right  of  appropriation  iii 
the  Legislature,  if  limited  to  the  purposes 
of  the  Church.  And  from  that  he  had 
a  right  to  infer,  that  the  appropriation  to 
the  purposes  of  education  would  not  be 
objected  to  so  long  as  the  education  was 
regulated  by  the  principles  of  the  Protest- 
ant Church. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  wished  to  say,  tliat, 
if  there  were  any  of  their  Lordships,  or 
any  portion  of  his  countrymen,  who  re- 
garded his  opinion  as  an  old  lawyer,  he 
did  there,  in  his  place,  solemnly  deny 
that  the  State  had  any  right  to  appropri- 
ate the  property  of  the  Church  at  all.  If 
there  were  any  who  would  value  his  opin- 
ion when  he  was  gone  from  amongst  them, 
he  now  left  it  behind  him  as  his  solemn 
and  deliberate  declaration,  that  no  lawyer 
on  earth  could  prove,  that  according  to  any 
known  principle  of  law  the  surplus  in  ques- 
tion could  be  appropriated  to  any  other 
than  Church  purposes. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  felt  it  his  duty 
to  address  a  few  observations  to  their 
Lordships,  though  he  had  little  to  add  to 
what  had  fallen  from  his  late  colleagues, 
who  had  felt  it  their  duty  to  take  the  same 
course  with  himself,  and  especially  to  what 
had  fallen  from  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  with  whom 
he  entirely  agreed  in  every  sentiment  and 
reason  which  he  had  advanced.  He 
thought,  that  as  a  public  man  he  was  not 
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at  liberty  to  relieve  liimself  frum  the  re-> 
sponsibility  of  oflficfe  iVilhout  explaining 
his  reaaoQs  fully  to  the  public  why  be  had 
separitted^  though  with  feelings  of  the 
deepest  regret;  fVom  colleagues  with  whom 
be  had  cordially  agreed  in  all  those  great 
and  liberal  measures  which  fortunately,  as 
he  belietedi  for  the  country,  they  had 
cartied  into  effect.  But  althodgh  he  had 
acted  with  them  upon  all  other  points 
with  the  most  cordial  concurrence,  he  ap- 
pealed to  them  whether  he  had  ever  dis- 
guised his  repugnance  to  any  abandon- 
ment of  those  principles  which  hk  thought 
were  involved  in  the  appointment  of  tlii^ 
Commission.  The  present  was  not  the 
first  time  he  had  expressed  his  opinion  on 
the  subject.  On  the  different  debates 
upon  the  Cathblic  question  he  had  fully 
and  freely  expressed  his  opinion.  He 
had  expressbd  apprehensions  of  the  ulti- 
mate views  and  probable  effects  of  agita- 
tion in  Irelarid.  He  exflressed  his  appre- 
hension that  the  establish nicdt  of  a 
Catholic  in  the  rootp  of  a  Prdtestant 
Church  Was  contemplated  by  those  who 
were  urging  changes  which  he  thought 
dangerous  to  the  well-being  of  the  State. 
He  confessed  these  apprehensions  were 
not  yet  wholly  removed — even  notwith- 
standing the  confidence  which  he  reposed 
in  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Qo- 
vemment;  and  he  believed,  that  no  man 
coaid  be  more  anxious  than  was  that 
noble  Lord  for  the  protection  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  Establishment.  But  he 
differed,  differed  completely^  from  that 
noble  Earl  in  supposing,  that  the  surplus 
revenue  of  the  Church  could  be  devoted 
to  secular  purposes.  It  was  wrong  in 
principle  to  suppose  so ;  and  as  it  was 
wrong  in  principle,  so  he  believed,  if 
carried  into  practice,  it  would  be  found 
most  detrimental  in  its  effects.  When  he 
considered  the  state  of  agitation  in  Ire- 
land, what  it  had  already  effected^  and 
the  objects  at  which  it  aimed,  he  feared 
much,  that  if  the  principle  of  appropria- 
tion were  recognised,  it  would  be  found 
to  lead  to  no  other  result  than  a  Catholic 
Church  establishment.  In  considering 
the  state  of  the  Ciitholic  religion  in  Ire- 
land, many  diflficuUies  presented  them- 
selves, and  he  confessed,  that  he  was  one 
of  those  who  believed,  that  in  the  pay- 
ment of  the.  Catholic  Church  was  to  be 
found  part  of  the  i^medy  for  those  evils. 
He  was  well  aware,  that  in  so  saying  he 
WM  opposed  to  the  opinions  of  noble 


Lords  opposite,  but  he  might  at  least  claim 
credit  for  the  utmost  sincerity  tnA  purity 
of  motive  in  entertaining  the  opinion  to 
which  he  had  just  given  expression.  He 
feared  if  the  Hohse  sanctioned  the  prin- 
ciple which  appeared  to  be  recbgnised  in 
the  issuing  of  the  Commission,  they  would 
establish  a  pi'ecedent  pregnant  with  the 
most  fatal  consequences.  If  at  any  time 
of  popular  exciteinent  or  national  distress 
it  was  urged  upon  the  Government,  that 
the  public  taxes  ought  to  be  reduced, 
what  was  it  likely  would  take  place  in  the 
House  of  Common!  ?  Would  it  not  be 
urged  that  the  principle  established  by 
the  precedent  ptoposed  by  the  Commis- 
sion ought  to  be  acted  upon,  and  that  the 
Government  onght  to  draw  upon  the  re- 
venues of  the  Church  to  meet  the  real  or 
pretended  exigences  of  the  State  ?  The 
t'ecognition  of  the  principle  of  a  different 
appropriation  would  be,  in  his  mind,  but 
setting  a  premium  upon  agitation.  He 
did  not  mean  to  deny,  that  there  were 
abuses  in  the  Church,  and  that  these 
abuses  ought  to  be  corrected ;  but  in 
making  that  admission  he  should  at  the 
same  time  protest  against  alienating  the 
t>roperty  of  the  Church.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection to  inquiry,  if  the  object  of  the  in- 
quiry were  to  correct — not  to  destroy  ;  if 
it  were  to  extend  the  influence  and  the 
usefulness  of  the  Protestant  Church  in 
England  and  Ireland.  Having  said  thus 
tnuch  upon  the  general  question,  their 
Lordships  would  permit  him  to  observe, 
that  he  only  came  to  the  determination  of 
quitting  office  from  a  sense  of  duty.  By 
no  feeling  of  a  personal  nature  had  he 
been  induced  to  quit  the  immediate  ser- 
vice of  a  sovereign  from  whom  he  had  re- 
ceived every  mark  of  kindness,  or  to  cease 
acting  in  immediate  concert  with  col- 
leagues, in  co-operating  with  whom  he 
had  always  felt  the  greatest  satisfaction. 
Nor  yet  could  it  be  thoijght,  that  in  re- 
signing, his  object  Was  the  attainment  of 
a  popularity,  much  more  likely  to  be  com- 
passed by  remaining  in,  than  by  re- 
tiring from  office.  He  trusted  that  his 
noble  friend  would  not  sacrifice  those 
large  claims  which  he  at  present  possessed 
upon  his  good  opinion ;  and  however 
obliged  to  differ  upon  a  question  of  great 
public  importance,  that  difference  would 
not,  he  trusted,  interrupt  the  progress  of 
private  friendship. 

The  Archbishop  of    Canterbury  said, 
that  in  prt^portion  to  the  satisfaction  and 
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confidence  with  which  he  had  often  heard 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  express  his  attachment  to  the  Church 
upon  other  occasions,  was  the  reg^t  and 
surprise  he  had  felt  at  what  he  had  heard 
fall  from  him  that  evening.  He  had  al- 
ways felt  a  confidence  in  the  noble  Earl, 
which  led  him  to  conclude  that,  whatever 
he  might  say,  he  would  never  forfeit  his 
word.  The  feelings  under  which  he  now 
laboured  he  could  only  attribute  to  some 
mistake  or  misunderstanding,  which  they 
knew  might  always  take  place  in  explana- 
tions of  this  nature.  He  had  still  no  doubt 
that  it  was  the  intention  and  wish  of  the 
noble  Earl  to  save  as  much  as  he  could  of 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland ;  but  he 
totally  disagreed  with  the  noble  Earl  as  to 
the  measures  by  which  he  now  proposed  to 
accomplish  that  object.  In  respect  to 
the  assertion  of  the  principle  of  appro- 
priation of  Church  property  to  the  pur* 
poses  of  the  State,  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  thought  proper  to  combine  with  the 
appointment  of  this  Commission,  he  could 
see  in  it  nothing  less  than  the  utter  sub- 
version of  the  Irish  Protestant  Church. 
What  other  hope  the  noble  Earl  could 
build  upon  it  he  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive. 
To  be  sure  on  every  occasion  when  former 
concessions  had  been  made  they  had 
heard  that  the  way  to  strengthen  the 
Church  was  to  give  up  so  much  as  would 
make  the  people  satisfied ;  that  was,  that 
they  should  satisfy  the  enemies  of  the 
Church,  who  wished  for  nothing  short  of 
her  destruction.  But  surely  the  time  was 
come  when  the  House  and  the  country 
should  begin  to  reflect,  that  every  one  of 
these  prophecies  of  the  good  that  was  to 
arise  from  conciliation  had  been  entirely 
falsified  by  the  result.  These  measures 
had  gone  on  until  that  of  last  year  was 
introduced,  under  an  understanding,  which 
he  had  certainly  taken  in  the  clearest 
sense,  that  it  should  be  a  final  one. 
But  now  it  ap^ared  that,  after  the 
clergy  had  been  exposed  to  every  danger — 
after  they  had  lost  their  revenues — ^after 
they  had  suffered  the  extreme  priva- 
tions of  indigence, — they  were  now  again 
to  submit  to  the  examination  of  this  Com- 
mission; and  if  any  surplus  remained, 
their  revenues  were  to  be  appropriated 
to  other  purposes.  The  noble  Earl  had 
made  a  distinction  between  the  two 
Churches  in  favour  of  the  Church  in 
England,  and  had  said,  that  such  a  mea- 

•ure  could  not  be  appUeil  (q  tbe  latter. 


He  admitted,  that  the  utoatioa  and  the 
circumstances  of  the  two  Churches  were 
different ;  he  admitted  there  could  be  no 
question  that  the  circumstances  of  the 
two  countries  were  so  different  as  to 
admit  of  a  different  regulation  of  the  two 
Churches.  That  he  admitted,  and  he 
thought  it  a  proposition  which  none 
would  be  found  to  deny.  But  it  did 
not  follow,  that  one  was  to  be  destroyed, 
and  the  other  preserved,  or  that  any 
material  difference  could  be  made  in  the 
principles  upon  which  they  were  to  be 
upheld.  What,  he  would  ask,  was  the 
object  of  uniting  the  Churches  at  the 
Union,  but  that  of  making  each  an 
integral  part  of  one  whole?  When  all 
the  Bills  relating  to  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land which  had  ever  passed  were  brought 
in,  the  maintenance  of  this  indissoluble 
Union  was  always  an  avowed  object.  He 
therefore,  could  not  see  violence  done 
to  the  Church  in  Ireland,  without  feeling 
that  the  Church  in  England  was  affected 
by  it.  He  should,  therefore,  deem  it  to 
be  his  duty,  as  far  as  his  endeavours 
could  go,  to  oppose  such  a  measure,  and 
to  make  his  strongest  protestations  against 
it,  whether  the  measure  was  likely  here- 
after to  be  applied  to  the  English  Church 
or  not.  He  believed,  that  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  in  Ireland  had  done  their 
duty,  and  he  felt  it  to  be  a  solemn  duty 
he  owed  to  that  portion  of  the  Church  to 
resist  its  oppression ;  and  whatever  might 
happen  to  him,  he  never  would  be  a 
silent  spectator  of  its  ruin.  But  he  could 
not  suppose,  that  the  career  of  subversion, 
when  once  entered  upon,  was  to  stop 
there.  It  must  go  on.  He  thought,  that 
the  principles  upon  which  the  noble  Earl 
meant  to  act  with  respect  to  the  Church, 
had  been  avowed  in  this  measure  and  in 
his  speech  of  that  night ;  and  it  was  clear 
to  him  that  when  the  Church  in  Ireland 
had  fallen  a  victim  to  those  principles, 
the  Church  in  England  must  inevitably 
be  sacrificed. 

The  Earl  of  Winchihea  observed,  that 
there  could  be  no  doubt,  that  the  readiness 
of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  give  way  to 
what  was  called  *'  the  spirit  of  the  age,'' 
without  reference  to  principle,  showed 
them  to  be  men  who  did  not  know  what 
principle  meant ;  and  it  was  plainly  on 
that  account  that  the  two  noble  Ix>rds 
opposite  had  quitted  them.  The  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
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now  give  way  to  clamour  from  without, 
and,  having  once  made  that  admission^ 
he  must  go  forward  in  the  course  he  had 
begun.  It  was  in  vain  to  say,  that  the 
Commission  was  not  founded  upon  the 

Erincipies  declared  by  the  individual  who 
rought  forward  the  recent  motion  in 
another  place.  In  the  debate  upon  that 
Motion  it  was  stated  by  certain  members 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  that  if  the 
mover  really  wanted  to  forward  his  object, 
there  could  be  nothing  better  calculated 
for  it  than  the  Commission  they  had 
issued.  What,  then,  was  that  object  ?  It 
was  to  takeinto  consideration  what  propor- 
tion of  its  property  would  be  sufficient  to 
maintain  a  clergy  equal  to  the  numbers 
of  the  Protestants  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  rest  should  be  at  the  disposal  of  the 
country  for  secular  purposes.  Grant  that 
principle,  and  where  could  they  stand 
until  the  whole  fabric  of  the  Church  was 
surrendered  to  the  Roman  Catholics? 
He  had  accused  the  noble  Earl  before, 
and  he  was  now  convinced,  that  he  had 
done  so  justly,  with  intending  to  make 
Ireland  a  Roman  Catholic  country.  He 
had  said,  when  the  Act  6f  last  year  was 
proposed,  that  it  would  lead  to  the  per- 
secution of  the  Protestant  clergy.  It 
had  produced  a  persecution  which  had 
already  been  sealed  with  the  blood  of 
Protestant  clergymen,  and  which  had 
driven  thousancb  and  tens  of  thousands 
of  Protestants  from  their  native  soil. 
Were  these  the  measures  which  the 
Church  had  a  right  to  expect  at  the 
hands  of  Ministers?  As  a  Christian 
Legislature,  they  were  bound  to  take  a  far 
di&rent  course;  and  if  they  had  long 
ago,  acting  as  became  a  Christian  Legis- 
lature, donejustice  to  Ireland,  and  given 
her  that  foundation  without  which  no 
religion  could  exist  (he  meant  a  religious 
education  in  the  principles  of  Protestant- 
ism,) that  country  would  before  this  have 
been  a  Protestant  country.  He  hoped 
the  time  was  come  when  a  temporising 
policy  would  be  pursued  no  longer.  He 
appealed  to  their  Lordships,  and  called 
upon  them  never  again  to  sacrifice  the 
principles  which  they  held  dear,  to  meet 
any  views  of  expediency,  or  to  bow  to 
any  btimidation,  but,  proudly  and  justly 
relying  on  their  consciousness  of  doing 
what  ¥ras  right,  prove  themselves  worthy 
of  their  situation,  and  of  that  respect 
which  their  countrymen  would  not  fail, 

Nonet  QX  toteri  to  bieitow  upoa  their  con* 


duct.  No  man  could  now  shut  his  eyes 
to  the  danger  which  surrounded  them, 
for  the  noble  Earl  had  appealed  to  the 
worst  passions,  and  encouraged  the  worst 
desires  of  their  enemies.  Were  they, 
then,  to  stand  unmoved,  and  see  that 
Church  destroyed  which  had  been  the 
foundation  of  all  the  blessings  which 
flowed  from  the  hand  of  Almighty  God, 
and  which  had  made  us  a  nation  of  the 
happiest  and  the  greatest  people  that  ever 
existed  on  the  earth  ?  They  were  all 
now  called  upon  to  answer  that  appeal ; 
and  he  declared  solemnly,  before,  that 
power,  in  whose  presence  he  now  stood, 
that  he  would  not  be  a  passive  observer 
of  the  destruction  of  that  religion,  and 
that  he  was  prepared  to  surrender  in 
its  defence  all  the  ties  that  held  him  to 
earth.  Such  he  prayed  and  trusted 
would  be  the  feeling  of  his  countrymen ; 
and  he  believed  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
now  find  a  spirit  rising  up  in  the  country, 
which  would  carry  all  before  it,  and 
render  his  designs  utterly  impracticable. 
The  noble  Earl  had  asked  why  his  oppo- 
nents did  not  bring  forward  a  motion, 
or  take  some  distinct  measures  for  turning 
him  and  his  colleagues  out  of  their 
offices.  The  noble  Earl  would  perhaps 
have  that  desire  gratified  before  long. 
The  feeling  of  the  country  could  not 
long  be  resisted,  now  it  was  known  that 
the  Sovereign  was  pressed  to  the  violation 
of  his  sacred  oath  and  of  his  conscientious 
sense  of  what  was  right.  That  oath 
bound  the  Sovereign  to  maintain  the 
Church  in  all  iu  rights ;  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that,  now  Ministers  had 
spoken  out  as  to  what  their  intentions 
were,  the  feelings  of  the  Sovereign  would 
find  universal  sympathy  in  the  breasts  of 
a  people  who  equally  felt  the  blessings 
and  the  obligations  which  their  religion 
conferred.  He  felt  confident,  that  a  flame 
was  now  breaking  out  in  the  country, 
and  he  at  least  would  do  all  he  could  to 
fan  and  feed  it.  By  agiution  they  had 
lost  much — by  agitation  he  would  now 
endeavour  to  save  what  remained.  He 
would  again  do  all  in  his  power  to  call 
forth,  as  he  did  upon  a  former  occasion, 
that  spirit  of  Protestantism  in  the  county 
to  which  he  belonged,  which  he  knew 
would  never  be  extinguished,  and  he 
would  do  the  same  throughout  England 
as  far  as  lay  in  his  power.  He  would 
call,  too,  upon  the  Protestants  of  Ireland, 
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at  stake.  He  would  ask  them  to  reflect 
why  it  was,  that  the  two  parts  of  Ireland 
were  so  different — ^why  it  was,  that  in  one 
portion  of  the  country  they  had  peace 
and  content,  and  in  another  raging  crime 
and  misery.  Why,  but  that  in  the  one 
they  had  the  blessing  of  the  true  religion, 
and  in  the  other  the  dominion  of  a  priest- 
hood ?  He  called  upon  the  wealthy 
Protestants  of  Ireland  to  face  the  danger, 
and  not  to  leave  their  poorer  brethren 
unprotected  who  were  unable  to  quit  the 
country.  He  called  upon  them,  by  all 
they  owed  to  their  country  and  their  God, 
to  stand  upon  the  defence  of  their  dearest 
rights,  and  resist  to  the  uttermost  the 
measures  wnich  the  Government  had 
announced.  He  most  cordially  supported 
the  noble  Earl  in  the  Motion  he  had  now 
made,  and  he  would  support  every  mea- 
sure tending  to  awaken  the  feelings  of 
the  country  upon  this  all-important  topic. 
The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  saying^,  that 
the  noble  Duke  and  his  noble  and  right 
hon.  colleagues  who  had  retired  from 
office  had  not  only  acted  with  great  moral 
courage,  but  deserved  well  of  their 
counti'V  for  the  bold  and  manly  course 
they  had  taken.  Instead  of  having 
rendered  themselves  unpopular  by  their 
honest  and  independent  conduct,  they 
had  placed  themselves  on  a  proud  emi- 
nence ;  and  they  might  depend  upon  it, 
that  they  would  not  only  receive  the 
cordial  support  of  the  great  body  of 
Protestants,  but  that  every  man  of  worth 
and  influence  in  the  country  would  rally 
round  them. 

The  Bishop  of  London  said,  their  Lord- 
ships would  recollect  a  measure  was  pro- 
posed in  the  last  Session  affecting  deeply 
the  interests  of  the  Irish  Church.  To 
that  measure  he  had  strong  objections, 
yet  he  consented  to  its  being  carried, 
notwithstanding  those  objections,  because, 
after  inquiry,  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
only  chance  the  Church  of  Ireland  had 
of  being  preserved.  At  that  time  it  was 
represented,  that  the  Irish  Church  was 
in  the  utmost  danger.  The  alarm  respect- 
ing it  was  very  great ;  but  still  he  would 
not  have  consented  to  the  measure  of  last 
Session,  even  if  the  very  existence  of  the 
Irish  Church  was  in  actual  jeopardy,  had 
he  not  been  assured  by  noble  Lords  con- 
nected with  his  Majesty's  Government — 
had  he  not  had  reason  to  believe,  from 
what  they  had  stated  to  him— that  that 
waa  iotended  to  be  a  final  measure,    He 


felt  bound  to  avail  himself  of  that  oppor- 
tunity to  protest  against  the  doctrine 
which  had  been  broached^  that  Church 
property  might  be  alienated  to  obj^cis 
foreign  to  ecclesiastical  purposes ;  and  he 
also  felt  bound  to  state,  that  it  was 
repeatedly  declared  that  the  measute  to 
which  he*  alluded  wan  required  to  settle 
all  further  agitation  of  that  question. 
This  declaration  was  made  in  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  in  the  most  emphatic  and 
forcible  manner,  by  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment; and  had  no  such  assurance 
been  given,  nothing  could  have  induced 
him  to  give  the  measure  his  support. 
The  machinery  of  that  Bill  had  scarcely 
as  yet  been  called  into  operation  ;  and 
was  it  not  monstrous  that  before  the 
experiment  had  been  tried — before  the 
Church  could  feel  its  advantage — before 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  an  oppprtunity 
of  seeing  whether  it  worked  well  or  Jll| 
the  whole  measure  was  to  be  virtually 
upset  by  the  appointment  of  a  Commis- 
sion that  could  not  be  supposed  to 
entertain  feelings  very  favourable  to  the 
subject  respecting  which  inquiry  was  to 
be  made.  Before  any  fresh  step  was 
taken,  surely  a  reasonable  time  ought  to 
be  allowed  for  trying  the  experiment  of 
the  measure  of  last  Session.  If  this 
Commission  were  sent  forth,  it  was  im- 
possible that  any  such  experiment  could 
DC  made,  and,  for  the  reason  that  the 
Inquiry  to  be  prosecuted  by  the  Commis* 
sioners  would  disturb  and  agitate  every 
parish  in  Ireland.  With  respect  to  the 
object  for  which  this  Commission  was 
to  be  appointed,  he  was  prepared  to  assert, 
that  abundant  information  respecting  the 
Church  and  its  revenues  would  be  found 
in  the  Reports  of  the  various  Commis* 
sioners  that  had  sat  upon  the  subject. 
No  new  information  could  be  gained  by 
the  proposed  inquiry,  and  he  could  not  see 
any  object  for  appointing  another  Com- 
mission, unless,  indeed,  it  was  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  paving  the  way  for  a 
proposition  against  whicn  he  must  protest 
m  the  outset,  namely,  a  proposition  for 
alienating  Church  property  to  secular 
purposes.  He  would  not  say,  that  the 
Church  of  Ireland  did  not  possess  a  larger 
revenue  than  its  wants  required ;  but  he 
did  think,  that  the  course  now  pur- 
sded  was  eminently  calculated  to  hold 
out  an  inducement  to  influential  persons 
of  another  persuasion  in  Ireland  to  use 
every  endeavour  in  their  power  to  diminish 
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the  revenues  of  the  Established  Church, 
in  ttie  hope  that  the  surplus  would  be 
irajisferred  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
Koman  Catholic  religion.  Siich  a  prin- 
ciple of  alienation,  however,  was  not  jus- 
tified by  the  principles  of  the  Constitu- 
tion ;  and,  if  ever  an  attempt  was  made 
to  carry  that  principle  into  effect,  he,  for 
one,  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  give  it 
every  species  of  resistance  in  his  power. 
He  could  not  have  been  satisfied  in  his 
conscience  if  he  had  omitted  to  make  this 
declaration  ;  and  he  must  say,  that  he 
had  experienced  the  utmost  disappoint- 
ment at  the  course  which  the  Gfovernment 
had  taken  ;  and  the  more  so,  because  he 
had  consented  to  the  passing  of  the  mea- 
sure of  last  Session,  in  consequence  of 
the  confidence  which  the  assurances  lie 
had  received,  that  it  was  to  be  a  final 
measure,  inspired. 

The  Earl  of  Harewood  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  couid  collect  from  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  the  only  declara- 
tion he  understood  him  to  make  was, 
that  no  part  of  the  surplus  revenue  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  should  go  to  the  Roman 
Catholics.  He  so  understood  the  noble 
Earl.  Well,  then,  their  Lordships  were 
to  understand,  at  least  he  understood  it 
so,  that  no  part  of  the  funds  belonging  to 
the  Established  Church  were  to  go  to  the 
Roman  Catholicd;  but,  beyond  this,  they 
were  furnished  with  no  intimation  what- 
ever how  those  funds  were  intended  to  be 
applied.  Excepting  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  were  to  have  no  part  of  it,  that 
House  and  the  country  were  left  in  the 
dark  as  to  the  destination  of  the  surplus 
fund.  It  should  not  be  forgotten,  how- 
ever, that  if  the  principle  upon  which  this 
Commission  were  established  could  be 
applied  successfully  to  Ireland,  the  doors 
for  its  introduction  into  England  would 
be  opened.  It  was  true,  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  bore  no  comparison 
in  point  of  numbers  to  the  Protestants  of 
this  country ;  but  still,  if  the  door  was 
once  opened  for  the  admission  of  this 
principle  into  England,  there  would  be  no 
means  of  resisting  it.  Now,  he  had  been 
told^  this  Commission  was  a  mighty  good 
ttiing — that  it  was  an  act  which  had  been 
long  contemplated  and  maturely  consi- 
dered ;  but  the  noble  Lords  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  would  excuse  him  for 
declaring,  that  he  did  not  believe  one 

word  of  the  statement  made  by  the  noble 


Earl.  He  would  give  his  reason  for 
making  this  assertion.  The  noble  Earl 
said,  that  the  appointment  of  such  a 
Commission  had  been  recommended  by 
the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
Irish  Government,  the  Lord-lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  so  far  back  as  January  last; 
but  when  did  the  proposition  come  for- 
ward ?  Why,  not  until  the  night  of  Mr. 
Ward's  Motion.  That  being  the  case, 
were  there  not  strong  grounds  for  sus- 
pecting that  so  crude  and  immatured  a 
plan  was  the  result  of  the  emergency,  and 
that  it  was  put  forward  to  answer  a  tem- 
porary purpose  which  could  not  other- 
wise be  met?  It  was  painful  to  him,  as 
an  individual,  to  sit  in  that  House  daily, 
and  see  the  petitions  of  the  people  disre- 
garded. Innumerablepetitions were  daily 
placed  upon  their  Lordships'  Table,  pray- 
ing, that  protection  might  be  extended  to 
the  Church;  and  such  a  circumstance 
clearly  proved  to  his  mind,  that  the  Pro- 
testants of  England  more  than  suspected 
the  honesty  of  the  intentions  of  those  by 
whom  the  country  was  governed  towards 
that  Church.  He  had  himself  heard 
noble  Lords  in  that  House  make  speeches 
in  defence  of  the  Church.  He  had  heard 
them  declare,  that  they  would  stand  by 
the  Church — that  they  would  resist  any 
attempt  that  might  be  made  to  separate 
Church  and  State ;  but  he  would  ask 
their  Lordships,  whether  any  confidence 
could  be  placed  in  such  declarations,  or 
if  those  who  gave  them  utterance  could 
have  done  so  in  the  sincerity  of  truth  ? 
They  must  all  recollect,  that,  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  present  Session,  the  King,  in 
the  Speech  he  made  from  the  Throne, 
expressly  declared,  that  the  union  between 
Church  and  State  should  be  preserved 
inviolate,  and  that  the  Protestant  religion 
should  be  upheld.  These  were  the  senti- 
ments that  proceeded  from  the  lips  of  his 
Majesty  on  opening  the  Parliament ;  and, 
with  such  a  declaration  before  them,  would 
any  man  have  the  boldness  to  assert  that, 
at  that  moment,  a  period  subsequent  to 
January,  the  Government  had  the  issuing 
of  a  Commission  like  this  in  contempla- 
tion ?  At  that  time,  it  was  evident,  that 
no  intention  existed  to  take  from  the 
Church  its  surplus  revenues,  and  apply 
them  to  other  than  Church  purposes. 
[Earl  Grey :  The  Ki  ng's  Speech  bad  nothing 
to  do  with  the  present  discussion.]  What ! 
did  the  noble  Earl  really  think,  that  the 
King*9  Speech  had  oothiog  to  do  with  ^ 
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former  asMrtion  of  the  noble  Marqness ; 
for,  he  could  hardly  have  supposed,  that 
a  noble  Lord,  distinguished  for  his  acute- 
nessi  for  accuracy  of  observation,  and  for 
the  extent  of  his  memory,  like  the  noble 
Marquess,  could  have  forgotten  that  this 
complaint  had  been  embodied,  for  some 
years,  into  the  standard  grievances  urged 
against  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  it  was 
only  laid  aside  because  it  was  exploded 
and  discovered  to  want  foundation.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  stated,  and  no  doubt 
accurately,  that  it  was  by  a  Statute  of 
King  Henry  8th,  that  the  parochial  clergy 
of  Ireland  were  assessed  to  the  tenths, 
and  were  bound  to  see  that  a  school  was 
maintained  in  every  parish,  not  out  of 
their  own  funds,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
supposed.  [The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde : 
I  spoke  of  the  diocesan  schools.]  The 
object  of  the  Statute  to  which  'he  alluded 
was,  that  the  parochial  clergy  assessed  to 
the  tenths  in  Ireland  should  be  bound  to 
see,  that  a  school  was  provided  for  the 
education  of  the  children  of  their  parish- 
ioners ;  but  there  was  this  further  provision 
in  the  Act,  that  they  should  not  charge 
more  for  the  instruction  given  to  these 
schools  than  the  ordinary  price.  This 
was  a  very  different  thing  from  the  paro- 
chial clergy  of  Ireland  being  bound  to 
maintain  a  svatem  of  education  at  their 
own  cost.  Having  said  thus  much  with 
respect  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Marquess,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
saying  a  few  words  upon  the  important 
subject  now  under  discussion  ;  he  meant 
the  principle  embodied  in  the  Commission 
which  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  advised 
the  King  to  issue.  That  Commission  was 
avowedly  issued  by  the  noble  Elarl  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  on  the  principle, 
that  the  property  of  the  Church  was  held 
by  a  different  tenure  from  other  property; 
not  only  so,  but  that  it  might  be  dealt 
with  by  Parliament  on  very  difierent 
grounds  from  other  property;  that  it 
might  be  assailed  in  cases  and  under 
circumstances  which  would  not  justify 
assailing  private  property.  To  be  sure 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  deliver  this  as  his 
Reduction  of  right,  but  as  the  deduction 
of  tne  spirit  o(  the  times.  Now,  what- 
ever tliat  might  be,  they  knew,  not  only 
from  the  professions  of  the  noble  Earl, 
but  from  his  conduct,  that  he  understood 
the  spirit  of  the  times  to  be  very  different 
one  year  from  what  it  was  the  .next.    The 
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whatever  the  spirit  of  the  tiroes  deemed  too 
much  for  the  Church  of  Ireland  was  to  be 
cut  off.  [Earl  Qrejf:  I  said  no  such 
thing.]  He  did  not  pretend  to  quote  the 
precise  words  of  the  noble  Earl,  but  that 
was  the  sense  of  his  argument ;  but,  if  he 
were  wrong,  the  noble  Earl  conld  correct 
him  in  due  season.  He  contended,  that 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Earl  was,  Uiat 
all  legislators,  but  particularly  that  House, 
should  be  prepared  to  act  up  to  the  spirit 
of  the  times ;  and  that  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  the  spirit  of  the  times  that  he 
had  advised  the  issuing  of  the  Commission 
which  was  to  be  laid  upon  their  Lordships' 
Table.  This  Commission  was  to  ascertain, 
among  other  things,  the  amount  of  the 
wealth  of  the  Church  of  Ireland ;  and, 
according  to  the  principle  of  the  noble 
Earl,  whatever  the  spirit  of  the  times 
should  deem  sufficient,  was  to  be  the 
measure  of  its  supply.  He  would  not 
occupy  their  Lordships'  attention  further, 
at  that  late  hour  of  the  night,  by  any  dis- 
cussion of  that  point  in  language  of  his 
own ;  but  would  borrow  that  of  a  noble 
and  learned  Lord  whose  absence  he  had 
already  regretted,  and  who,  he  should 
have  thought,  it  would  have  been  par- 
ticularly desirable  to  consult  on  a  ques* 
tion  relating  to  the  Church  of  Ireland— 
he  meant  the  Chancellor  of  Ireland.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  record  of  what  had 
been  uttered  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  on  an  occasion  exactly  similar  to 
that  under  the  consideration  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  a  few  nights  ago ; 
for  they  must  recollect  that,  as  there  was 
nothing  new  under  the  sun,  so  even  the 
vagaries  of  liberalism  were  not  permitted 
to  be  distinguished  by  much  novelty ;  the 
novelty  was  only  in  the  way  in  which 
these  vagaries  were  received.  Ten  years 
ago  an  exactly  similar  Motion  was  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons  as  was  made 
the  other  night ;  and,  on  that  occasion, 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  High  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland,  then  Attorney- General 
for  Ireland,  said,  "  That  the  property  of 
the  Church  might  not  be  interfered  with 
a^  well  as  other  property  in  the  State,  in 
a  case  of  public  necessity,  he  would  not 
assert."  Perhaps  the  noble  Earl  thought, 
that  a  case  of  public  necessity  had  arrived  ; 
but  let  him  and  the  House  listen  to  what 
the  noble  and  learned  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land proceeded  to  say,  '*  But  it  ought  to 
be  observed  that,  on  the  same  principle. 
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was  eqvallj  linble."    That  noble  Lord 

ih^R  maintained,  "  That  the  property  of 
the  Church  was  as  sapred  as  aoy  other." 
"If  they  began  with  the  Church  (he  said) 
let  the  landholder  look  to  himself.  *  "  He 
really  thought  that  these  words,  as  might 
have  been  expected  from  words  coming 
from  such  high  authority,  deserved  the 
serious  attention  of  all  the  noble  persons 
around  him,  and  not  lesst,  certainly,  the 
attention  of  the  not)le  persons  who  were 
members  of  his  Majesty's  Government, 
and,  as  such,  had  advised  the  issuing  of 
this  Commission.  Perhaps  he  should  be 
forgiven  if  he  took  the  liberty  of  saying, 
ths|t  it  was  particularly  worthy  of  the  at- 
tention of  the  noble  Marquess  at  the 
bead  of  his  Majesty's  Counsels  in  Ireland, 
from  his  very  great  possessions  —  and 
greater  they  could  not  be  than  be  would 
kmw  well  how  10  use  for  the  purposes  of 
benefiting  his  country,  and  conferring 
honour  on  himself,  though  they  must 
weigh  down  in  amount  the  whole  clerical 
income  of  some  of  the  diocesses  in  the 
couptry  from  which  his  wealth  arose. — He 
would  do  well  to  take  the  warning  given 
him  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  Chan- 
cellpr  of  Ireland,  in  the  speech  he  bad 
just  quoted.  He  need  not  remind  the 
noble  Marquess  or  their  Lordships,  that 
the  great  estates  which  the  noble  Marquess 
held,  be  held  under  the  Act  of  Settlement 
of  Property  in  Ireland.  That  Act  of  Settle- 
ment was  founded  upon  the  declaration 
of  Charles  2nd— a  declaration  which  did, 
unlike  most  of  that  Monarch's  conduct, 
bopqur  to  him  who  made  it,  and  which 
deserved  to  be  borne  in  mind  by  every 
n^an  who,  by  the  will  of  God,  sat  upon 
the  throne  whiph  that  Monarch  so  un- 
worthily filled — ''that  he  owed  it  as  a  testi- 
mony of  humble  gratitude  to  Almighty 
God  for  restoring  him  and  his  people  to 
the  happiness  of  the  established  and  an? 
cient  monarchy  of  this  country,  at  a  time 
yfh^jn  to  all  human  observation,  such  a 
restoration  was  hopeless."  Therefore  it 
was,  that  he  endowed  not  only  the  noble 
Marquess,  but  the  Church.  Further,  being 
deiermit^ed  to  carry  into  effect  the  pious 
directions  of  his  mMrdered  father,  which 
were,  to  increase  the  income  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland,  these  last  endowments  that 
Moqf^rch  placed  Mpon  the  altars  of  the 
King  of  Kings,  th^y  were  devout  acts  of 
gratitude  to  Ga4»    '*  Touch  them  if  you 
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will,"  said  the  right  rev.  Prelate ;  '^  toncfa 
them  if  you  dare;  but,  if  you  dare,  may 
God  not  visit  upon  you  his  curse  for  the 
sacrilege,  and  upon  the  unhappy  people 
consigned  to  your  misrule  V*  The  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
made  one  appeal  to  their  Lordships,  which 
he  bad  hoped  would  have  beep  answered 
by  some  noble  Lord  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House;  but,  as  it  bad  not  been 
answered,  he  trusted  he  should  be  for- 
given, if  be  presumed  to  attempt  it.  The 
noble  Earl  said,  that  if  this  Commission 
had  not  been  issued,  the  Resolution  moved 
in  the  House  of  Commons  would  have 
been  carried.  And  then  he  said,  that 
his  Majesty's  present  Ministers  must  have 
resigned ;  a  new  Administration  must  have 
been  formed ;  a^  Address  to  the  Crown, 
framed  upon  Mr.  Ward's  resolution,  would 
have  been  presented;  and  what,  asked 
the  noble  Earl,  would  have  been  the 
answer  such  an  AdministraUoo  wxiuld  have 
undertaken  to  advise  the  Crown  to  give  ? 
Let  their  Lordships  see  what  that  Address 
would  have  been  ?  It  must  have  been 
founded  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, as  it  was  given  in  the  votes  of  the 
House  of  Commons  op  the  Table.  It  ran 
thus  : — ''  That  the  Protestant  Episcopal 
Establishment  in  Ireland  exceeds  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  Protestant  popula- 
tion ;  and  that,  it  being  the  right  of  the 
State  to  regulate  the  distribution  of 
Church  property  in  such  manner  as  Par- 
liament may  determine,  it  is  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  that  the  temporal  posses- 
sions of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  as  uQw 
established  by  law,  ought  to  be  reduced." 
'*  Uis  obvious  (continued  the  right  reverend 
Prelate)  that  any  answer  must  not  only  have 
conii rmed this  Address,buthaye  called  upon 
his  Majesty  to  parry  it  into  efiect.  Then 
comes  the  question,  what  answer  would 
any  noble  Lord  opposite  have  advised  his 
Majesty  to  make?  I  cannot  presume, 
my  Lords,  myself  in  the  position  of  those 
yfikQ  may  be  expected,  under  any  circum- 
stances, to  be  called  to  his  Majesty's 
JDounsels;  but  this  I  will  say,  that  any 
high-minded,  any  truly  conscientious  man, 
would  have  foupd  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  giving  his  answer,  when  bis  Majesty 
called  upon  hi(n  to  advise  him  on  ^e 
subject.  An  honest  Privy  Coiincillor,  one 
who  remembered  the  oath  he  had  himself 
taken,  would  have  told  his  Sovereign  th^t 
be  had  imposed  a  most  painful  duty,  a 
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ghrink,  for  the  very  position  in  whicli  he 
•tood  before  his  Majesty,  as  his  sworn 
Ck>ancillor,  compelled  him  to  discharge  it. 
He  would  then  have  addressed  him : 
"  Sire,  painful,  most  painful,  must  it  be  to 
a  prince  who,  through  his  whole  reign, 
has  shown  but  one  sentiment  of  affection 
for  his  people,  and  of  regard  to  the  wishes 
and  happiness  of  that  people,  as  expressed 
to  him  through  the  House  of  Commons  \ 
painful  as  it  must  be  to  such  a  prince  to 
reject  my  prayer,  coming  from  that  House 
of  Commons,  I,  as  a  faithful  Councillor  of 
your  Majesty,  mindful  of  my  own  oath, 
cannot  help  recollecting  the  oath  that 
your  Majesty  has  taken.  I  must  tell  your 
Majesty,  what  I  am  sure  you  would  your- 
self tell  me  if  I  did  not  remember  it,  that 
as  you  have  sworn  that  you  will  preserve 
all  the  rights  of  the  clergy  and  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  of  Ireland,  to  the 
best  of  your  power,  you  must  refuse  to 
assent  to  the  prayer  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons." Any  one  of  all  his  Majesty's 
Councillors,  in  such  a  case  as  is  supposed, 
might  perhaps  have  added,  **  Some  of  your 
Majesty's  Councillors  have  thought  that 
your  Majesty  stands  in  a  different  relation 
to  the  oath  as  a  Legislator,  and  as  a 
member  of  the  executive  government ;  but 
we  are  bound  not  to  conceal  from  your 
Majesty,  that  all  the  nicety  and  subtlety, 
be  it  well  founded  or  not,  does  not  apply 
in  the  present  instance ;  for  your  Majesty 
is  not  now  called  upon  to  assent  to  an  Act 
passed  by  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and  which  will  become  the  law  of  the 
land  on  your  giving  it  your  assent,  in 
your  l^islative  capacity;  but  you  are 
applied  to  in  your  executive  capacity, 
about  which  the  most  liberal  construers  of 
oaths  have  never  yet  raised  the  shadow  of 
a  shade  of  a  doubt,  to  do  that  which  is  in 
direct  violation  of  your  oath.  To  the  plain 
meaning  of  that  oath  your  Majesty  is 
bound  to  your  God  to  adhere,  and,  at 
whatever  hazard,  even  to  your  throne,  you 
must  remember  what  you  owe  to  your 
God."  That,  my  Lords,  I  venture  to  say, 
would  be  the  answer  of  any  one  of  the 
noble  Lords  who  sit  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  if  called  upon  by  his  Majesty 
to  give  an  answer  to  such  an  Address, 
founded  on  such  a  resolution.  But  the 
House  of  Commons  who  could  approach 
the  Throne  with  such  an  Address,  would 
not  be,  in  the  language  of  the  law,  *'  the 
Commons  of  England,"  that  is,  the  Repre* 
sentatives  of  the  people  of  England,  for 


the  people  of  England  are  not  prepared 
to  laugh  to  scorn  the  obligations  of  their 
Sovereign's  oath — ^they  are  not  prepared 
to  trample  on  that  religion  which  they 
have  always  considered  as  their  comfort 
and  happiness  in  this  world,  their  hope 
in  the  world  to  come.  As  to  the  spirit  of 
the  age,  is  the  noble  Earl  so  slow  in  mark- 
ing the  changes  of  that  spirit,  as  not  to 
have  observed  some  inaications,  even 
within  the  last  week,  that  the  spirit  of  the 
age  will,  ere  long,  be  far  different  from 
what  it  was  when  he  advised  his  Sovereign 
to  sign  this  Commission  ?  My  Lords,  there 
has  been  raised  a  feeling  of  determined 
resolution,  on  the  part  of  the  people,  to 
meet  as  they  ought  the  noble  declaration 
of  our  Sovereign,  which  is  yet  sounding 
in  their  ears,  as  it  will  be  for  ever  im- 
pressed upon  their  hearts,  that  it  is  his  firm 
determination  to  "maintain  the  religion 
and  the  rights  of  the  Church  of  England 
and  of  Ireland." 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  he  had  not 
intended  to  address  one  word  to  their 
Lordships,  but  he  could  not  avoid  doing 
so  after  the  speech  of  the  rig^t  reverend 
Prelate  who  had  just  sat  down,  the  more 
especially  as  in  that  speech  the  right  rev- 
erend Prelate  had  frequently  used  the 
name  of  God,  and  in  the  same  instance 
almost,  had  called  for  imprecations  upon 
those  who  differed  from  his  views.  The 
Government  of  the  country,  he  appre- 
hended, was  for  the  good  of  the  country, 
and  that  end  it  could  not  answer  unless  it 
g^ve  satisfaction  to  the  country.  Now  he 
contended,  that  to  give  satisfaction,  the 
Government  must  attend  to  and  follow 
the  spirit  of  the  times.  Such,  indeed,  had 
ever  been  the  principle  upon  which  bene* 
ficial  and  satisfactory  Governments  had 
acted.  He  would  ask,  had  not  there  been 
many  alterations  already  with  respect  to 
the  Church,  which  were  conceded  in  con- 
sequence of  the  spirit  of  the  times  ?  How 
came  it  that  the  Scriptures  were  now  read 
without  note  or  comment?  Why,  in  obe- 
dience to  the  spirit  of  the  times.  How 
came  it  that  pluralities  were  denounced  as 
one  of  the  worst  corruptions  or  blemishes 
in  the  condition  of  the  Church  ?  Why, 
through  the  spirit  of  the  times.  But  a 
few  years  ago,  if  any  one  had  declared 
that  pluralities  were  a  corruption  or  an 
evil,  a  cry  of  horror  would  have  been 
raised,  and  yet,  within  these  few  months, 
he  had  heard  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
himself  make  a  declaration  to  that  effect.    ^ 
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It  was  impossible  to  disregard  tbe  spirit  of 
the  times.  Why,  he  had  read  in  a  book 
.written  by  the  right  reverend  Prelate,  a 
letter  to  the  late  Mr.  Canning,  in  which 
the  right  reverend  Prelate  said,  he  would 
not  suggest  e?en  the  possibility  of  Mr. 
Canning  being  so  base  as  to  recommend 
his  Sovereign  to  break  his  Coronation 
Oath  by  sanctioning  further  concessions 
to  the  Roman  Catholics;  and  yet  their 
Lordships  had  lived  to  see  the  day  when 
the  right  reverend  Prelate  accepted  of  his 
present  dignity  at  the  recommendation  of 
the  very  Minister  who  had  done  that 
which  he  had  said  he  could  not  even  sug- 
gest that  Mr.  Canning  would  be  base 
enough  to  do.  Even  in  private  affairs,  men 
were  not  able  to  disregard  the  spirit  of  the 
times,  and  to  do  so  in  public  affairs  was 
utterly  impossible.  The  right  reverend 
Prelate  had  given  a  specimen  to  their 
Lordships  of  the  sort  of  advice  which  he, 
if  he  were  a  Privy  Councillor,  would  offer 
to  his  Majesty  upon  the  subject  of  this 
Commission,  and  he  had  said  much  about 
the  breach  of  his  Coronation  Oath,  which 
his  Majesty  had  committed,  or  would 
commit,  in  case  he  were  to  assent  to  this 
Commission.  Did  the  right  reverend 
Prelate  mean  to  say,  that  by  granting  that 
Commission  his  Majesty  had  committed  a 
breach  of  his  Oath  ? 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  explained,  that 
his  meaning  was,  if  tbe  King  were  to 
assent  to  such  an  address  as  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Grey)  had  described  would 
have  been  the  result  of  the  affirmation  by 
the  Lower  House  of  tlie  resolutions  put 
before  them,  his  Majesty  would  thereby 
be  guilty  of  a  breach  of  his  Oath. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  saw  no  difference 
in  what  he  had  attributed  to  the  right 
reverend  Prelate,  and  what  the  right  rev- 
erend Prelate  admitted  he  had  said,  but 
he  could  not  allow  that  in  any  way  the 
Coronation  Oath  would  be  violated  by  a 
concurrence  in  the  proceeding  supposed. 
This  Commission  was  not  to  take  away 
any  of  the  property  of  the  Church,  but 
simply  and  solely  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  Church.  Was  it  improper,  that  the 
Sovereign,  as  the  head  of  the  Church, 
should  be  informed  of  the  state  of  the 
Church  ?  Was  it  improper,  that  the  country 
should  be  accurately  informed  as  to  the 
state  of  the  Church  ?  Surely  not ;  and  yet 
that  was  the  sole  object  of  the  Commis- 
sion which  had  been  so  violently  attacked. 
He  admitted,  that  tbe  Commission  might 
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be  the  forerunner  of  other  events.  But, 
supposing  it  was  found  upon  inquiry,  that 
some  alterations  in  the  present  arrange- 
ment were  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
preservation  of  the  Church,  would  it  be 
said  that  the  possibility  of  such  a  result 
ought  to  prevent  the  Commission  ?  But 
then  the  right  reverend  Prelate  had 
touched  upon  the  subject  in  this  way :  he 
had  reminded  their  Lordships  that  if  they 
touched  the  property  of  the  Church,  their 
own  property  might  not  continue  un- 
touched, so  that  the  argument  addressed 
to  the  House  was,  to  induce  it  to  preserve 
the  property  of  the  Church  only  as  a 
security  for  its  own  property.  But  he 
denied,  that  Church  property  and  private 
property  stood  upon  the  same  footing. 
Church  property  was  held  under  a  trust 
for  the  public  good,  and  was  to  be  devoted 
to  the  public  good ;  while  private  property 
was  liable  to  be  used  as  its  possessor 
pleased,  so  that  he  did  not  violate  the 
law.  To  say,  therefore,  that  the  Legisla- 
ture was  not  competent  to  deal  with  Church 
property,  was  to  say  that  the  Legislature 
was  not  a  judge  of  the  public  good ;  and 
that  was  a  position  he  could  never  concur 
in.  He  should  not  be  more  desirous  than 
any  noble  Lord  to  sacrifice  his  own  pro- 
perty for  the  good  of  the  public,  but  to 
say,  that  he  would  not  do  so,  would  be  to 
say,  that  he  would  not  submit  to  taxation, 
or  to  any  restriction.  He  would  only 
further  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  speech 
of  the  right  reverend  Prelate  was  far  more 
calculated  to  bring  the  Church  into  con- 
tempt, and  to  do  it  injury,  than  was  the 
Commission  of  which  that  speech  so  much 
complained. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  explained.  The 
noble  Earl  had  completely  misrepresented 
both  what  he  had  stated,  and  what  he  had 
written.  He  had  uttered  no  imprecation 
against  any  person.  On  the  contrary,  he 
had  expressed  an  earnest  belief,  that  no 
one  would  render  himself  liable  to  the  ^ 
imprecations  denounced  against  sacrilege. 
Then  the  noble  Earl  had  stated,  that  in  a 
book  he  had  written,  he  had  declared  that 
a  Minister  who  advised  the  Crown  to  grant 
Roman  Catholic  emancipation  advised 
the  Crown  to  a  breach  of  the  Coronation 
Oath.  He  positively  denied  that  asser- 
tion. He  had  never  written,  he  had  never 
said,  he  had  never  thought,  any  such 
thing,  and  he  defied  the  noble  Earl  to 
quote  the  words  he  attributed  to  him. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdown  cordially 
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concurred  ia  every  tentiinetit  that  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
his  Majesty's  Government,  and,  therefore, 
be  should  not  have  felt  it  necessary  to 
address  one  word  to  their  Lordships,  had 
he  not  been  particularly  alluded  to — cer> 
tainly  with  the  utmost  courtesy — both  by 
a  right  reverend  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Exeter)  and  the  noble  Earl  who  had  intro- 
duced the  subject.  Having  been  so  alluded 
to,  however,  he  would  briefly  state  the 
question  and  the  grounds  upon  which  he 
had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  concur  in 
recommending  to  his  Sovereign  to  issue 
the  Commission  which   had   led  to  this 
discussion.     In  so  doing,  he  doubted  not 
that  he  should  be  able  to  show,  that  his 
leading  object  had  been  the  maintenance 
of  the  Church,  and  that  he  had  acted  in 
the  only  way  calculated  to  effect  that  end. 
As  had  been  already  stated,  the  Commis- 
sion was  one  of  inquiry  into  facts,  and  not 
into   opinions.     But  they  had  been  told 
that  such  an  inquiry   was   unnecessary. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  that 
assertion  could  be  justified.    Every  person 
who  had  addressed  himself  to  the  subject 
of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  whether  in  either 
House  of  Parliament  or  elsewhere,  even 
the  most  reverend  Prelate  (the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury),  had  admitted  that  there 
were  circumstances  peculiar  to   Ireland, 
with  reference  to  the  Church  Establish- 
ment   in   that  country,   which    required 
peculiar  regulation  ;  that  was,  a  regulation 
different  from  that  which  was  necessary 
with  respect  to  the  Church  in  England. 
If  such,  then,  were  the  case,  could  it  be 
denied  that  it  was  desirable,  indeed  re- 
quisite, for  the  safety  of  the  Church,  to  deal 
with  those  peculiarities  t    And  how  could 
that  be  done,  unless  they  were  fully  and 
accurately  ascertained  ?  To  ascertain  them 
he  could  conceive  no  more  fitting  course 
than  that  adopted.     Respecting  the  ob- 
ject and  the  purposes  of  the  Commission, 
the  most  extravagant  notions  had  been 
elsewhere  expressed.     Ct  was  not  a  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  as  to  the  revenues  of 
the  Church,  but  as  to  the  duties  required 
from    the   Church,    and   the  manner  in 
which  those  duties  were  discharged.     He 
knew  that,    with  respect   to   the   latter 
points  as  well  as  to  the  former,  the  re- 
venues of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  there 
had  been    much   exaggeration ;    but   he 
had  yet  to  learn  any  one  subject,  such 
was   the    unhappy    state  of   Ireland,    in 
which   there    was    not   exaggeration   in 


respect  to  that  country.    Even  wkMn  the 
last  forty-eight  hours,  the  most  contra- 
dictory statements  upon  this  very  subject 
had  been  put  forth,  and  that  by  parties 
from    whom    correct    information   might 
have  been  expected ;  and  therefore  it  was, 
that  he  held  it  only  to  be  consistent  with 
sound  principles  of  legislation  to  inquire 
as  accurately  as  might  be  into  the  real 
state  of  the  subject  hehre  any  measure  of 
legislation  was  entertained.     Ttie  noble 
Earl,  who  had  introduced  the  discussion, 
had  thought  proper  to  assume,  that  the 
object  of  this  Commission  was  to  lay  the 
basis  of  an  arrangement,  with  respect  to 
the  Church   in   Ireland,  to  be  regulated 
solely  by  its  numbers.     Against  any  such 
principle  taken  alone  he  protested.     The 
noble  Earl  himself,  or  his  noble  friend 
on  the  cross  benches,  could  not  feel  a 
stronger  repugnance  against  acting  upon 
that  principle  than  he  did ;  for  he  agreed 
with  them  in  thinking,  that  it  was  a  bad 
and  a  dangerous  principle  if  taken  by  itself. 
But,  rejecting  that  princi(>le  as  a  solitary 
one,  would  any  noble  Lord  contend,  that 
the  amount  of  duty  to  be  performed  by 
the  Church  ought  not  to  be  an  ingredient 
in  any  plan  for   the  regulation  of  that 
Church  ?     It  was,  therefore,  that  he  con- 
curred in  recommending  the  appointment 
of  the  Commission.     The  inquiry  was  ne- 
cessary, for  the  most  erroneous  opinions 
were  entertained  as  to  what  were  the  facta 
of  the  case ;   and  he  knew  of  no  better 
way  of  arriving  at  the  truth.    Then,  in 
the  wording  of  the  Commission,  or  in  the 
persons  who  were  to  execute  it,  was  there 
anything   objectionable  ?      He   had    not 
heard,  nor  could  he  conceive,  any  objec« 
tion  to  the  wording  of  the  Commission  ; 
nor  could   he  anticipate  that  any   fault 
would  be  found  with  those  selected  to  act 
upon  it.    Surely,  then,  a  Commission  was 
a  proper  mode  of  proceeding.      If  their 
Lordships  should  find,  upon  further  exa- 
mination, no  reason  to  concur  in  any  plan 
for  altering  the  arrangement  with  respect 
to  the  Church  in  Ireland,  their  position 
would  not  at  the  least  be  worse,  with  all 
the    information    before    them,    than   it 
would  have  been,  if  called  upon,  without 
information,  to   discuss  the   question  of 
Church -property,  and  come  to  some  deci- 
sion on  the  subject.    Much  had  been  said 
as  to  the  alienation  of  the  property  of 
the  Church.     It  appeare<l    to  have  been 
taken    for  granted    by  some„  that  there 
would  be  a  surplus  revenue  ovor  and  above 
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what  coiiM  properly  be  reqalred  for  the 
tmoiediate  maintenance  of  the  ministers 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  Now,  he  must 
tay,  that  that  was  prematurely  jumping  to 
a  oonciusion.  There  might  be  found  no 
surplus  to  appropriate;  but,  even  sup- 
posing  for  an  instant,  that  there  should 
be  a  surplus,  this  he  would  say,  and  posi- 
tively, that  he  would  never  be  a  party  to 
the  appropriation  of  that  surplus  to  any 
purposes  not  analogous  to  those  for  which 
Churoh-property  was  now  appropriated. 
He  had  thus  stated  shortly  the  views 
which  induced  him  to  concur,  as  he  did 
most  cordially,  in  recommending  the  issu- 
ing of  the  Commission  ;  and  as  soon  as 
its  inquicies  should  have  been  made,  he 
should  be  prepared  to  enter  fully  into  the 
whole  question.  At  the  present  he  was  not 
prepareid  to  do  so,  for  he 'stood  in  need  of 
accurate  information  upon  the  details  of 
the  subject. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that 
certainly  if  inquiry  was  the  object  of  the 
persons  who  had  6r«t  proposed  the  Com* 
mission,  and  it  was  simply  to  afford  in- 
quiry that  the  noble  Marquess  who  had 
just  sal  down  had  concurred  in  recom- 
mending its  appotntment,  he  must  say,  he 
knew  of  no  man  more  difiicuU  to  satisfy 
with  inquiry  than  the  noble  Marquess. 
He  said  that,  for  he  believed  that  there 
never  was  a  subject  that  had  been  more 
minutely  or  more  frequently  inquired  into 
than  the  Church  in  Ireland, — and,  even 
at  the  present  moment,  there  were  Com- 
missions in  existence,  independent  of  the 
one  newly  issued,  which  had  for  their 
object  an  inquiry  into  every  parish,  and 
the  value  of  every  church  living  in  Ire- 
land. He  alluded  to  the  Commissioners 
under  the  Tithe  Act«.  Indeed  he  might 
go  further  and  say  that,  respecting  Ireland 
in  general,  the  inquiries  had  been  most 
full.  Why,  they  were  in  truth,  as  fur  as 
inqniry  could  assist  them,  better  acquaint- 
ed widi  the  population  and  the  state  of 
society  in  general  in  Ireland  than  they 
were  upon  the  same  points  with  respect  to 
England,  or  with  respect  even  to  the 
metropolis  in  which  they  were  then  assem- 
bled. But  inqoiry  was  not  the  object  of 
the  parties  proposiner  this  Commission  ; 
and  that,  he  thought,  he  should  be  ablo 
lo  show  by  referring  to  some  of  the  vari- 
ous documents  known  to  their  Ixirdxhips. 
Tlie  noble  Eiiri  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  thought  |)raper  to  censure  hi^ 
neUe  frieod  (the  iLiI  uf  Wick  low),  be- 


cause he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
bring  the  subject  under  discussion,  and  to 
use  in  respect  of  it  the  language  he  had. 
That  censure  appeared  to  him  most  un- 
reasonable. Why,  his  noble  friend  was  a 
Representative  of  the  Irish  Peerage ; 
and  was  he  not  to  protect,  as  well  as  he 
was  able,  the  interests  of  that  body  ? — 
and  what  could  be  dearer  to  them  than 
the  n>aintenance  and  the  welfare  of  the 
Established  Church  ?  And  then,  respect- 
ing the  language  of  his  noble  friend,  the 
noble  Earl  had  thought  proper  to  taunt 
his  noble  friend,  and  to  tell  him  that,  if 
he  were  sincere  in  his  expressions,  he 
ought  to  make  some  substantive  motion 
censuring  the  conduct  of  the  Ministry—* 
that  he  ought,  in  fact,  to  move  an  Address 
to  the  Crown  for  their  removal.  But, 
having  so  spoken,  the  noble  Earl^  in  a  very 
few  sentences  afterwards,  adverted  to  pub- 
lic opinion  and  the  spirit  of  the  times,  and 
the  necessity  of  bending  to  that  spirit  and 
that  opinion.  Now,  they  had  heard  a 
great  deal  about  the  spirit  of  the  times, 
both  fVom  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  and  another  noble  Earl 
(Radnor) ;  but  he  (the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton) agreed  with  the  right  reverend  Pre- 
late (the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  in  thinking, 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  misconstrued  the 
spirit  prevailing  in  the  country.  But 
what  he  wished  to  know  was,  if  the  noble 
Earl  had  so  much  consulted  the  spirit  of 
the  times,  why  was  not  his  noble  friend  to 
have  some  degree  of  credit  for  prudence 
in  avoiding  even  the  chance  of  collision 
with  public  opinion  ?  He  (the  Duke  of 
Wellington)  would  do  anything  consistent 
with  honour  and  his  conscience  to  avoid 
collision  with  the  spirit  of  the  times.  He 
avowed  that  to  be  the  case ;  and  why,  if 
such  conduct  were  meritorious  also  in  the 
eyes  of  the  noble  Earl  (Grey),  was  his 
noble  (riend  to  be  taunted  because  he  pur«- 
sucd  it?  But  his  noble  friend  had  natu- 
rally, and  very  properly,  wished  for  some 
account  as  to  the  objects  of  this  Commis- 
sion, and  the  grounds  upon  which  it  had 
been  issued.  The  noble  Earl  had  an- 
swered the  inquiry;  and  certainly  there 
was  a  considerable  drfference  between  his 
version  of  the  Commission  and  that  given 
by  a  noble  Lord  in  another  place.  He 
was  bound,  however,  to  add,  that  that  dif« 
ference  was  by  no  means  so  great  as  to 
amount  to  a  material  variance,  or,  indeed, 
to  be  more  than  might  naturally  occur 
under  such  circumstances ;  but  he  must 
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examine  this  Commission  a  little  farther. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  had  described  it  in  ano- 
ther place,  had  spoken  of  it  as  a  com- 
mencement for  carrying  into  execution 
the  Resolution  which  had  been  proposed 
and  met  with  the  previous  question.  Now, 
it  was  important  that  the  purport,  nay, 
the  very  words,  of  that  Resolution  should 
be  fully  and  clearly  understood,  and, 
therefore,  he  would  read  the  Resolution : — 
**  That  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Estab- 
lishment  in  Ireland  exceeds  the  spiritual 
wants  of  the  Protestant  population ;  and 
that,  it  being  the  right  of  the  State  to  re- 
gulate the  distribution  of  Church  property 
in  such  manner  as  Parliament  may  deter- 
mine, it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that 
the  temporal  possessions  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  as  now  established  by  law,  ought 
to  \>e  reduced."  The  duties  to  be  per- 
formed by  the  Commission  had  been  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord  he  had  already  al- 
luded to  in  great  detail;  and,  begging 
the  noble  Marquess's  pardon,  he  must 
say,  that  he  could  not  reconcile  that 
detail  with  the  character  given  of  the  ob- 
jects of  the  Commission  by  the  noble 
Marquess.  According  to  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  Commission  was  not 
merely  to  inquire  as  to  the  duties  to  be 
performed  and  the  manner  in  which  those 
duties  were  performed  by  the  Established 
Church,  but  also  to  learn  the  precise 
number  of  the  followers  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  also  the  number  of  every 
religious  sect  in  Ireland  ;  and  to  compare 
the  one  with  the  other,  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  what  proportion,  in  numerical 
strength,  the  one  bore  to  the  other.  Could 
it  be  said,  that  such  an  inquiry  was  neces- 
sary to  enable  the  just  regulation  of  the 
distribution  of  the  revenues  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  ?  No  such  thing.  It 
necessarily  suggested,  and  must  be  in- 
tended as  a  preliminary  to  a  distribution 
of  the  property  of  that  Church  amongst 
all  the  sects.  And  then  it  was  said,  that 
this  was  not  a  subterfuge — that  this  mea- 
sure had  long  been  thought  of,  and  had 
not  been  adopted  merely  to  escape  a  diffi- 
culty that  would  have  pressed  more  imme- 
diately. Really  he  thought  that,  on  a 
little  investigation,  it  would  be  found,  that 
their  Lordships  ought  to  know  more  about 
the  project  than  would  at  first  appear. 
For  two  years  the  scheme  had  been  in 
agitation.    The  first  their  Lordships  had 


learned  anything  about  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  an  allusion  to  a  letter  written 
by  a  late  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  the 
present  Government.  When  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
been  interrogated  respecting  the  existence 
of  such  a  letter,  his  reply  was,  that  the 
Government  had  received  from  that  noble 
Marquess  no  proposition  of  the  kind. 
[Earl  Grey  had  said,  that  the  Government 
had  received  no  proposition  from  his  noble 
friend  for  the  destruction  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.]  Their  Lordships  would 
judge  whether  or  not  the  proposition  he 
alluded  to  was  the  proposition  for  the  de- 
struction of  the  Established  Church. — 
But  to  proceed.  After  that  letter  (with 
which  their  Lordships  had  lately  become 
acquainted)  had  been  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Government,  the  Church  of 
Ireland  Temporalities  Bill  was  brought  in, 
and  passed,  upon  the  declaration  of  the 
Government,  tnat  it  was  to  be  a  final 
measure.  Now,  he  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther or  not  that  measure  was  to  be  a  final 
one  ?  By  it  the  clergy  had  been  reduced 
to  the  lowest  condition  as  to  revenue. 
Every  bishopric  had  been  taxed,  and 
they  had  been  told,  that  the  Church  would 
be  found,  after  that  Bill  was  passed,  in 
greater  security  than  ever,  and  relieved 
from  all  dread  of  further  molestation. 
But  their  Lordships  had  just  been  in- 
formed that,  since  the  Temporalities  Bill 
had  been  passed,  the  proposition  which 
he  had  before  alluded,  to  as  coming  from 
a  noble  Marquess,  had  again  been  urged 
by  another  noble  Marquess,  the  present 
Ix)rd*lieutenant  of  Ireland.  Now,  he 
should  like  very  much  to  see  the  letter 
urging  this  proposition ;  and,  further,  he 
should  like  to  know,  whether  it  had  been 
accompanied  by  any  such  Resolution  as 
that  which  he  bad  read  to  their  Lordships 
as  having  been  proposed  in  another  place. 
But  it  appeared,  that  the  noble  Marquess 
at  present  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland  did  make  some  such  recom- 
mendation. But  he  would  ask  their 
Lordships  to  call  to  mind  a  particular 
passage  in  the  Speech  delivered  by  his 
Majesty  to  his  Parliament  on  the  4th  of 
February  last.  That  passage  was  in  the 
following  words : — '  I  recommend  to  you 

*  the  early  consideration  of  such  a  final 

*  adjustment  of  the  tithes  in  that  part 

*  of  the  United  Kingdom  as  may  ex- 
'  linguish  all  just  causes  of  complaint, 

*  without  injury  to  the  rights  and  pro- 
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*  perty  of  any  class  of  my  subjects,  or  to 

*  any  institatioti  ia  Church  and  State.' 
Let  any  noble  Lord  couple  that  passage 
with  the  Church  of  Ireland  Temporalities 
Billy  and  the  alterations  which  had  been 
effected  in  that  Bill  in  its  progress  through 
Parliament,  and  then  it  would  be  seen, 
whether  this  proposition  for  further  change 
in  that  part  of  the  Established  Church 
could  be  entertained  with  consistency  or 
with  decency  by  the  noble  EarFs  Admi- 
nistration. Their  Lordships  would  re- 
member^ that  the  147th  clause  of  the  ori- 
ginal Bill  had  been  struck  out,  solely  be- 
cause it  was  construed  to  render  doubtful 
whether  or  not  the  measure  was  to  be  a 
final  measure,  or  whether  or  not  it  was  to 
ensure  irrevocably  to  the  purposes  of  the 
Established  Church  its  acknowledged  re- 
venues. He  thought  it  was  impossible, 
that  bis  Majesty's  Ministers  could  have 
had  a  step  of  this  kind  in  contemplation 
when  they  brought  in  their  Irish  Tithe 
Bill,  with  an  appropriation  clause  in  it 
that  was  afterwards  abandoned,  lliere 
were  some  other  circumstances  to  which 
be  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships.  It  appeared,  that  a  noble 
Lord  in  another  place  had  stated,  that  the 
Commission  was  signed  and  sealed  on 
Monday  last.  Now,  he  happened  to 
know,  that  the  Privy  Seal  was  requisite  to 
put  the  Great  Seal  in  motion.  That  being 
so,  how  was  it  possible,  that  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Ripon),  with 
the  sentiments  he  entertained  upon  this 
subject,  could  have  lent  his  aid  for  such  a 
purpose?  He  should  have  thought  he 
would  rather  have  his  right  hand  burnt  off 
than  lend  it  to  affix  the  Seal  to  the  Com- 
mission which  had  just  issued.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  Privy  Seal  was  dispensed 
with,  and  the  Great  Seal  had  been  put  to 
the  document  by  virtue  of  what  was  called 
a  writ  of  emergency,  emanating  directly 
from  the  King.  Thus  was  his  Majesty 
called  upon  to  give  a  direct  order  to 
have  sealed  this  Commission,  for  pur- 
poses such  as  were  described  in  the  Reso- 
lution he  had  read.  Nothing,  in  his 
opinion,  could  be  more  improper  or 
more  unjust  towards  his  Majesty  than  thus 
to  bring  him,  in  his  direct  executive  ca- 
pacity, into  collision  with  this  Commis- 
sion. There  was,  in  fact,  no  emergency 
calling  for  it.  There  was  nothing  to  pre- 
vent his  Majesty's  Ministers  from  waiting 
until  they  could  have  the  business  per- 

fimned  ia  the  oidinciry  mode.    No  poiot 


was  gained  by  it,  excepting,  indeed,  that 
which  throughout  the  transaction  had  been 
always  in  view— namely,  to  get  a  few  votes 
in  Parliament.  He  did  not  pretend  to 
form  any  judgment  upon  the  interpreta- 
tion of  his  Majesty's  Coronation  Oath. 
Upon  that  subject  his  Majesty  was  the 
best  judge.  But  he  must  say,  that  those 
who  contended  that  his  oath  did  not  apply 
to  him  in  his  legislative  capacity,  did  not 
act  quite  fairly  in  advising  his  Majesty  to 
commit  himself  to  this  measure  in  his 
executive  capacity.  He  would  say  no 
more,  but  express  his  thanks  to  the  noble 
Earl  for  having  made  this  Motion. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  assured  their 
Lordships,  that  most  willingly  would  he 
have  released  them  and  himself  also, 
having  sat  there  since  ten  in  the  morn- 
ing, from  the  painful  necessity  of  making 
a  few  observations  upon  the  subject  under 
discussion.  An  hour  ago,  he  thought 
the  speedy  termination  of  the  debate 
inevitable.  But,  just  at  that  time,  with 
what  felicity  he  would  not  inquire,  with 
what  judgment  he  would  not  pronounce, 
how  acceptably  to  those  whose  cause  he 
was  advocating,  he  would  not  pretend  to 
determine, — a  right  reverend  Prelate 
spurred  up  the  lagging  debate,  and  forced 
his  noble  friend  to  complain  of  the  fre- 
quent irreverent  and  offensive  introduc- 
tion of  the  name  of  the  Supreme  Being,  of 
which  no  Peer  of  Parliament  would  pre- 
sume to  be  so  lavish  as  he  was,  and 
coupling  ever  and  anon  these  allusions  to 
the  Deity  with  what  was  not  less  irreverent 
and  offensive :  he  meant  loud  and  solemn 
denunciations  of  parties  opposed  to  the 
right  reverend  Prelate.  In  the  midst  of 
so  much  error,  of  so  much  gross  misre- 
presentation, he  did  not  say  wilful,  it  was 
no  longer  a  matter  of  option  with  him  whe- 
ther he  should  indulge  the  wish  he  had 
cherished,  and  the  design  he  had  formed, 
of  departing  from  that  House  without  ad- 
dressing their  Lordships.  He  could  not 
help  observing,  at  the  outset  of  his  re- 
marks that  for  a  grave,  deliberative  as- 
sembly, possessing  a  reputation  for  wisdom, 
they  had  been  brought  to  a  somewhat 
novel  and  extraordinary  position  by  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble 
Earl  moved  for  the  production  of  a  cer- 
tain document.  He  knew  that  Motions 
of  mere  form,  for  the  production  of 
papers,  for  the  purpose  of  introducing 
a  discussion  involving  the  merits  of  the 
papers  themselvesi  were  sometimes  made; 
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but,  in  such  casesi  the  cotitenta  of  the 
papers  were  known.  Here,  however, 
had  been  a  discussion  upon  the  merits 
of  a  document  of  the  contents  of  which 
the  speakers  to  the  roeiits  were  pro- 
foundly ignorant.  This  was  a  Motion 
of  substance^  and  not  of  form.  Te 
none  but  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
the  contents  of  this  paper  known. 
Least  of  all  was  its  scope  and  extent 
known  to  those  who  had  been  the  most 
free  and  most  loud  in  its  condemnution. 
He  would  give  an  instance  or  so  ot  the 
truth  of  this  allegation,  in  the  hope  that 
it  might  hereafter  deter  noble  Lords,  for 
the  sake  of  their  own  dignity,  from  falling 
into  the  like  absurdity.  One  noble  Lord 
had  told  them,  that  a  noble  Lord  in 
another  place  had  declared,  that  the 
Government  meant  to  act  upon  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commissioners ;  and  then  the 
noble  Lord  proceeded  with  all  expedi- 
tion to  inveigh  against  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  handing  over  the 
hierarchy  and  the  fortunes  of  the  Irish 
Church  to  be  dealt  with  as  a  set  of  un- 
known Commissioners  might  think  fit  to 
recommend,  his  Majesty's  Government 
being,  as  he  stated,  pledged  to  abide  by 
the  suggestions,  and  act  upon  the  views 
of  the  Commissioners.  Now,  the  noble 
Lord  who  uttered,  and  the  other  noble 
Lords  who  cheered,  this  sentiment  were  in 
a  state  of  gross  ignorance  upon  the  subject. 
They  might  be  wise  as  to  the  present, 
knowing  es  to  the  past, —  with  some 
large  exceptions,  however;  but  as  to 
the  future,  the  wisest,  the  most  saga- 
cious, minds  were  liable  to  be  misled. 
They  could  know  nothing  of  the  nature  of 
the  Commission  respecting  which  they 
talked  so  learnedly  and  so  confidently 
until  to-morrow.  Now,  what  would  noble 
Lords  say  to-morrow,  if  it  should  turn  out  { 
that,  in  the  Commission,  there  was  not  oner 
word  of  the  kind  so  much  dwelt  upon  ;  so 
that  it  was  impossible  (br  the  Goveroment 
to  be  pledged  in  the  manner  repre- 
sented ?  Suppose  it  should  turn  out,  that 
there  was  not  one  word  about  inquiry, 
opinion,  doctrine,  remark,  or  suggestion, 
and  that  the  labours  of  the  Commissioners 
were  to  be  of  a  nature  purely  statistical, 
without  liberty  to  make  a  single  observa- 
tion, to  offer  a  single  opinion  or  neroark 
upon  any  matter  or  thing  whatsoever, 
where,  then,  would  be  the  foundation  of 
this  6erce  attack  upon  his  Majesty's  Go- 
verncnent  for  sins  committed  against  the 


Irish  Church  which  they  had  never  even 
meditated?  If  his  noble  friend  iu  the 
other  House,  therefore,  had  said,  that  the 
Government  meant  to  fuUow  and  adopt 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners,  he  only 
meant  to  say,  that  they  meant  to  adopt 
the  sums,  and  figures^  and  distancet«  as 
ascertained  and  recorded  by  them.  So 
much  for  the  ignorance  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  indulged  in  these  reflections  and 
animadversions  upon  the  intentions  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  with  which  he  was 
perfectly  unacquainted.  The  right  reve- 
rend Prelate  next  displayed  bis  ignorance 
on  the  subject,  although  he  talked  very 
confidently,  and  about  the  profane  inquiry 
into  the  benefices  and  wealth  of  the  Irish 
Church,  dealing  out  imprecations  upon 
the  authors  of  the  inquiry.  Now,  the 
right  reverend  Prelate  had  lavished  all 
his  curses  upon  a  creature  of  his  own 
imagination — a  mere  fiction  of  his  own 
alarmed  understanding.  In  the  like  spi- 
rit had  he  kindly  composed  a  speech  for 
the  noble  Duke  to  deliver  in  the  King's 
Closet — a  speech  too  long  and  tiresome  by 
far  for  so  concise  an  orator  as  the  noble 
Duke,  especially  when  addressing  himself 
to  Kings.  Now,  he  begged  to  acquaint 
the  right  reverend  Prelate,  that  there  was 
not  a  single  word  from  beginning  to  end 
about  the  wealth  or  profits  of  the  Irish 
Church.  That  had  already  been  in- 
quired into  by  another  Commission  issued 
some  years  ago,  and  which  met  the  hearty 
approval  of  the  right  reverend  Prelates  at 
the  time.  The  object  of  the  Commission 
was,  to  ascertain  whether  the  Irish  Church 
was  sufficiently  endowed  for  the  wants  of 
its  members — whether  the  pastures  were 
sufficiently  rich  and  plentiful  for  the  flocks. 
At  present  there  was  much  contradictory 
statement  upon  the  subject ;  one  party 
contending  that  there  was  a  surplus  after 
due  provision  had  been  made  for  the  wants 
of  the  Protestant  population »  anoUier 
party  asserting,  that  there  was  an  insuffi- 
ciency. After  this  should  have  been  in- 
quired into  by  impartial  and  skilful  men 
on  the  spot,  it  would  be  time  enough  to 
determine  whether  anything  arid  what 
should  be  done  with  the  surplus,  if  sur- 
plus it  should  turn  out  there  were.  That 
the  disproportion  between  the  revenues  of 
the  Church,  and  the  members  w1k>  derived 
spiritual  consolation  from  it,  was  very 
great  had  not  been  denied*  A  noble 
friend  of  his  had  that  night  presented  a 
petition  from  a  parish  io  If elaad|  in  whidi 
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there  were  6,000  inhabitanU,  not  one  of 
whom  was  a  ProteBt«nt ;  aod  yet  a  coii«i- 
derabie  Bum  •— some  200/.  a- year — was 
paid  for  supporting  that  wbioh  ihe  peti- 
tioaers  described  aa  a  nonentity.  He 
knew  there  were  other  paHahes  wanting 
the  meana  of  religious  instruction ;  and  he 
agreed  with  his  noble  friend  in  thinking, 
that  not  one  shilling  of  any  surplus  fund 
should  be  appropriated  until  after  the 
apiritual  wants  of  the  Protestant  com^ 
munity  had  been  fully  proTided  for. 
That  having  been  done  upon  a  liberal, 
even  an  extravagant^  scale,  what  man  was 
there  who  would  have*  the  audacity  to 
state  to  that  assembly  that,  after  ample 
and  sufficient  provision  had  been  made, 
the  residue  of  the  fund  should  be  held  sab- 
ered—'should  remiBiin  unapplied »  or  that, 
in  determining  what  was  ample  provision 
for  religious  worship,  the  number  of  the 
people  was  to  be  wholly  put  out  of  view  ? 
No  person  could  pretend  to  state  as  an  ab- 
stract question,  that  this  was  a  matter 
purely  of  principle — that  it  had  nothing  to 
do  with  matter  of  fact.  If  it  was  a  mere 
question  of  abstract  principle,  what  would 
be  done  in  case  of  there  being  no  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church  ?  It  was 
by  en  extreme  case  (hat  principles  were 
tried  ?  Surely  it  would  not  be  contended, 
by  any  person  possessing  co4nmon  sense, 
that  King,  Lords,  and  Commons  could  not 
deal  with  a  S4irplus  fund  under  such  cir- 
cumstances wilh  as  much  title  and  author- 
ity as  they  were  in  the  habit  almost  daily 
of  dealing  with  other  property,  as  in  the 
case  of  private  bills.  If,  instead  of 
700,000  Protestants  in  Ireland,  there  were 
but  7,000,  or  only  seventy,  would  an  ar- 
gument in  favour  of  the  sacred  character 
of  the  fund  be  attempted  or  tolerated  for 
a  moment?  Sup^iose  that  there  were  no 
Protestenti  at  all  in  Ireland,  would  they 
stiU  be  bound  to  keep  up  the  Establish- 
ment ?  If  the  arguments  of  noble  Lords 
were  good  for  anything,  they  went  to 
that.  He,  however,  maintained,  that  it 
was  idle,  that  it  was  absurd,  to  say,  that 
the  L^islature  had  not  the  right,  and  Par- 
liament the  power^  to  deal  with  Church- 
property  as  they  did  not  unfreqnently 
with  private  property  on  matters  of  public 
poticj.  He  contended,  that  noble  I/)rds 
laboured  under  a  strange  delusion  respect- 
ing what  was  called  Church-property. 
They  would  seem  to  look  upon  the  Church 
as  Ihovgh  it  were  a  Corporation,  and  en- 
joying the  rq(bta  of  %  Corporation<-^the 


privilege  of  holding  separate  rights  in  pro- 
perty, as  was  the  case  with  a  Corporation 
corporate  or  with  a  Corporation  sole — such 
rights  being  cognizable  at  law.  The 
Church,  however,  was  no  such  Uiing.  The 
Church  was  merely  the  congregation  of  the 
faithful ;  it  meant  not  a  body  of  clergy- 
men. To  talk  of  revenues  arising,  whether 
from  tithes  or  oblations,  or  any  other  such 
source  of  emolument,  as  Church -property, 
meaning  the  property  of  a  Corporation, 
was  a  mode  of  expression  most  fruitful 
of  mischievous  error.  If,  indeed,  persons 
were  to  talk  of  the  clergy,  here  they  had 
bodies  of  men,  and  men  enjoying  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  Corporations — 
Deans  and  Chapters  were  Corporations 
corporate,  and  Bishops  and  parsons  were 
Corporations  sole.  This  he  could  under- 
stand as  a  lawyer,  and  this  was  the  fact. 
But  only  see  how  great  was  the  inconsist- 
ency, how  gross  was  the  illusion,  of  those 
persons  who  declared  it  to  be  sacrilege  to 
meddle  with  what  they  were  pleased  to  call 
Church  property,  for  the  purposes  of  one 
mode  of  appropriation,  and  yet  express 
their  ready  assent  to  another.  It  was 
with  them  sacrilege  to  apply  any  surplus 
that  might  exist  to  charitable  and  pious 
uses  ;  but  it  was  no  sacrilege  to  alter  the 
amount  distributed  to  the  several  persons, 
members  of  the  Church  Establishment. 
In  other  words,  to  distribute  it  equally 
among  all  the  members  of  the  Church 
would  be  no  sacrilege ;  while  to  grant  the 
smallest  part  of  the  revenues  for  any  other 
purpose,  albeit  a  purpose  recognized  by 
the  Church,  would  be  sacrilege  of  the 
deepest  dye.  Why,  one  was  as  complete 
an  invasion  of  all  the  rights  of  property  as 
the  other  was.  There  was  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Grey),  the  noble  Duke  (Wellington), 
aud  h  i  ro  sel  f.  Accord  in  g  to  these  d  oc  t  rines , 
if  any  one  were  to  deprive  them  of  all  their 
respective  properties,  it  would  be  admitted 
to  be  robbery ;  *'  but,*'  said  these  inge- 
nious persoas,  **  if  we  take  all  this  pro- 
perty and  divide  it  equally  among  you,  it 
is  no  robbery  at  all,*'  although  the  income 
of  the  noble  Duke  m4<rht  be  much  greater 
than  tliat  of  the  noUe  Earl,  and  Uiat  of 
the  noble  Earl  very  much  greater  than 
his.  He,  however,  considered,  that  it 
would  be  also  robbery  differ ing  from  the 
other  only  in  degree ;  and  he  had  no  doubt, 
that  the  noble  Duke  and  the  noble  Earl 
would  concur  with  him  in  that  opinion. 
What  was  the  body  in  question — he  meant 
th«  clergy  ?    There  were  many  Corpor«« 
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tions  amongst  the  clergy.  Every  parson  | 
was  a  Corporation  sole.  A  Bishop  was  a 
Corporation  sole.  Deans  and  Chapters 
were  Corporations  in  the  aggregate.  All 
these  were  trustees  of  different  properties. 
Now,  he  would  just  call  upon  their  Lord- 
ships to  look  at  the  scheme  of  those  who 
said,  that  if  one  farthing  of  the  surplus 
fund  were  taken,  it  would  be  a  violation 
of  the  Church  property,  which  was  sacred, 
and  that  it  would  be  the  same  as  taking 
their  Lordships'  property.  They,  however, 
had  a  plan  of  their  own.  Their  plan 
was,  to  take  from  each  of  these  different 
parties  their  separate  propertie8,form  them 
into  one  aggregate  fund,  and  equalize  all 
clerical  incomes.  Was  ever  a  more  absurd 
and  contradictory  argument  heard  ?  To 
illustrate  it  he  would  suppose  a  proposal 
to  take  the  noble  Duke's  (the  Duke  of 
Wellington's)  property,  the  property  of 
tne  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Grey),  and 
his  (the  Lord  Chancellor's)  no-property, 
and,  uniting  them  into  one  fund,  to  give 
it  all  to  his  noble  friend  near  him  (I^rd 
Holland).  That  was  one  plan.  The 
other  was  to  take  the  same  three  proper- 
ties for  the  purpose  of  equalizing  them. 
This  latter  was  the  no-spoliation  doctrine, 
in  which  it  was  quite  clear  the  principle 
of  interference  was  fully  recognised. 
"Ay,"  said  some  noble  Lords,  **  but  this  in- 
quirv  can  have  only  one  result.  The  very 
small  proportion  of  Protestants  through- 
out Ireland,  and  the  large  amount  of  the 
revenues  received  for  their  spiritual  in- 
struction, must  be  known,  and  it  will 
follow  that  all  men  will  see  that  there  is  a 
surplus."  Well,  then,  at  the  worst,  let  it 
be  applied  to  the  purposes  of  education 
and  charities  belonging  to  the  Established 
Church.  If  it  were  so,  as  they  appre- 
hended, he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  fact. 
Let  them  have  an  inquiry,  and  let  them 
await  its  result.  The  inquiry  was  intended 
to  be  fair  and  impartial,  in  order  to  afford 
an  opportunity  to  the  Irish  Church  to  tell 
its  own  story,  as  well  as  to  those  who 
doubted  the  use  of  that  Establishment  as 
at  present  constituted  to  tell  their  tale. 
There  were  so  many  opposite  accounts — 
one  man  maintaining  there  would  be  a 
great  surplus,  another  a  moderate  surplus, 
while  a  third  declared  there  would  be  no 
surplus  at  all,  that  some  inquiry  was  ab- 
solutely necessary.  But  supposing  there 
was  a  surplus — he  was  only  arguing  the 
matter   hypothetically — if   there   was   a 

»urplu8|  as  had  been  most  justly  and  fitly 


said,  it  should  first  of  all,  if  not  exclu- 
sively, be  applied  to  the  purposes  of  re- 
ligious and  moral  education  on  the 
principles  of  the  Established  Church. 
The  source  from  which  the  fund  came 
naturally  indicated  the  objects  to  which 
it  should  be  applied.  He  was  as  great  an 
advocate  as  any  one  for  equal  instruction 
to  all,  without  respect  of  condition  or 
creed ;  but  when  a  fund  originally  belong- 
ing to  the  Established  Church  was  to  be 
directed  to  the  purposes  of  education,  it 
was  but  fair  that  it  should  first  of  all,  if 
not  exclusively,  be  appropriated  to  that 
object  within  the  bounds  of  the  Protest- 
ant Church  itself.  As  to  the  Catholic 
Church  having  one  single  fraction  of  a 
farthing  of  the  fund,  no  noble  Lord  who 
sat  on  that  side  of  the  House,  no  not 
even  the  noble  Earl  himself  who  had 
spoken  so  warmly  on  the  subject,  would 
more  strenuously  oppose  such  a  proposi- 
tion than  he  would,  if  such  a  proposition 
could  for  a  moment  be  conceived.  A  re- 
ference had  been  made  to  certain  great 
authorities—  among  others  to  Dr.  Paley — 
on  the  question  of  Church  establishments. 
That  celebrated  divine  and  ethical  philo- 
sopher had  maintained  the  doctrine,  and 
argued  it  with  his  usual  force  and  vigour 
of  understanding,  in  which,  if  ever 
equalled,  he  certainly  had  never  been 
surpassed,  that  an  Established  Church 
was  necessary  as  contradistinguished  from 
the  voluntary  system;  but  Dr.  Paley 
added  his  qualification — ^the  Established 
Church  ought  to  be  the  religion  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  people.  Indeed,  he 
went  so  far  as  to  say,  speculatively,  no 
doubt,  and  following  this  principle  to 
rather  an  excess,  that  when  the  religion 
changed,  the  Established  Church  ought  to 
change  too,  forgetting  ten  thousand  cir- 
cumstances which  should  modify  the  pro- 
position, and  to  which  he  had  not  adverted. 
Archdeacon  Paley  was  not  the  only 
authority  upon  that  point ;  Bishop  War- 
burton  held  the  same  opinion.  But  he 
disclaimed  the  doctrine;  at  all  events 
that  was  not  the  moment  to  moot  it ;  but 
this  he  would  say,  that  no  greater  curse 
could  befall  the  people  of  Ireland — no 
greater  danger  could  arise  to  the  liberties 
of  Ireland  and  England,  than  anything 
which  would  tend  to  install  the  Catholic 
as  the  established  religion  of  that  country. 
Liberty  would  not  be  safe,  and,  in  his 
opinion,  as  a  Protestant,  religion,  in  such 

a  casci  would  be  no  better  off  than  liberty, 
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He  hoped  he  had  now  said  enough  to  re- 
lieve himself  and  his  noble  and  right  hon. 
coUei^es, .  all  of  whom  agreed  in  the 
proposition,  among  whom  there  existed 
not  the  slightest  shadow  of  a  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  point — relieve  them,  he 
said,  from  any  suspicion,  if  suspicion 
could  still  lurk  after  the  declarations 
made  by  his  noble  friends  on  the  opposite 
benches,  that  any  notion  of  an  attempt 
towards  establishing  the  Catholic  Church 
had  even  for  a  single  moment  entered 
their  imaginations.  He  would  go  further : 
he  did  not  think  the  enlightened  and 
liberal  Catholics  themselves  were  at  all 
favourable  to  their  religion  being  establish- 
ed as  a  political  Church.  They  would 
object  to  it  as  strongly  on  religious  prin- 
ciples as  any  could  be  found  to  object  to 
it  on  political  grounds.  He  had  been  sorry 
to  hear  during  the  debate  something  like 
an  attempt  to  sound  a  religious  alarm — 
a  religious  outcry  in  the  country,  as  if 
that  were  the  time  to  make  such  an 
unholy,  impolitic,  pernicious,  and,  only 
on  the  lips  of  fanatics  themselves,  honest, 
appeal  to  the  religious  prejudices  and 
party  zeal  of  the  people.  He  referred  to 
a  noble  Earl  (Winchilsea,  as  we  under- 
stood), who  declared  that  by  agitation 
they  had  lost  much,  and  therefore  they 
might  hope  by  agitation  to  get  something 
back.  The  right  reverend  Prelate,  too 
(the  Bishop  of  Exeter),  seemed  disposed  to 
join  in  the  new  firm  of  politico-ecclesiastical 
agitation.  But  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
had  no  great  apprehension  as  to  the  result. 
In  the  first  place,  to  agitate  well  had  re* 
quired  in  other  instances  a  very  different 
capital  from  that  which  this  new  pious 
firm  had  established.  Honesty  might 
have  a  great  deal  to  do,  he  had  no  doubt 
it  had,  in  the  signal  success  which  had 
attended  agitation  in  <«Ireland ;  but  if 
honesty,  however  great,  had  been  the 
only  capital  applied,  sure  he  was,  its 
'*  rents"  would  have  been  much  less  con- 
siderable. He  was  therefore  comforted 
by  the  hope,  that  if  they  persisted  in  carry- 
ing their  threat  into  active  execution, 
their  failure,  owing  to  the  good  sense  of 
the  people  of  England  and  Ireland,  would 
be  as  signal  and  complete  as  it  deserved ; 
and  a  defetit  more  signal  and  more  com- 
plete than  it  deserved  he  was  not  possessed 
of  any  language  strong  enough  to  describe. 
The  Ministers  were  about  to  lay  the 
Commission  on  the  Table,  and  then  it 

would  be  carried  into  effect  honestlyi 


fairly,  impartially,  without  flinching  as 
without  violence,  neither  leaving  undone 
nor  overdoing  what  oaght  to  be  done,  men 
of  moderate  though  firm,  of  honest  yet 
conciliatory  temper,  and  habits,  havmg 
been  selected  for  the  task ;  and  when 
that  task  should  be  performed,  when  their 
report  was  produced,  it  would  remain  for 
Government  to  propound,  and  for  Par- 
liament to  determine,  the  course  which 
should  be  pursued.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  then  adverted  to  the  manner 
of  putting  the  Great  Seal  upon  the  Com- 
mission to  which  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Wellington)  had  called  atten- 
tion. His  noble  friend  (the  Earl  of 
Ripon),  whose  departure  from  ofiice,  as 
a  most  honest,  honourable,  able,  and 
useful  colleague,  he  most  deeply  regretted, 
and  no  man  would  hail  with  more  plea- 
sure the  passing  away  of  that  temporary 
cloud  which  obscured  his  noble  friend  at 
present.  His  noble  friend,  it  was  well 
known,  held  the  Privy  Seal  till  last 
night.  This  circumstance  rendered  a 
writ  of  emergency  necessary.  It  did  not, 
however,  at  all  commit  his  Majesty 
more  than  the  ordinary  course,  for  the 
sign  manual  was  always  requisite  to  put 
the  Great  Seal  in  motion  in  these  cases. 
He  would  observe,  in  conclusion,  that 
a  right  reverend  Prelate  had  recommend- 
ed the  Sovereign  in  such  case  to  refuse 
signing  the  Commission,  and,  rejecting 
the  all  but  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  to  turn  them  back 
on  their  constituents.  He  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  was  surprised,  that  any  friend 
of  the  Irish  Church  could  wish  its  re- 
venues exposed  to  the  peril  of  a  reli- 
gious outcry  raised  by  a  minister  against 
the  representatives  of  the  people,  and  by 
advising  his  Sovereign  to  refuse  acceding 
to  the  all  but  unanimous  prayer  of  Par- 
liament. If  he  had  been  a  friend  to  all 
the  abuses  of  the  Irish  Church  as  he  was 
a  friend  to  its  usefulness  and  perpetuity, 
and  therefore  an  enemy  to  those  abuses 
and  a  determined  friend  to  their  extirpa- 
tion— if  he  was  as  friendly  to  all  such  as 
he  was  hostile,  he  would  say,  God  forbid 
he  should  ever  live  to  behold,  or  the 
Establishment  should  ever  see  the  day^ 
when  so  reckless,  so  desperate  a  course 
as  a  right  reverend  Prelate  recommended, 
should  be  adopted  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown. 
The  Duke  of   Cumberland^  spoke  as 

follows:  I   ^0  u^t  risei  my  Lcids,  M 
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this  Idle  hour  to  prolong  ibis  debate,  but 
I  caooot  permit  one  aatertion  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  past  unan- 
•wered.  Tbe  noble  and  learned  Lord 
accuses  this  side  of  the  House  of  de- 
bating Chis  evening  upon  what  he  terms  a 
phantom:  he  says,  that  not  one  of  us 
know  or  has  read  the  Commission  which 
has  been  moved  for,  and  that  that  Com- 
mission is  not  yet  upon  your  Lord* 
ships'  table.  This  is  true,  so  far  as  our 
ignorance  of  the  exact  wording  of  the 
Commission  goes ;  but,  my  Lords,  I  deny 
that  we  know  not  its  contents,  for  the 
noble  Lord  who  is  the  leader  of  the 
Ministerial  party  in  the  other  House, 
said  explicitly,  that  the  purport  of  this 
commission  was  to  ascertain  the  revenues 
of  the  Irish  Church,  tbe  number  of 
parishes,  and  their  comparative  popula- 
tion as  to  Protestants  and  Papists, 
adding  that  bis  Majesty's  Ministers  meant 
to  act  on  this  report  to  its  full  extent, 
and  that,  if  any  surplus  revenue  should  be 
found,  they  would  commit  an  act  of 
spoliation  by  employing  it  for  other  pur- 
poses. The  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  have 
to-night,  denied  this  so  far  as  to  declare, 
that  not  one  iota  of  that  surplus  shall  be 
given  to  the  Catholics.  If  I  am  not 
correct  in  this,  I  require  immediately  to 
be  set  right — [Lords  Grey  and  Brougham 
here  nodded  assent.] — I  take  the  assent 
of  the  noble  Lords  as  an  acknowledgment 
that  I  am  right  in  saying,  that  they  have 
this  night  disclaimed  any  intention  of  ap- 
propriating any  portion  of  the  revenues  of 
the  Church  to  the  Catholics.  1  cannot 
sufficiently  express  my  gratitude  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  brought  forward  this  Mo» 
tion,  as  certainly  my  alarm  for  the  Church 
was  increased  after  the  noble  Lord's 
declaration  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
followed  by  similar  declarations  of  his 
colleagues  in  that  Houses  How  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  in  t,his  House,  after 
their  declarations  here  to-night,  will  come 
to  an  understanding  with  their  colleagues 
in  tbe  other  House,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  make 
out;  of  course,  there  existed  a  greater 
diflerence  in  the  Cabinet  previous  to  the 
resignation  of  its  lato  members,  than 
there  does  at  this  moment.  How  far  his 
Majesty's  Government  are  united  at  this 
moment,  I  leave  to  them  to  settle  amongst 
themselves.  Before  I  sit  down,  my 
Lord«|  I  bey  to  d^clare^  that  I  tiever  can^ 


and  never  will,  consent  to  any  alienatioo 
of  Church  property. 

The  Duke  of  Richm<mi^  was  only 
anxious  to  explain,  after  what  had  fallett 
from  some  noble  Lords  during  this  debate, 
that  a  letter  from  the  Lofd  lieutenant  of 
Ireland  was  submitted  to  the  Cabinet  pre- 
vious to  the  meeting  of  Parliament,  in 
which  there  was  a  recommendation  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission ;  the 
Cabinet  did  not  then  discuss  this  recom- 
mendation, neither  was  tbe  question 
again  brought  before  the  Cabinet;  and 
their  Lordships  would  be  aware,  that  the 
Ministers  who  had  receded  resigned  their 
offices  at  five  o'clock  on  Tuesday,  the 
27th  of  May. 

The  Earl  of  Wkklow  said,  in  reply, 
there  was  one  sentiment  which  he  hMrd 
from  the  noble  Lord  opposite  which  gave 
him  satisfaction,  when  he  spoke  of  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  the  dignity  of  that 
House.  But  the  dignity  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  was  not  maintoined  by  the 
highest  officer  of  that  Hoase  getting  up 
in  his  place  and  charging  a  right  reverend 
Prelate  with  ignorance.  The  noble  Lord 
had  also  charged  him  and  others  with 
ignorance,  yet  failed  to  prove  it. 
He  said,  that  the  document  was 
not  before  the  House,  and  therefore 
noble  Lords  evinced  ignorance  in  speak- 
ing of  its  contents.  But  he  (the  Earl 
of  Wicklow)  heard  the  declarations  of  the 
noble  Lord's  colleagues  in  the  other 
House,  and  from  these  he  was  able  to 
judge  of  the  nature  and  object  of  the 
measure,  and,  on  the  strength  of  them, 
declared  that  he  had  no  confidence  in  the 
Government.  The  noble  Lord,  and  other 
noble  Lords  in  that  House,  stated  dif- 
ferent grounds  in  support  of  the  Com- 
mission from  their  colleagues  iu  the  other 
House.  His  Majesty's  Ministers  in  the 
other  House  declared,  that  the  object  of 
the  Commission  was  to  carry  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  member  for  St.  Alban's  into 
effect ;  and  his  Majesty's  Ministers  in 
their  Lordships'  House  declared  that  the 
Commission  was  merely  one  of  inquiry, 
and  had  no  reference  to  those  Resolutions. 
Amidst  such  conflicting  statemente  how 
could  their  Lordships  arrive  at  the  fact  ? 
The  noble  Lord  quoted  a  petition  as  the 
ground  of  the  Commission ;  but  he 
could  not  forget  the  nature  of  the  measure 
of  last  Session  ;  and  what  he  now  alleged 
for  the  Commission  was  absolutely  pro- 
vided for   bj  tbe  Bill  of  last  Sesii<M» 
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He  would  say,  that  the  views  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  lately  held,  the  Privy  Seal  was 
a  drag-chain  on  the  headlong  career  of 
the  GovernmeDt.  He  (the  Earl  of  Wiek- 
low)  knew  his  own  duty,  and  need  not 
be  told  by  the  noble  Lord  what  it  was. 
At  all  events  he  would  not  be  disposed 
to  pay  deference  to  the  opinion  of  any 
one  who  would  maintaini  that  Parliament 
should  yield  to  clamour. 
The  Motion  was  agreed  to. 
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HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Priday,  June  6,  1834. 

IfiNims.]  Bilk.  Read  a  third  tliiM:---8{iri]^  Qtiarttr 
ScnioiiBi  County  Rate*. 

I^itions  pttKDted.  By  Mr.  Vkakon  Smith,  from  Belper, 
in  hytnx  of,  and  from  Smtetiy,  flgaiiist,  the  Clafana  of  the 
PfaHBtent  ftom  two  PiaMi»  asaiaic,  DrapkaniMni  and 
from  the  aame  Place,  against  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
BQL— By  Viioount  EBSiiroTOi^,  and  Btesars.  Beovohax, 
SSAir  Li9BTftB|  Chahlkb  TYii*lL|  HAw«if»,  Loid 
NonAsT%  Colonal  Wit.i.rAiia»  MeHti.  Blackbobmb, 
Strdtt,  and  Giaaoiuf  k,  from  several  Places, — against  the 
Poor  Law  Am«adment  Bill.— By  Sir  fi.  KwATcitBULL, 
fitom  Hiefihariiraad  otfaenof  Kent,  gainst  Tiaiei.-^By 
Sir  JoBN  SBBBioaT»  from  Hertford,  against  the  Import- 
ation of  Com  from  Jersey,  &c — ^By  Lord  Robkrt  Man- 
1IKR8,  Ldid  NoRitCYB,  Lofd  Jbrmyii,  Sir  Robnrr 
IKOUB*  Mr.  Kneouftr,  Mr.  Halvdrd,  and  Sir  Bditaiid 
KMATCB9UI.L,  from  several  Places,— «gah]st  the  Admission 
of  DinenterB  to  the  Vnivecsilies,  and  for  Protection  to 
the  Ohmch  of  Bngland,  and  s^hiat  the  3e|Mr«Clon  of 
Chofch  and  fitata*  By  Lmd  Jomt  Rumble,  ftom  Pwih, 
for  Vote  by  Ballot.— By  Mr.  B.  Coopbb,  ftom  Sligo,  for 
th«  Re^ertablishthent  of  the  Ltoeh  Bicnufd,  and  ftir  ReUef 
to  the  Unen  Trade. — ^By  Mr.  Oswald,  ftom  KilwSuiltig, 
fiMT  tha  Sepantkm  of  Churcband  Sliiew-~By  Mr.  AnnRLT 
and  Colund  Wiixiaim, — against  the  proposed  ttfeasure 
of  Chutch  Rates. — By  Sir  E.  KifAimBbTX,  from  Ave 
Plaoea,  mgitam  the  Beer  Bill,  mmI  ^pinat  DniBkcBness.— 
By  Mr.  OawALO,  fkom  Laigs,  for  SimpUiyinf  the  Pro- 
ceedings in  Courts  of  Justice;  from  (he  Parodiial  School- 
maaters  of  Ayr,  ibr  an  increaaed  Stipends  from  two  Plaoea, 
fate  Better  Syafa  of  ChmehPatroaege  in  Scotlaiid.**By 
Lord  DAuiBNr,  from  Tarholton,  for  Protection  to  the 
Church  of  Scotland.— By  Si?  RoBkBT  InoLis,  from  Clap- 
hem,  &e.,  againit  the  Separation  Of  Church  end  State.— 
By  Oeioael  Wiujamb,  frooft  Staley^Bri4ge,  in  £ivour  of 
the  Lord's  Day  Bill;  fbom  Ashton-under-Lyne,  for  the 
Remission  of  tiie  Sentence  on  the  Dorchester  Labourers. — 
By  Sir  RoBBRT  iHGus,  ftom  Heekmondwidce  and  Plymp- 
te%  for  the  Better  Obaervaiioe  of  the  Lord's  Day. 

Poor  Law^*  Amendment.]  Lord 
AUhorp  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
the  Committee  od  the  Poor  Law  Amend* 
mentBiU. 

Go  the  Question,  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair — 

Mr.  Cobbeit  expressed  his  wish,  that 
the  House  would  inquire  into  the  cause 
of  the  increase  of  pauperism  before  it 
passed  this  measure ;  it  would  thus  as- 
certain whether  it  was  necessary  to  pass 
it  at  all.  tf  it  were  found  that  the  evils 
bad  not  increased,  or  that  they  were  sta- 
tioaary,  it  might  not  b^  wise  to  legislate 


upon  the  subject.  The  instructions  to  the 
Commissioners  stated,  that  '*  if  the  evils 
of  the  system  appeared  to  be  diminished, 
or  to  be  stationary,  it  would  be  better  to 
endure  them  than  to  incur  the  probable 
hazard  of  an  extensive  alteration."  As 
to  the  poor-rates,  it  appeared  that  though 
they  had  augmented  ot  late  years,  yet,  that 
in  the  last  year  thev  had  diminished  four 
per  cent,  all  over  the  kingdom ;  so  that, 
according  to  the  rule  prescribed  to  thje 
Commissioners,  the  House  ought  not  to 
interpose,  and  the  Bill  upon  the  Table 
ought  to  proceed  no  farther.  At  least 
Parliament  ought  to  pause  and  investigate 
the  fact  before  it  ventured  to  make  so 
extensive  an  alteration.  The  House,  in 
fact,  treated  the  subject  as  if  the  poor  had 
been  euilty  of  some  crime,  when  the  fact 
was,  that  neither  Magistrates,  Overseers, 
nor  poor  were  in  fault :  the  fault  lay  in 
the  acts  of  the  House  itself  and  it  was  so 
duly  sensible  of  that  fact,  that  it  was 
afraid  to  investigate  the  causes  of  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  poor.  The  Com- 
missioners had  now  and  then  let  out  facts 
that  did  not  quite  make  for  the  end  they 
had  in  view,  pleasing  those  who  appointed 
them,  and  it  was  in  evidence  in  their 
Report,  that  in  the  parish  of  Breed,  in 
Sussex,  fifty  years  ago,  there  was  but  one 
cottage  that  did  not  belong  to  the  la- 
bourers who  occupied  them:  now  there 
were  but  two  cottages  the  property  of 
labourers,  182  of  whom  were  upon  the 
rates.  In  another  place  the  labourers 
formerly  brewed  their  own  beer :  now  they 
neither  brewed  beer  nor  drank  it.  In  the 
Report  of  the  Agricultural  Committee  it 
was  stated,  that  a  want  of  employment 
was  one  of  the  great  causes  of  the  increase 
of  the  poor-rate,  and  that  this  want  of  em- 
ployment occurred  while  at  the  same  time  a 
large  quantity  of  land  either  was  entirely 
uncultivated,  or  stood  in  need  of  better 
cultivation.  Now  what  he  (Mr.  Cobbett) 
wished  to  know  was,  what  the  cause  was 
of  all  this  ?  He  thought  it  ought  to  be 
explained  before  they  proceeded  with  the 
Bill,  the  tendency  of  which  was  more 
than  half  to  revolutionize  the  country. 
Before  they  proceeded  with  that  Bill, 
they  ought  to  solve  the  problem  contained 
in  the  passage  which  he  had  referred  to 
in  the  Report  of  the  Agricultural  Com- 
mittee. It  was  his  intention  on  the  next 
occasion  when  it  was  proposed  that  the 
House  should  resolve  itself  into  this  Com- 
mittee to  move  that^  before  any  (unh«r 
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proceeding  with  the  Bill,  an  inauiry 
should  be  instituted  of  the  causes  of  the 
great  evils  which  existed  under  the  pre- 
sent Administration  of  the  Poor-laws ; 
and  also  that  a  copy  of  the  instructions 
which  had  been  given  to  the  Barristers 
who  drew  up  the  Bill  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table. 

Mr.  Clay  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whether 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  admit  of  ap- 
peals against  the  decisions  of  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  being  moved  by  writ  of 
certiorari  mto  the  King's  Bench. 

Lord  Altkorp  did  not  see  any  import- 
ance in  retaining  that  clause  which  gave 
the  Commissioners  the  power  of  acting 
as  justices  of  the  peace ;  but  with  respect 
to  the  clause  which  provided  that  the 
orders  framed  by  •  the  Commissioners 
should  not  be  removable  by  writ  of  cer- 
tiorariinto  any  of  his  Majesty's  Courts  of 
Record,  he  did  not  think,  afler  the  best 
consideration  he  had  been  able  to  give 
the  subject,  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
remove  that  clause  from  the  Bill.  If, 
however,  before  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee any  mode  could  be  devised  of 
trying  the  legality  of  the  Commissioners' 
orders,  without  suspending  them,  he 
should  not  be  indisposed  to  adopt  it ;  but 
to  proceeding  by  writ  of  certiorari  he 
decidedly  objected,  because  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  suspending  the  Orders  of  the 
Commissbners,  and  interfering  very  incon- 
veniently with  the  action  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  conceived,  that  the 
noble  Lord,  by  adhering  to  that  clause,  was 
about  to  establish  an  absolute  tyranny  on 
the  part  of  the  Commissioners.  These 
officers  would  not  be  responsible  for  any 
of  their  conduct  under  the  Bill ;  no  action 
could  be  brought  against  them;  there 
would  be  no  tribunal  to  try  the  case  or  to 
correct  anything  they  might  do.  He  for 
one  did  not  think  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land were  disposed  to  submit  to  such  a 
power,  either  in  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners or  in  that  House  itself.  If  the 
Commissioners  were  under  any  obligation 
to  make  only  legal  orders,  who  was  to 
judge  of  the  legality  unless  it  were  some 
of  the  superior  Law  Courts  ?  This  would 
be  the  only  remedy.  An  action  must  be 
brought  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  the 
orders  of  the  Commissioners  were  legal ; 
but  by  the  Bill  the  Commissioners,  it 
seemed,  were  to  be  relieved  from  all  re- 

•pOQiibUity,  The  noble  Lord  yw  cibout  to 


establish  an  absolute  irresponsible  power 
which  no  Court  of  Law  could  control. 
The  question  was,  did  it  become  the  House 
of  Commons  to  intrust  such  a  power  with 
any  man  or  body  of  men  whatsoever.  Un* 
less  the  writ  of  certiorari  was  allowed  to 
exist  as  at  common  law  the  6rst  part  of 
the  Amendment  which  he  understood  the 
noble  Lord  was  to  move  to  the  Bill  would 
pass  for  nothing  at  all.  The  noble  Lord 
was  really  about  to  establish  a  perfect 
tyranny  unless  he  admitted  of  the  control 
of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  or  of  some 
control  besides  that  of  submitting  the 
orders  of  the  Commissioners  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State. 

Lord  Althorp  explained,  that  his  ob- 
jection to  allowing  the  orders  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  be  removed  by  writ  of  cer- 
tiorari to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  arose 
out  of  the  delay  which  such  a  proceeding 
was  calculated  to  produce.  But  he  re- 
peated, some  unobjectionable  mode  of 
ascertaining  the  legality  of  the  Commis- 
sioners' OTClers  could  very  probably  be 
devised  before  the  termination  of  the 
Committee.  He  did  not  so  much  object 
to  allowing  a  question  to  be  raised 
respecting  their  legality  previous  to  their 
operation,  as  he  did  to  having  their 
legality  disputed  after  they  had  been  acted 
upon. 

Mr.  Crrote  trusted,  that  the  powers  of 
the  Commissioners  would  not  be  cripf)led. 
If  the  efficiency  of  the  measure  was  de- 
stroyed, the  House  would  incur  the  odium 
of  passing  an  unconstitutional  measure, 
without  having  the  consolation  of  being 
able  to  derive  any  benefit  from  it. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  orders  of  the 
Commissioners  would  contain  matter  of  a 
mixed  nature,  being  both  legal  and  poli- 
tical; and  he,  therefore,  did  not  think 
that  they  could  properly  be  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  his  Majesty's 
Courts  of  Record.  There  was  a  great  dis- 
tinction between  applying  to  a  court  of 
justice  by  writ  of  certiorari,  on  a  specific 
question  of  law,  and  going  there  to  get 
its  sanction  to  a  whole  code  of  laws  be* 
fore  they  were  issued. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee. 

On  the  21st  clause,  requiring  the  Com- 
missioners to  inquire  into  the  expense  of 
the  poor  belonging  to  each  parish  tor  three 
years,  being  read. 

Sir  Henry  Willoughby  said,  that  he  felt 

great  objecUpn  to  this  clause,  as  it  gave  to 
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the  Commissioners  the  power  of  imposing 
a  tax  to  whatever  extent  they  pleased  on 
any  parish,  without  the  consent  of  the 
rate-payers  and  the  owners  of  property 
within  the  parish.  In  his  opinion,  the 
present  clause  completely  annulled  the 
provision  in  the  19th  clause,  restricting 
the  amount  of  money  which  the  Commis- 
sioners were  empowered  to  raise  to  50/. 
from  each  parish,  and  might  have  the 
effect  of  altering  the  value  of  every  estate 
in  the  kingdom,  by  making  the  inhabit- 
ants of  a  well-managed  parish  united  to  a 
pauperized  parish  pay  for  the  erection  of 
workhouses  for  which  they  themselves 
had  no  need.  He  should,  therefore,  pro- 
pose that  the  Commissioners  should  have 
the  power  of  taxing  any  parish  with- 
out the.  consent  of  the  majority  of  the 
rate-payers  and  owners  of  property. 
.  Lord  Althorp  understood  the  objection 
of  the  hon.  Grentleman  to  the  clause  was, 
that  it  gave  the  Commissioners  the  power 
of  taxing  parishes  to  any  extent.  The 
ground  for  the  assumption  was,  that 
the  Commissioners  had  the  power  of 
building  workhouses  in  any  parishes  they 
pleased.  The  Commissioners  had  no 
such  power ;  they  merely  were  enabled  to 
direct  the  forming  unions  of  parishes,  and 
they  had  merely  the  power  of  recommend- 
ing the  erection  of  workhouses;  the 
parish,  however,  could  refuse.  The 
amount  of  expenditure  that  the  Commis- 
sioners could  order  was  comparatively 
small.  The  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  think 
that  parishes  with  small  rates  would  ob- 
ject to  contribute  towards  building  work- 
houses. He  (Lord  Althorp)  did  not  anti- 
cipate that  that  would  be  the  case ;  he 
thought,  that  it  was  more  likely,  that 
parishes  paying  large  rates  would  object 
to  pay  their  proportion  to  funds  for  building 
woricnouses.  If  the  Commissioners  were 
to  have  the  power  of  building  workhouses 
the  objection  of  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
be  of  some  weight;  but,  although  this 
was  recommended  in  the  Report  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  his  Majesty's 
Government  would  not  consent  to  give 
them  such  power. 

Sir  Thomas  Freemantle  said,  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  there  was  some 
ground  for  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, but  not  to  the  extent  that  he  sup- 
posed. As  the  Bill  stood,  the  Commis- 
sioners would  have  the  power  of  calling 
upon  parishes  to  give  up  workhouses  that 
were  now  adequate  to  their  wants^  and  to 


contribute  to  the  building  of  a  general 
workhouse. 

Mr.  Groie  thought  that  the  clause  did 
not  bear  the  construction  put  on  it  by  the 
hon.  Baronet.  It  did  not  appear  to  him, 
however,  that  in  cases  of  unions  of  pa- 
rishes there  was  sufficient  provision  made 
for  ensuring  that  the  proportionate  ex- 
penses of  building  the  workhouse  should 
be  fairly  assessed. 

Mr.  TItomas  Attwood  said,  that  he 
should  support  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  because  it  tended  to  render  the 
Bill  absurd,  although  it  was  sufficiently 
absurd  already.  He  objected  to  the  Bill 
in  every  possible  form,  and  thought  it 
wrong  in  its  object,  wrong  in  its  details, 
and  wrong  in  its  principles.  The  noble 
Lord  had  nine  large  volumes  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Poor  Laws  which  no  human 
being  had  ever  read  through,  or  indeed 
through  any  one  of  them.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  that  his  Bill  was  founded  on 
the  evidence  contained  in  those  volumes. 
This  assertion  reminded  him  of  the  story 
of  a  negro  who  had  been  sent  by  his  mas- 
ter to  count  the  pebbles  on  the  shore,  and 
who  in  a  short  time  returned  to  his  master 
and  said,  that  there  were  21,000,000,000. 
His  master  charged  him  with  telling  a 
falsehood,  but  the  negro  replied,  **  Go, 
master,  and  count  them,  and  you  will  find 
I  am  correct."  So  it  was  with  the  noble 
Lord,  who  said  that  his  Bill  was  founded 
on  the  facts  contained  in  the  evidence 
annexed  to  the  Report,  and  told  Members 
to  go  and  read  it.  But  he  could  tell  the 
noble  Lord  that  there  was  not  a  man  in 
that  House  who  could  get  through  those 
volumes.  The  whole  Bill  was  founded  on 
the  assumption  of  arbitrary  power,  and 
would,  if  carried,  rob  the  poorer  classes 
in  the  most  shameful  manner,  indeed  as 
much  as  was  done  by  the  Act  by  which  a 
return  was  ordered  to  cash  payments. 
Why  did  the  noble  Lord  attempt  to  force 
such  a  Bill  down  the  throats  of  the  people? 
For  his  part  he  had  never  heard  of  any 
grievances  growing  out  of  the  Poor-laws. 
The  amount  of  the  poor-rates  paid  at 
present  was  not  greater  than  it  was  forty 
years  ago,  if  they  took  into  consideration 
the  increase  of  population.  At  present 
the  poor-rates  of  Birmingham  amounted 
to  nearly  40,000Z.  But  the  Bill  of  1819 
robbed  the  people  of  Birmingham  of 
4,000.000/.  a-year.  The  noble  Lord 
could  not  expect  to  live  much  longer. 
He  (Mr.  Attwood)  therefore  wished  the 
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noble  Lord  had,  for  the  sake  of  his  repota- 
tioDy  ended  his  political  career  before  he 
brought  forward  this  absurd  Bill. 

Lord  Aithorp  was  not  surprised  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  every 
part  of  the  Bill  when  he  said,  that  he  had 
never  heard  of  any  defects  in  the  Poor- 
laws. 

Sir  Henry  Willoughby  said,  there  were 
not  less  than  220  parishes  in  which  from 
one-fifth  to  one-twentieth  of  the  popula- 
tion were  said  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  be  out  of  employment  during 
part  of  the  year.  Now  he  wished  to 
know  whether  they  could  establish  a  work- 
house system  in  parishes  of  this  kind  ?  He 
eould  mention  one  parish  in  which  there 
were  100  out  of  work  in  summer  and  120 
in  winter.  Now  were  all  those  men  who 
could  not  always  procure  work  to  be 
forced  into  workhouses?  There  were 
some  parishes  in  which  the  single  men 
would  be  quite  sufficient  to  do  all  the 
work  of  the  parish.  The  consequence  in 
such  parishes  must  be  to  send  all  the  men 
with  families  into  th^  workhouse,  or  else 
compel  them  to  accept  of  very  reduced 
wages.  If  the  system  in  the  workhouse 
was  too  stringent  men  would  feel  reluct- 
ance to  enter  it,  and  the  effect  would  be 
to  minimize  wages  in  such  a  parish.  It 
was  well  known  that  persons  who  once 
entered  a  workhouse  seldom  left  it.  He 
was  checkmated  for  ever  after.  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  any  man  say,  that  this 
was  a  constitutional  measure,  and  consist- 
ent with  the  Poor-laws  of  this  country. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  word  ♦*  workhouse*' 
did  not  once  occur  in  the  43rd  of  Eliza- 
beth. He  would  be  quite  satisfied  if  it 
could  be  shown  to  him  Chat  by  a  system 
of  workhouses  work  could  be  procured 
for  the  redundant  population. 

Mr.  Tower  said,  he  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  member  for  Birmingham  say, 
that  there  were  no  complaints  of  the 
Poor-laws.  This  might  be  true  of  manu- 
facturing districts,  for  they  did  not  press 
so  heavily  upon  the  manufacturing  as 
upon  the  agricultural  interest,  the  former 
paying  in  the  proportion  of  only  one  to 
twenty-two  or  twenty -five.  He  would 
oppose  the  Amendment  because  it  tended 
to  smother  the  Commissioners  with  two 
great  a  variety  of  work,  and  thus  to  im- 
pair their  efliGacy. 

Mr.  Wotryche  Whitmore  expressed  his 
surprise  at  the  objection  laken  by  his  hon. 
friend    (^r    Henry  Willoughby)  to  the  | 


workhouse  system  altogether.  If  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  were 
carried,  it  would  prevent  many  parishes  in 
anion  from  contributing  their  quota  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor.  It  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  Bill  gave  the  Commis-* 
sioners  a  power  to  erect  a  general  system 
of  workhouses  all  over  the  conn  try. 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  did  not  understandl 
that  the  Bill  gave  the  power  to  erect 
workhouses  without  the  consent  of  the 
majority  of  the  rate-payers  of  a  parish. 
He  wished  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord 
what  it  was  the  Bill  proposed  to  do  in 
that  respect  f 

Lord  Aithorp  was  glad  that  the  hon* 
member  for  Berkshire  had  given  him  the 
opportunity  of  stating,  that  the  Bill  did 
not  give  the  power  to  build  workhouses 
without  the  consent  of  the  majority  of  the 
rate-payers  of  the  parish.  Tlie  Commis- 
sioners had  the  power  to  suggest  to  the 
parish  the  erection  of  a  workhouse,  but 
the  erection  was  not  to  take  place  without 
the  consent  of  the  rate-payers,  not  even 
in  unions  of  parishes.  The  Bill  did  not 
involve  the  necessity  of  giving  no  relief 
out  of  the  workhouse,  or  of  erecting  work* 
houses  throughout  the  country,  without 
the  consent  of  the  majority  of  the  owners 
of  property.  The  question  whether  th« 
workhouse  system  might  not  be  better 
applied  was  a  different  thing ;  bat  it 
would  be  absurd  to  suppose  that  the  Bill 
meant  to  sanction  a  general  system  of 
workhouses  throughout  the  eountry.  The 
power  of  giving  relief  out  of  doors  would 
still  remain  as  before.  The  only  differ- 
ence would  be,  that  the  Magistrates  would 
not  have  the  same  power  as  formerly  to 
award  relief,  that  power  resting  with  the 
guardians  of  the  poor. 

Mr.  Benett  contended,  that  the  parish 
would  have  no  effectual  control  over  the 
erection  of  workhouses  unless  the  clause 
were  worded  *'  and  *'  with  the  consent, 
instead  of  **  or  **  with  the  consent  of  the 
guardians  of  the  poor.  He  had  the 
strongest  objection  to  a  general  workhouse 
system,  and  on  that  ground  he  would  sop- 
port  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  that  it  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Wiltsbirs 
that  country  gentlemen  would,  under  this 
Bill,  no  longer  be  guardians  of  the  poor 
in  their  respective  parishes.  If  his  hon. 
friend  would  look  more  closely  into  the 
Act,  he  would  find  that  the  het  was  deci- 
dedly the  reverse,  for  one  Magistrate  m 
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each  diitrict  would  be  a  guardian  of  the 
poor. 

Mr.  Hodges  looked  upon  the  mea- 
sure as  one  for  giving  aid  to  the 
sick  and  employment  to  the  able- 
bodied  poor.  Now,  in  this  clause  the 
Commissioners  were  directed  to  inquire 
into  the  expenses  incurred  for  three  previ- 
ous years  in  the  parishes  about  to  be 
united  for  the  support  of  the  poor,  and 
thereupon  to  strike  an  average  for  the 
whole.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  they 
should,  in  inquiring  into  such  expense, 
make  an  analytical  division  of  it,  showing 
how  much  had  been  incurred  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  aged  and  impotent,  and  how 
much  for  the  support  of  the  able-bodied 
poor  in  each  parish.  It  was  for  the  able- 
bodied  paupers  that  those  workhouses 
were  intended,  and  it  was  according  to 
the  expense  that  had  been  incurred  in 
each  separate  parish  for  the  support  of 
that  class  of  paupers  that  parishes,  when 
united,  should  be  rated  towards  the  ex- 
pense of  erecting  those  workhouses.  Un- 
less an  analysis  were  made  of  the  mode 
in  which  the  expenses  connected  with  the 
support  of  the  poor  for  the  three  previous 
years  had  been  incurred  much  injustice 
might  be  done,  for  in  some  parishes  little 
or  none  might  have  been  laid  out  in  the 
support  of  able-bodied  poor,  while,  owing 
to  law  expenses  and  other  accidental 
causes,  the  outlay  in  other  respects  might 
have  been  considerable.  With  regard  to 
this  incorporation  of  parishes  for  the  erec- 
tion of  workhouses,  it  had  been  tried 
already  in  Suffolk  for  a  period  of  fifty 
years»  and  instead  of  lessening  it  had  in- 
creased the  expenditure  for  the  poor  in  the 
parishes  that  had  adopted  it.  He  thought 
the  principle  erroneous  and  mischievous. 

Mr.  Poulett  Sorope  agreed  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Kent  in  the  objections 
which  he  had  taken  to  this  clause.  If 
passed  in  its  present  form,  it  would  press 
with  great  hardness  and  severity  upon 
those  smaller  parishes  who  at  present  had 
no  workbouaes  at  all,  but  who  supported 
their  poor  at  their  own  homes  humanely 
and  well.  It  would  be  extremely  hard  to 
compel  those  parishes,  by  uniting  them  to 
other  and  larger  parishes,  to  contribute  to 
the  erection  of  workhouses  that  thev  did 
not  want.  The  hon.  member  for  Kent 
had  referred  to  the  iUilure  that  had  at- 
tended the  trial  of  this  workhouse  system 
in  Suffolk,  where  it  hafl  existed  for  a  long 
period.  In  corroboration  of  that  opinion  he 


would  just  read  to  the  House  a  few  extracts 
from  the  Report  of  Mr.  Stuart,  one  of  the 
Assistant-Commissioners,  with  regard  to 
the  incorporated  hundreds  in  that  county. 
The  House  would  see  what  had  been  the 
effect  of  this  incorporated  workhouse 
system  there,  and  they  would  also  perceive 
that  it  had  been  tried  exactly  in  the 
manner  that  this  Bill  proposed  to  intro- 
duce it  all  over  the  country.  The  hon. 
Member  accordingly  read  a  long  passage 
from  the  Report,  stating  that  the  workhouse 
system  had  there  failed,  and  that  the 
workhouses  had  become  prisons.  The 
hon.  Member  contended,  that  this  extract 
faithfully  depicted  what  was  the  object, 
and  what  would  be  the  consequences  of 
the  workhouse  system  as  proposed  to  be 
established  by  this  Bill.  They  would  in 
fact  become,  as  they  had  in  Suffolk,  pri- 
sons for  the  purpose  of  terrifying  appltoants 
from  seeking  for  relief;  and  though  such 
a  cruel  expedient  might  be  resorted  to,  it 
would  be  seen  that  it  had  little  chance  of 
being  attended  with  success.  The  hon. 
Member  also  read  an  extract  from  a 
letter  of  Mr.  Becher,  who  had  been 
described  as  a  patron  of  workhouses,  in 
which  he  stated,  that  the  workhouse 
system  as  proposed  under  this  Bill  would 
be  productive  of  great  mischief.  He  (Mr. 
Scrope)  could  not  support  the  Amendment, 
as  it  would  take  away  altogether  the 
power  of  uniting  parishes,  but  he  trusted 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  introduce  here- 
after a  modification  of  the  clause  so  as  to 
prevent  the  injustice  of  driving  a  large 
portion  of  the  people  Into  workhouses, 
which  would  be  so  many  large  prisons. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment 
— Ayes  12;  Noes  113;  Majority  101. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Astley,  Sir  J.  Fryer,  R. 

Atiwood,  T.  Godson,  R. 

Barnard,  E.  O.  Guise,  Sir  W. 

Benett,  J.  Scholefield,  J. 

Brotherton,  T.  Tower,  C.  T. 
Butler,  Colonel  tellkr. 

Faithfull,  G.  VVilloughby,  Sir  H. 

The  clauses  as  far  as  the  thirty-second 
were  agreed  to.  The  Committee  to  sit 
again. 
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ChaniLK^j  Hit  Karl  oC  Stbadmoxb*  ftora  •  pMt 
Number  of  Plaoef ,  agiiast  the  Ckiti»  oC  the  Di«enteii.~ 
By  Che  Earl  of  VsmuLAM,  ftom  the  Landowneit  tad 
otfaen  of  Hcrtfiwd,  agalaat  the  iBftpartatlon  of  Com  from 
Janey  end  Gueraeey. — By  the  Duke  of  Suthbelano, 
from  one  Place,  ageinit  any  Alteration  in  the  Sale  of  Beer 
Act  t  and  from  another  Ptaoe,  for  Rdlef  to  the  Dtaenteii} 
from  Stainci  t  and  by  the  Bishopof  LiOMdom,  from  Tottaa- 
ham,  in  fiivour  of  the  Chimney  Swecpcn  Regulation  BilL 
—By  the  Earl  of  Gosford,  from  Plymouth,  for  a  Clauie 
In  the  Sabbath  Otoerranoe  DUL^By  the  lame,  and  Lord 
SuTFiBLD,  from  two  Pboot*— 4ar  the  Better  Obsenranoe 
of  the  Sabbath.'-By  Earl  Pitxwiluau,  from  Balfour, 
for  the  Separation  of  Chmch  and  State.— By  the  Earl  of 
CoTBvnT,  from  wvcral  Flaeea,  against  the  AdmiMkm  of 
Dtnenteri  to  the  UniTcnitla ;  and  from  lercral  Plaoea, 
againit  the  Separation  of  Church  and  State«— By  the  aame. 
Earl  VsauLAMf  and  the  Earl  of  Goavono,  from  a  Number 
of  Plaom,— for  Pioleetion  to  the  EiraMighart  Chuith,  and 
f^aintt  Um  Claims  of  the  Diuenteia. 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Monday  f  June  9,  1834. 

Mrwvna.]  Bills.  Read  a  second  tbnet— Weights  and 
Measures  (Ireland)  t  Lancaster  Court  of  Common  Pteass 
Sseheala  i  Settled  Estates.— Read  a  third  time :— Adminis- 
tration of  Juatlee  in  Bonnigfas;  Landed  Seeuritias  (ire- 
land))  Justioesof  tbePeaoa 

Petitions  presented.  By  Sir  Gbobob  Grit,  from  two 
Flaees,  i^ainst  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  BID.— By  Mr. 
JoBM  Maxwsll.  from  KlrklntiUock,  for  aeeoring  a  part 
of  Churdi  room  to  those  who  pay  for  the  building  of 
the  Churches.— By  Mr.  Colquboun,  from  GxeenodE,  for 
Endowed  Leeturcrships  in  Townairiiere  there  are  no  Uni> 
venitics.— Ay  Mr.  Nicholl.  from  Olamorgsn,  for  exempt- 
ing Lime  from  the  payment  of  Toll.— 'By  Sir  Andrbw 
Aoif  sw,  from  Ahnondbury,  against  any  Individual  in  his 
M^esty^  Senriee  bek^  oompelled  to  attend  the  Religious 
Senriossof  Roman  CathoUcB  Abroad;  from  Port  Patrick, 
for  Regulating  the  Nomination  of  Ministen  to  Churches 
(Scotland).— By  Sir  Wiluam  Folkks,  from  several 
Places,  for  a  Clanse  in  the  Tithes  Commutation  BilL— By 
Crcneral  AnBumNor,  from  the  Synod  of  Angus  and 
Meame,  against  any  Alteration  in  the  Law  of  Patronage 
In  Scotland. — ^By  Captain  Dvniov,  from  Renfrew,  in 
flivour  of  the  Sabbath  Observaiice  BUL— By  Mr.  Biakb, 
from  palway,  for  a  Better  System  of  PUotsip  in  the  Bay 
and  Harbour  of  Galway;  from  the  same,  for  a  Canal  be- 
tween Galway  and  Loch  Corrib;  also  against  the  Tithes 
(Ireland)  BUI  s  from  three  Places,  for  the  Abolition  of 
Tithes. — ^By  Mr.  CoLonaouif,  and  General  Arbutb- 
KOT,  from  several  Phwes,  for  an  Increase  of  Salary 
to  ttie  Parochial  Sdmobnasters. — By  Sir  Tbomab  Fbbb- 
VAHTLB,  Colonel  Larni  Hat,  Messrs.  Fincb,  Hawkbb, 
WiLBOir  Pattbiv,  and  Nicholl,  from  several  Places, 
—against  the  Univenlties'  Admission  BlIL— By  Mr. 
CoTLAB  FBBooaaoiff,  and  Mc  Colquhoun,  from 
seveml  Places,  for  a  Better  System  of  Churdi  Patronage 
in  Scotland.- By  Mr.  E.  Romilly,  flrom  Newport  (Mon- 
mouth) I  and  by  Lord  Abthob  Lbitnox,  from  Chidiester, 
against  Church  Rates,  the  Diawntais'  Marriages  Bill,  and 
the  Registry  of  Births  BilL— By  Mr.  Coras,  from  Welling- 
ton, for  Relief  to  the  Dissenters.— By  Mr.  RrxBOLT, 
from  Great  Yarmouth,  against  the  Merchant  Seamen 
paying  Sixpence  to  Gnenwicfa  HospitaL— By  Mr.  Wiuoh 
PATTBir,  from  Ulvetrton,  against  the  Claims  of  the  Db- 
senters.— By  Lord  Arthur  Lbnkox,  Messrs.  Nbbld, 
COTBB,  Hawkbb,  and  Forbtbr,  from  several  PbweB,«-^r 
Protectlan  to  the  Churdi  of  England.— By  Lord  Artbub 
Lbbitox,  MesRS.  Dabhwood,  E.  Romilly,  and  Hodosom, 
fkom  several  Places,— against  the  Proposed  Measure  dt 
Churdi  Rales.— By  Lord  Wiluam  Lbmhox,  and  Mr. 
CuifurrR  LiSTBB,  from  sevsnl  Places, — ^for  putting  the 
Retailen  of  Beer  on  a  Footing  with  Licensed  Victuallers. 
-—By  Mr.  E.  Romilly,  and  Mr.  Parkbr,  from  Usk 
and  Sheffldd,^br  amending  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By 
Mr.  G.  W.  Wood,  Mr.  Coras,  and  Mr.  Parkbb,— 
i^alnst  any  Alteration  in  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act,— By 
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Mr.  J.  Maxwell,  and  Mr.  Bowbam  Cabtbb,  hum 
seversl  Places, — against  Drunkenness.— By  Sir  Wiluam 
FoLKBB,  Messrs.  O.  W.  Woot>»  Hbatmooti,  Botmbl, 
HAWKBa,  Wilson  Pattbv,  and  WALna,  from  « 
Number  of  Places,- against  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
BilL 

Case  of  Dr.  Williams.]  Sir  Edward 
Codrmgton  presented  a  Petition  from  Dr. 
Williams,  late  a  Surgeon  in  the  Navy, 
complaining  of  having  been  dismissed  from 
the  Navy  on  certain  allegations  against 
him  which  were  false,  and  the  falsehood 
of  which  was  since  admitted  by  those  who 
gave  the  Admiralty  the  information.  He 
was  dismissed,  and,  after  repeated  appli- 
cations to  the  Admiralty  in  1826,  for  a 
copy  of  the  charges  against  him,  was  told, 
that  they  had  been  proved  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Admiralty,  who  therefore 
struck  him  off  the  list.  After  repeated 
applications,  he  got  the  minutes  of  his 
case,  and  it  was  referred  to  the  pre- 
sent Admiralty  Solicitor,  by  whom  the 
chai^  was  said  to  be  affirmed.  He  (Sir 
Edward  Codrington)  contended,  that  the 
dismissal  by  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty 
was  unconstitutional  and  illegal.  The 
case  of  the  petitioner  involved  a  question 
of  great  constitutional  importance.  A 
roan,  without  being  confronted  with  his 
accusers  had  been  dismissed  from  the 
navy.  This  unconstitutional  power  had 
been  exerted  by  the  Admiralty  in  more 
cases  than  one ;  and  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  that  it  was  once  in  contempla- 
tion to  have  struck  him  (Sir  Edward  Cod- 
rington) off  the  list,  without  affording  him 
the  means  of  publicly  defending  himself. 
He  asked,  why  the  Admiralty  did  not  do  it? 
It  was,  because  he  should  have  brought 
the  subject  before  the  public  through  the 
medium  of  that  House.  It  was  not  from 
a  sense  of  justice  that  they  refrained  from 
making  the  attempt,  to  which  they  were 
urged  by  political  feeling;  but  because 
they  dared  not  to  do  it.  The  Admiralty 
in  itself  had  no  power  to  strike  an  officer 
from  the  list ;  it  could  only  be  done  by 
the  sign-manual  of  the  Sovereign.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  referred  to  the 
two  cases  of  Admiral  Vernon  in  1746, 
and  of  Sir  Isaac  Coffin  in  1786,  in  which 
it  was  held  by  the  twelve  Judges,  that  it 
was  illegal  for  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to 
strike  officers  off  the  list,  and  these  two 
who  had  been  struck  off  were  restored. 
There  was  another  objection  to  the  exercise 
of  this  power.  For  every  three  individuals 
who  were  struck  off  tbelisty  the  Admiralty 
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po88eMe4  the  privilege  of  appointing  one. 
Therefore  they  had  a  direct  interest  in 
striking  off  as  many  as  they  could.  He 
contended^  that  such  a  power  was  anusurp- 
ation  of  the  Royal  Prerogative,  and  ought 
not  to  be  exercised  by  any  body  of  men. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  thought  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  should  not  have  the  power  he 
had  referred  to,  he  ought  to  bring  such  an 
important  question  forward  on  its  own 
merits,  and  not  discuss  it  incidentally  on 
the  presentation  of  a  petition.  The  subject 
was  one  of  very  great  importance  in  a 
constitutional  point  of  view ;  and  if  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  should  think  fit  to 
bring  the  question  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House  in  a  substantive  Motion,  he 
should  be  prepared  at  any  time  to  meet  it. 
He  must,  however,  decline  entering  into  a 
discussion  of  that  question  on  the  present 
occasion.  With  reference  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Williams,  he  must  say,  that  it  was 
one  which  did  not  call  for  the  interference 
of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  entered 
into  an  explanation  of  various  transac- 
tions in  which  the  individual  mentioned 
had  been  concerned,  with  a  view  of  satis- 
fying the  House,  that  Mr.  Williams  had 
in  his  private  capacity  behaved  very  ill. 
The  Admiralty,  therefore,  were  perfectly 
justified  in  removing  him  from  the  service, 
in  such  a  profession  as  the  army  or  the 
navy,  he  knew  of  no  distinction  to  be 
made  between  the  character  of  an  officer 
.  and  the  character  of  a  gentleman,  for  what 
was  discreditable  to  the  one  was  equally 
dishonourable  to  the  other.  It  would  have 
been  a  reproach  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
to  suffer  so  dishonourable  a  man  to  remain 
in  his  Majesty's  service,  and  they  had 
acted  with  great  propriety  in  striking  him 
off  the  list. 

Major  Beauclerk  was  unacquainted  with 
the  merits  of  the  present  case,  but  he  pro- 
tested against  the  principle  of  depriving 
any  officer  of  his  commission,  without 
affording  him  the  opportunity  of  defending 
himself  by  a  Court-martial. 

Sir  James  Graham  was  surprised,  that 
the  experience  of  the  hon.  and  p;allant 
Admiral  had  not  suggested  to  him  the 
difference  which  existed  between  an  officer 
on  full  pay  and  one  upon  half-pay  only, 
with  reference  to  the  question  under  dis- 
cussion. He  could  scarcely  suppose  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  be  ignorant 
that  an  officer  on  half-pay  could  not  be 
tried  by  a  Court-martial.    A  full  investi- 
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gation  had  taken  place  by  successive 
Boards  of  Admiralty  into  the  allegations 
made  against  the  petitioner;  those  facts 
had  been  fully  established  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  each  Board ;  they  had  been 
again  and  again  inquired  into,  and  as 
often  re-established,  so  completely  as  to 
leave  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
had  made  the  investigation.  It  had  been 
proved  beyond  a  doubt,  that  this  individual 
had  been  guilty  of  most  dishonourable 
conduct,  and  acts  had  been  established 
against  him  that  were  highly  derogatory 
to  the  character  of  a  gentleman.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  was  unable  to  make  any 
distinction  between  the  conduct  of  a  man 
as  a  gentleman,  and  that  honourable  course 
of  conduct  which  qualified  every  man  to 
bear  the  commission  of  his  Majesty.  The 
Crown,  therefore,  as  the  guardian  of  the 
honour  of  the  navy,  had,  by  means  of  the 
Admiralty,  upon  the  full  establishment  of 
the  dishonour  of  the  petitioner,  directed 
that  he  should  be  struck  off  the  list. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  had  in- 
sinuated, that  this  individual,  and  many 
others,  had  been  struck  off  the  list,  because 
the  Admiralty  possessed  a  direct  interest 
in  so  doing ;  and,  that  for  every  three  who 
were  struck  off,  they  had  the  privilege  of 
one  appointment.  He  (Sir  James  Graham) 
had  a  great  respect  for  the  gallant  Admi- 
ral, although  he  had  had  many  conflicts 
with  him  in  that  House ;  and,  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  filled  a  highly  respect- 
able station  in  his  Majesty's  navy,  he 
would  put  it  to  his  honour  to  declare, 
whether  he  believed  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty could  be  actuated  by  such  motives ; 
and,  if  he  thought  it  could  not,  he  would 
appeal  to  his  superior  judgment,  to  his 
more  generous  feeling,  whether  he  consi- 
dered it  consistent  with  his  duty  as  a  dis- 
tinguished officer,  or  the  courtesy  which 
was  ordinarily  extended  to  gentlemen  of 
the  same  station,  to  make  such  an  insinua- 
tion without  the  strongest  and  most  sub- 
stantial reasons?  [Sir Edward  Codringion : 
I  have  alluded  to  no  particular  board.] 
He  understood  the  gallant  Officer  to  say, 
that  the  motive  was  obvious,  and  such  as 
he  had  described.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral,  however,  was  very  unhappy  in 
selecting  the  present  case,  for  the  peti- 
tioner was  a  surgeon ;  and,  consequently, 
formed  an  exception  to  the  rule  to  which 
he  had  so  strongly  objected.  The  gallant 
Admiral  had  also  stated,  that  it  had  been 
in  contemplation  to  remove  him  from  his 
M 
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Majesty's  service.  He  mast  express  the 
great  respect  he  enterumed  for  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer ;  bot  had  he  seen  any- 
thing in  the  conduct  of  the  gallant  Admi- 
ral discreditable  to  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  an  officer  and  a  gentleman  (and 
this  was  a  supposition  he  could  not  enter- 
tain, but  the  gallant  Officer  had  raised 
the  question),  he  should  have  thought 
that  he  betrayed  the  trust  reposed  in  him 
by  his  Sovereign^  if  he  had  not  recom- 
mended his  Majesty  to  exercise  his  prero* 
gative,  and  remove  him  from  the  Navy-list. 
He  had  not  seen  anything  in  the  hon. 
Admiral's  character,  as  an  officer  or  a 
gentleman,  to  justify  such  a  recommend- 
ation ;  but  if,  when  he  had  the  honour  to 
preside  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  any- 
thing had  come  to  his  knowledge  at  all 
inconsistent  or  derogatory  to  the  character 
of  a  gentleman  and  an  officer,  he  re- 
peated, that  he  would  not  have  shrunk 
from  any  apprehension  of  what  that  House 
might  do,  or  of  unpopularity  out  of  it ; 
but  he  would  have  faced  the  House  and 
the  unpopularity,  by  acting  up  to  what  he 
considered  to  be  his  duty  to  his  Sove- 
reign. For  the  government  of  the  army 
and  navy  there  must  be  a  head  ;  and  that 
head  was  the  Sovereign.  But  the  Sove- 
reign did  not  exercise  the  privilege  of 
striking  officers  from  the  list  with  his  own 
hand ;  that  power  had  been  delegated  to 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  So  long  as  the 
present  form  of  Government  existed,  this 
power  must  be  vested  in  the  Crown,  and 
executed  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  The 
cases  which  had  been  quoted  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  had  no  application  to 
the  present  case. 

The  Lord  Advocate  thought  there  was 
one  point  which  had  not  been  sufficiently 
enforced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  made  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  power  exercised  by 
the  Crown,  and  the  power  exercised  by 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  The  truth  was, 
the  Crown  could  not  exercise  that  power, 
but  by  a  responsible  adviser,  who  was,  in 
this  case,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  said,  he  was 
the  last  man  to  say  anything  derogatory 
to  the  authority  and  dignity  of  his  Sove- 
reign ;  all  that  he  meant  was,  to  deprecate 
the  assumption  of  the  King's  name  by 
any  body  of  men  to  do  that  which  was 
unjust.  The  petitioner  and  his  accusers 
had  never  been  brought  face  to  face ;  and, 
therefore,  he  had  as  much  right  to  believe 


the  petMoner,  as  be  had  to  credit  Uie 
statements  of  his  accusers.  He  himself 
had  felt  something  of  the  injustice  with 
which  the  Board  of  Admiralty  acted 
towards  individuals  who  came  under  their 
ban  ;  he  had  courted  inquiry,  and  desired 
a  Court-martial  which  had  been  refused^ 
and  continued  to  be  refused,  and  he  had 
been  kept  in  the  t>ack  ground  becaase  he 
would  not  make  himself  politically  sub- 
servient to  party.  He  should  have  an 
opportunity  yet  of  setting  that  and  other 
matters  to  rights,  and  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty might  depend  that  he  was  not  to 
be  deterred  from  doing  his  duty,  either  to 
the  public  or  to  himself.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  then  presented  a  petition 
from  another  medical  officer  in  the  navy» 
complaining,  that  after  spending  nearly 
the  whole  of  his  life  in  his  Majesty's  ser- 
vice, he  was  now  about  to  be  thrown  on 
the  poor-rates,  having  been  refused  his 
pension  because  he  had,  in  want  of  other 
employment,  served  on  board  a  private 
trader. 

Pc^tion  laid  on  the  Table. 

Poor  Laws'  AHByDMEWT — Commit- 
tee.] Lord  Althorp  mdved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  Committee  on  the  Poor 
Laws'  Amendment  BilK 

On  the  Question,  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair, 

Mr.  Cobbett  said,  that  he  was  anxious 
to  stop  the  progress  of  the  Poor-hiws' 
Amendment  Bill  altogether.  The  noble 
Lord  had  vaunted,  that  it  would  aflbrd 
relief  to  agriculture;  and  when  the  repeal 
of  the  Malt-tax,  or  of  the  duty  on  agri- 
cultural horses  was  talked  of,  he  had 
always  said,  that  his  measures  upon  the 
Poor-laws  and  upon  tithes  would  accom- 
plish all  that  was  wanted.  As  to  tithes, 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  seem  to  be  much 
in  a  hurry ;  his  adversary  was  somewhat 
stout,  and  the  noble  Lord  had  not  the 
courage  to  look  him  in  the  face ;  but  the 
poor  might  be  met — ^they  might  be  looked 
in  the  face  without  danerer;  so,  while  the 
noble  Lord  fled  from  Dissenters  and  the 
Church,  he  vras  very  vigorous  in  his 
attack  upon  the  poor.  He  intended  to 
propose,  that  the  House  should  proceed 
no  further  with  the  Bill  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Poor-laws,  until  it  had  in- 
vestigated the  increase  of  the  poor-rates ; 
he  did  not  mean  to  press  for  the  Instruc- 
tions of  the  barristers  who  had  prepared 
the  Bill,  bot  to  move  the  following  resolu- 
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lion,  '*  Thatf  before  tke  House  pipceedi 
further  with  the  Bill,  a  Select  Conunittee 
should  be  appoiuled  to  inquire  iuto  the 
cause  or  causes  of  the  great  increase  of 
the  poor-rates  in  England  and  Wales«" 
If  the  Report  laid  on  the  Table  did  npt 
afford  suffioient  reasons  for  this  delay,  it 
would  be  strange  to  him  and  stranger 
still,  perhaps,  to  the  people  at  large. 
After  asserting,  that  the  Poor-laws' 
Amiendment  Bill  would  afford  effectual 
relief  to  the  farmer,  it  was  very  natural 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  introduce  it ; 
and  after  it  had  been  read  (he  believed) 
a  second  time,  another  Report  from  the 
fertile  brains  of  the  Poor-laws'  Commis- 
sioners was  presented.  The  Commission- 
ers had  been  instructed  to  find,  whether 
the  depression  of  agriculture  arose  from 
the  increase  of  the  poor-rates,  or  from  the 
mal-admioistration  of  the  Poor-laws.  If 
they  discovered  that  it  did  not,  then  there 
was  clearly  no  necessity  for  this  Bill. 
What  did  they  report  ?  Th^t  they  had 
put  this  question  to  1,717  gentlemen  of 
England  and  Wales — ^'  Do  you  Aink, 
that  the  amount  of  agricultural  capital  is 
declining?" — ^The  real  meaning  being,  in 
plain  winds,  **  Are  the  farmers  worse  off 
now  than  they  used  to  be  V  With  one 
exception,  the  whole  1,717  replied,  that 
the  farmers  were  poorer  than  formerly. 
The  exception  applied  to  the  estate  of  the 
late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  which, 
it  seemed,  was  so  well  managed,  that  were 
it  not  for  Scotch  bastards  aud  Scotch 
vagraots,  the  farmers  would  have  been  in 
abetter  eoodition  than  formerly*  Then 
the  Commissioners  followed  up  their  first 
question  by  a  second,  which  was  coupled 
by  the  little  conjunction  "and"-— *' And 
do  you  attribute  such  increase  or  diminu- 
tion to  any  causes  connected  with  the 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws  V  Why 
did  they  put  this  question  ?  It  was  just 
as  much  as  to  ask  them,  ''  Do  say,  it  is 
owing  to  the  Poor-laws— do  say,  that 
magistrates,  overseers,  and  the  poor  are  to 
blame,  and  that  the  latter  will  soon  devour 
up  the  whole  country,  or  our  poor  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  go  craa^." 
WhM  reply  had  been  given  ?  Out  of  the 
1,717  gentlemen,  401  had  positively  given 
it  as  their  opinion,  that  the  poor-rates  had 
not  been  the  eause  of  the  diminution  of 
agricultural  capital :  1,157  assigned  other 
causes — the  weight  of  taxation,  and,  above 
all,  great,  sudden,  and  arbitrary  changes 
jio  the  currency:    159  only  ascribed  the 


ruin  of  the  farmers  to  the  poor-rates.  The 
noble  liord  first  brought  in  his  Bill,  then 
read  it  a  second  time ;  and  next  laid  this 
Report  of  his  oyrn  Commissioners  on  the 
Table,  to  show,  that  his  Bill  was  neces- 
sary ;  yat  the  whole  1,717,  excepting  159 
perspns,  had  given  it  as  their  decided 
opinion,  that  the  depression  of  agriculture 
was  not  owing  to  the  poor-rates,  or  to  the 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws.  It  was 
just  as  If  the  noble  Lord  had  said  :.  '^  I 
will  show  you  what  power  and  influence  I 
possess — I  will  bring  in  a  bill,  and  pretend 
to  hack  it  up  by  a  Report  which  directly 
contradicts  it,  and  yet  I  will  make  the 
House  of  Commons  pass  the  Bill;  if  it 
will  not  go,  I  will  drag  it  with  me."  It 
was  curious,  also,  that,  of  the  159  persons, 
twelve  or  fourteen  were  anonymous  wit- 
nesses, one  of  whom  was  indorsed  by  the 
Bishop  of  London.  Surely  the  Bishop, 
at  this  day,  might  better  have  employed 
his  time,  than  in  supporting  evidence 
agaiqsi  the  poor,  and  ope  of  the  most 
ancient  institutions  of  the  country.  There 
was  another  ancient  institution,,  that  at 
present  much  required  his  aid,  and  to  that 
he  had  better  confine  his  exertions.  An- 
other of  the  159  witnesses  was  one  of  the 
Commissioners  who  went  down  to  his  own 
parish,  signed  the  Report,  and  sent  it  to 
his  brethren.  Another  was  the  member 
for  the  West  Ridingof  Yorkshire;  another, 
the  member  for  Suffolk;  another,  the 
member  for  West  Kent;  another,  the 
member  for  Stafford ;  another,  the  member 
for  Warwick ;  and  another,  the  member 
for  Buckingham*  To  these  were  to  be 
added  the  names  of  two  Peers,  Lord 
Radnor  and  Lord  Seaford.  They  ought 
to  look  a  little  closer  into  the  actual 
amount  that  was  collected  for  poor-rates, 
and  into  the  real  portion  of  that  amount 
from  which  the  poor  could  be  said  to 
derive  any  relief.  Eight  millions  was,  in 
round  numbers,  the  amount  of  the  poor- 
rate;  but,  of  this,  the  sum  of  1,694,000/. 
was  expended  for  other  purposes  than  the 
relief  of  the  necessitous  and  the  afflicted. 
They  vught  to  have  it  stated,  plainly  and 
precisely  stated,  to  what  purposes  this 
sum  was  applied ;  for,  in  his  (Mr.  Cob- 
bett's) opinion,  the  Game-laws, the  punish- 
ment of  poachers,  and  such  like  matters, 
had  no  little  to  do  with  this  expenditure. 
Then  there  was  the  pay  of  the  overseers, 
^nd  all  other  sources  of  patronage.  The 
amount  that  actually  went  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor  did  not  exceed  5,000,000/.  This 
M2 
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fearful  incresse  of  the  poor-rates  was  the 
theme  of  every  tongue ;  nothing  else  was 
thought  of.  Bat  the  50,000,000/.  of 
tuxes — the  increase  there  was  never  com- 
plained of  in  that  House.  Why  the 
Cierman  Legion,  then  in  Hanover,  re- 
ceived, and  had  for  the  last  twenty  years 
been  receiving,  more  than  the  county  of 
Bedford — the  much-abused  county  of 
Bedford — paid  towards  the  relief  of  the 
poor.  Before  such  a  Bill  as  that  before 
the  House  were  passed,  they  ought  to  go 
into  the  abuses  which  prevailed--- into  the 
reckless  squanderings  which  had  taken 
place.  Why  should  they  not?  In  the 
time  of  James  1st  the  entire  poor-rate  of 
England,  according  to  Chalmers,  did  not 
amount  to  more  than  160,000/.  per  annum 
— not  so  much  as  was  now  expended  in 
the  purchase  of  workhouse  dresses.  Ac- 
cording to  a  return  made  in  1776, 16,000/. 
was  the  sum  paid  to  the  relief  of  the  poor 
by  the  county  of  Bedford ;  now  it  was 
100,000/.  In  1776,  the  amount  paid  by 
the  whole  kingdom  was  1,400,000/. ;  now 
it  was  8,000,000/.  Let  them  compare 
that  increase  with  the  increase  in  the 
general  taxation  of  the  country,  and  see 
how  they  went  on  together.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  increase  of  taxation  was  the 
real  cause  of  the  increase  of  the  poor- 
rates«  And  yet  they  railed  against  the 
poor,  and  abused  them  and  insulted  them. 
Why,  they  did  not  make  the  debt — they 
were  not  the  cause  of  a  twenty-two  years' 
war  to  put  down  the  Jacobins  and  Level- 
lers— they  were  not  the  cause  of  the  dead 
weight.  Why  were  they  to  be  railed 
against  ?  and  why  were  not  other  burthens 
to  be  reduced  as  well  as  this  burthen  of 
poor-rate?  If  the  Legislature  proceeded 
any  further  with  such  a  measure  as  that 
Poor-laws'  Amendment  Bill,  the  people 
would  have  the  right  to  mark  them  down 
as  most  inconsistent  in  their  conduct,  and 
most  inhuman  in  their  dispositions ;  and, 
therefore,  he  should  consider  it  his  duty 
to  divide  the  House  upon  his  Motion. 

Lord  Altharp  did  not  consider  it  neces- 
sary to  occupy  the  House  above  one  or 
two  moments.  He  begged  to  say,  that  he 
never  h^d  declared  that  the  Poor-laws  were 
the  cause  of  the  agricultural  distress  ;  but 
merely  a  great  ingredient  of  it,  and  that 
the  Bill,'  it  might  be  fairly  hoped,  would 
go  a  considerable  way  in  relieving  that 
distress.  He  could  safely  appeal,  in  an- 
swer to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Oldham,  to  numbers  of  hon.  Gen- 


tlemen then  sorrounding  bim,  whether 
they  were  not  in  a  much  worse  state  in 
regard  to  the  poor  and  the  Poor-laws 
than  ever  they  were  before,  and  whether 
the  parties  gaining  most  by  the  Bill  then 
before  the  House  would  not  be  the  la- 
bourers themselves?  The  boo.  member 
for  Oldham  said,  its  operation  would  be 
cruel;  but  would  it  not  be  a  beoefitto 
the  labourer  to  be  made  independent? 
He  dettied,  that  it  was  intended  to  be,  or 
that  it  would  be  cmel,  and  he  was  con- 
vinced, that  it  woald  prove  of  the  greatest 
possible  benefit  to  the  labourer  himself. 
He  should,  of  course,  oppose  the  Motion. 

Colonel  Evans  wished  to  know  if  it  was 
a  benefit  to  make  the  poor  man  a  panper, 
or  if  it  was  a  benefit  to  the  laboarer  to  be 
refused  assistance  when  he  really  wanted, 
unless  he  consented  to  enter  a  workhouse? 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Cobbett),  that  there  were  many  causes  of 
the  increase  of  pauperism  which  had  been 
entirely  overlooked,  especially  the  unfair 
way  at  present  adopted  of  raising  the  re- 
venjb  of  the  country,  instead  of  making 
property  contribute  its  fair  proportion. 
He  should  support  the  Motion  for  this 
reason— -that  he  thought  it  indecent  thus 
to  press  forward  a  measure  founded  on 
evidence,  which,  he  would  venture  to 
state,  not  one  person  in  that  House  had 
read. 

Mr.  Hume  had  gathered  from  the  evi- 
dence— that  to  whatever  part  of  England 
they  turned,  where  the  Poor-laws  were 
badly  administered,  there  they  invariably 
found  wages  the  lowest.  In  the  north, 
where,  generally  speaking,  abuses  did  not 
exist,  the  wages  of  labour  were  highest. 
He  did  not  think  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  were  just.  What 
be  looked  at  was  this — did  the  Poor-laws 
do  injury  to  the  country  ?  He  said,  (hat 
they  did,  and  .to  none  more  than  to  the 
poor  and  labouring  classes.  He  hoped 
the  Motion  would  not  be  persevered  in. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  that  ample  inquiry 
should  have  been  made  before  this 
measure  was  brought  forward  into  the 
causes  of  the  increase  of  the  Poor-rates, 
and  what  it  was  that  had  produced  the 
frightful  extent  of  pauperism  that  at 
present  prevailed  throughout  the  coun- 
try. But  the  noble  Loitl  had  prejudged 
the  question  by  bringing  in  the  Bill  before 
a  proper  and  full  investigation  had  been 
gone  into  as  to  the  causes  that  led  to  such 
a  bill  being  at  all  required-     He  was  not 
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opposed  to  all  legislation  on  this  subject ; 
but  he  was  of  opinion,  that  relief  from 
taxation  woold  go  much  further  towards 
relieving  all  classes  of  the  agricultural 
population  than  any  Bill  of  this  descrip- 
tion. If  taxes  were  reduced,  the  labourer 
would  be  left  to  depend  for  his  support  on 
his  own  unshackled  industry,  and  would 
be  taught  to  rely  on  his  own  exertions. 
This  would  be  the  proper  mode  to  raise 
the  labouring  classes  from  pauperism  and 
degradation,and,  without  it,  all  othermeans 
would  be  found  to  be  futile  and  abortive. 

Mr.  Petre  concurred  with  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex. He  did  not  think  the  hon.  member 
for  Oldham,  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House,  would  be  found  to  turn  out  a  true 
prophet.  That  hon.  Member  had  prophe- 
sied that  the  present  Bill  would  not  be 
carried  into  operation,  and  that  if  it  should, 
it  would  be  the  cause  of  destructive  con- 
sequences. Now,  he  would  say  in  con- 
tradiction, that  not  only  the  Bill  would  be 
carried  into'operation ;  but  that  it  would 
be  seen,  in  the  course  of  two  or  three  ^ears, 
that  it  had  worked  considerable  good. 
The  public  would  then  see  who  was 
the  true,  prophet — he  or  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Oldham.  He  had  never  seen  more 
wisdom  and  good  advice  contained  in  any 
thing  than  he  saw  in  the  Report  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners. 

Mr.  Hodges  said,  that  if  the  House 
should  be  pressed  to  a  division,  he  would 
divide  with  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham, 
but  after  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
raemt)er  for  Middlesex,  he  thought  it 
would  be  more  advisable  to  withdraw  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  Slaney:  The  hon.  member  for  Old- 
ham had  said,  that  taxation  was  the  great 
cause  of  the  depression  of  the  poor.  Now, 
taxation  was  spread  over  all  parts  of  the 
kingdom.  How  came  it  then  that  the 
poor  were  diffisrently  circumstanced  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country?  How  came 
it  that  the  poor  of  some  counties  were 
more  depressed  than  the  poor  of  others? 
If  taxation  were  the  cause,  they  would  be 
all  equally  depressed,  whereas  it  would 
be  seen  that  the  labourer  of  Northumber- 
land and  Yorkshire  was  very  differently 
situated  from  the  labourer  of  Sussex. 
His  opinion  was,  that  the  present  Bill 
would  place  the  labouring  peasants  of  the 
southern  counties  on  the  same  footing 
with  those  of  the  northern  counties,  and 
that  it  would  save  them  from  the  depressed 


and  degrading  situation  they  were  now  in. 
He  should  oppose  the  Motion. 

The  House  divided  on  Mr.  Cobbeti's 
Motion-«-Aye8  8 ;  Noes  140 ;  Majority 
132. 

,  List  of  the.  Ates  with  the  Tellers. 

Cobbctt,  W.  Finn,  W.  F. 

Egertoo,  W.  T.  Godson,  R'. 

Evaos^  Colonel  Hodges,  T.  L. 

Faithfull,  (i,  Hobinson,G. 

Fielden,  J.  Scholelield,  J. 

The  House  went  into  the  Committee. 

The  33rd  Clause  having  been  put, 

Colonel  Torrens  expressed  his  satisfac- 
tion, that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ahhorp) 
had  so  altered  the  clause  that  rate-payers 
should  be  entitled  only  to  one  vote.  He 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  clause  should 
receive  further  alteration,  and  that  the 
holders  and  owners  of  property  should  not 
have  more  than  one  vote.  The  more  the 
Poor-laws  were  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
lower  classes  of  rate-payers,  the  better 
would  ihey  be  administered.  It  was  for 
thlit  reason  that  they  should  be  put  on  the 
same  footing  with  the  owners  of  property, 
and  that  both  classes  should  have  but  one 
vote  for  their  several  parishes.  He  should 
therefore  move,  that  the  33rd  clause  be 
omitted,  and  that  another  be  proposed 
containing  the  principle  he  mentioned.. 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  Motion.  He 
thought  there  was  another  reason  why 
the  noble  Lord  should  concur  in  it, 
natnely,  that  it  would  be  making  the  Bill 
more  acceptable  in  the  large  parishes  of 
the  metropolis,  and  of  the  great  towns. 
There  was  no  part  of  the  Bill  so  much 
disliked  and  opposed  in  the  large  parishes 
of  Middlesex  as  that  which  gave  the  right 
of  having  accumulative  votes.  There  was 
a  very  good  reason  for  this  dislike.  The 
rate-payers  at  vestry  meetings  would  be 
borne  down  by  those  persons  who  had 
more  than  one  vote.  Proprietors  could 
not  have  the  same  interest  in  parish  rates 
that  tenants  had,  since  it  was  the  latter 
who  paid  them.  It  appeared  to  him, 
therefore,  most  monstrous  that  the  tenants, 
who  paid  the  rates,  should  have  but  one 
vote,  whilst  the  propiietors,  who  did  not 
contribute  to  them,  should  have  several 
votes  towards  the  making  of  them.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  equalize  the 
right  of  voting,  and  not  allow  the  proprie- 
tors to  over-ride  the  tenants. 

Colonel  Evans  objected  to  the  accumu- 
lative vote,  and  said,  that  the  inhabitanti 
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of  the  parish  of  St.  Martin  considered 
that  their  vestry  was  an  open  one;  but 
that,  whenever  they  endeavoured  to  try 
the  case  in  vestry,  they  were  outvoted 
by  those  who  voted  according  to  Sturges 
Bourne's  Act. 

Lord  Althorp  observed,  that  in  the 
altered  form  in  which  this  clause  now  ap- 
peared, two  new  principles  had  been  intro- 
duced into  it — the  one  was,  to  allow  the 
owners  of  property  to  vote,  and  the  other 
was  to  allow  them  to  vote  by  proxy.  He 
thought,  that  if  it  was  admitted  that  those 
were  principles  which  it  was  desirable  to 
introduce,  it  would  follow  as  a  necessary 
consequence,  that  the  right  of  having  cu- 
mulative votes  should  also  be  vested  in  the 
owners  of  property.  It  was  true,  that  the 
immediate  expense  of  supporting  the  poor 
fell  upon  the  occupiers  of  the  land. 
That  was  the  fact,  generally  speaking, 
though  there  might  be  individual  excep- 
tions  to  it,  and  therefore  they  were  bound 
to  assume  it  in  legislating  for  the  whole 
country.  *  But  there  was  not  the  least 
doubt  that  the  effects  arising  from  an  in- 
crease or  diminution  in  the  Poor-rates 
afiiscted  the  landlord  much  more  than  the 
occupier.  Owing  to  a  variety  of  causes, 
the  occupier  of  the  soil  was  not  so  much 
concerned  in  an  increase  of  the  Poor-rates 
as  the  landlord  was.  He  could,  for  in- 
stance, say  to  himself,  "  If  the  Poor-rates 
Hre  high,  my  rents  must  be  low;**  and  in 
that  way  he  could  counterbalance  the  evil. 
But  the  landlord  was  ultimately  the  suffer- 
ing party,  while  at  present  he  had  not  the 
power  of  influencing  the  management  of 
the  poor,  or  of  voting  at  the  vestry.  He 
considered  it  an  act  of  great  injustice  to 
deprive  a  man  who  might  have  the  greatest 
interest  in  a  parish  of  a  vote  at  its  vestry. 
it  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  clear  principle, 
then,  that  the  owners  of  property  should 
have  votes  as  well  as  the  occupiers.  Then 
came  the  principle  of  giving  them  the 
power  to  vote  by  proxy.  In  political 
matters  it  was  true,  that  a  great  difference 
of  opinion  might  exist  as  to  the  propriety 
of  the  principle  of  voting  by  proxy.  But 
it  was  a  different  thing  to  allow  owners  of 
property,  as  a  matter  of  accommoda- 
tion, to  vote  in  matters  which  con- 
cerned their  pecuniary  interest.  If  a 
gentleman  who  lived  in  Northumber- 
land possessed  the  right  of  voting  through 
a  property  that  belonged  to  him  in  Corn- 
wall, of  what  avail  or  use  would  that 
right  be  to  him  unless  he  could  exercise  it 


through  his  agent  t  As  the  Bill  origin- 
ally stood,  the  right  of  giving  cumulative 
votes  was  continued,  as  under  Mr.  Sturges 
Bourne's  Bill,  not  only  to  the  owners,  but 
to  the  occupiers  of  property.  He  would 
admit,  that  the  object  of  introducing  that 
into  the  clause  as  it  stood  originally  was 
for  the  purpose  of  conciliation,  and  to 
render  the  Bill  more  popular.  He  was 
now,  upon  further  consideration,  ready  to 
concede  that  the  occupiers  of  property 
should  not  have  the  right  of  cumulative 
voting.  He  would  not  denv,  that  in  the 
Middlesex  parishes,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  that  county  had  stated,  great  object- 
ions would  be  taken  to  the  modification 
made  in  this  clause,  but  then  great 
Objections  would  be  made  by  other  parish- 
es, for  instance  the  parishes  in  Lancashire, 
against  taking  away  the  right  of  cumula- 
tive voting  from  the  owners  of  property. 
To  exemplify  the  injustice  of  takmg  away 
that  right,  he  would  just  put  the  case  of  a 
landlord  who  had  in  bis  possession  the 
greatest  portion  of  a  parish,  and  who 
would  not  have  more  power,  though  he 
had  infinitely  more  interest  in  the  admin- 
istration of  its  parochial  concerns,  than 
any  of  the  occupiers  of  property  in  it,  un- 
less this  cumulative  right  of  voting  should 
be  granted  to  him.  It  did  not  appear  to 
him  that  any  danger  would  arise  in  the 
conduct  of  parochial  affairs  from  granting 
this  power  to  the  owners  of  property,  the 
great  danger  to  be  apprehended  was  from 
the  occupiers  of  property  not  caring  about 
the  increase  of  the  poor-rates.  If  the 
owners  of  property  did  not  get  the  right 
of  cumulative  voting,  it  would  be  a  matter 
of  indifference  to  them  to  have  the  right 
of  voting  at  all ;  for  if  they  came  to  have 
only  one  vote  for  their  property  in  the 
parish,  they  would  have  no  power  at  all  in 
the  conduct  of  parochial  affairs.  For 
these  reasons  he  would  maintain  the  clause 
as  it  stood.  With  regard  to  the  right  of 
cumulative  voting,  proposed  originally  to 
be  extended  to  the  occupiers  of  property, 
as  he  did  not  think  that  it  would  produce 
that  contentment  which  was  the  object  of 
it,  he  thought  it  desirable  to  take  it  away. 
Mr.  Grote  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
distribution  of  the  right  of  voting,  as 
proposed  in  the  clause,  would  be  attended 
with  mischievous  effects  in  town  parishes. 
He  never  believed  that  any  such  con- 
spiracy as  that  feared  by  the  noble  Lord 
would  ever  take  place  on  the  part  of  the 
rate-payers  in  the  town  parishes  for  an 
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increase  of  the  poor-rates,  and  to  the 
detriment  of  the  owners  of  property  there. 
He  would  suggest,  therefore,  to  the  noble 
Lord  to  alter  the  clause  so  as  to  allow  the 
right  of  cumulative  voting  to  the  owners 
of  property  in  rural  parishes,  and  to 
restrict  it  in  town  parishes.  With  regard  to 
the  right  of  voting  by  proxy,  he  considered 
it  quite  unobjectionable  in  this  case,  and 
be  did  not  object  to  the  principle  of  allow- 
ing the  owners  of  property,  as  well  as  the 
occupiers  of  it,  the  right  of  voting. 

Lord  Alihorp  had  no  doubt,  that  in 
town  parishes  great  objectionif  would  be 
taken  to  the  granting  of  this  right  of 
cumulative  voting  to  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty, but  it  did  not  appear  to  him  that 
any  mischief  would  be  produced  by  it.  In 
the  parish  of  Marylebone,  for  instance, 
Mr.  Portman's  having  five  or  six  votes 
would  not  enable  him  to  overrule  or  over- 
bear the  rate-payers  in  that  parish.  His 
having  such  a  right  of  voting  would  be  a 
matter  of  no  consequence  to  the  rate- 
payers there.  In  fact,  the  great  number 
of  the  rate-payers  in  the  metropolitan 
parishes  rendered  it  impossible  that  they 
could  be  overborne  by  the  cumulative 
votes  of  the  owners  of  property,  and  it 
was  not  worth  while  to  alter  the  Bill  to 
obviate  the  objections  that  might  be  made 
to  this  clause  in  those  parishes. 

Mr.  Baines  objected  upon  constitu- 
tional grounds  to  both  the  new  principles 
introduced  into  the  clause,  and  he  should 
be  astonished  to  find  that  such  principles 
could  be  adopted  in  a  reformed  Parlia- 
ment. Two  principles  more  adverse  to 
the  rights  of  popular  election  and  popular 
representation  could  not  be  suggested. 

Mr.  Hawes  did  not  think,  that  either  in 
town  or  country,  with  the  Commissioners 
directing,  as  they  would  under  the  Bill, 
the  administration  of  Uie  Poor-laws,  there 
was  any  necessity  for  returning  to  the 
provisions  or  principles  of  Mr.  Sturges 
Bourne's  Act.  He  trusted,  at  all  events, 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  consent  not  to 
apply  this  clause  to  the  town  parishes. 

Lord  Sandon  observed,  that  under  Mr, 
Sturges  Bourne's  Act,  which  had  been 
adopted  in  the  town  of  Liverpool,  the 
rates  had  been  reduced  one-third.  He 
was  afraid,  that  if  even  the  clause  in  its 
amended  shape  should  be  passed,  that 
parish  would  return  to  its  former  riotous 
state,  and  the  rates  would  be  increased. 
He  would  rather  have  the  clause  as  it 
stood  originally  than  have  a  new  right  of 


voting  created.  He  considered  as  odious 
the  principle  of  voting  by  proxy.  It 
would  excite  a  very  strong  feeling  when 
it  was  conjoined  with  the  right  of  cumu- 
lative voting  against  the  Bill  in  populous 
places.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
would  rather  vote  against  the  clause  al- 
together. 

Mr.  Jenis  observed,  that  in  the  town 
of  Chester,  where  the  Poor-laws  were 
administered  according  to  the  old  consti- 
tutional mode,  they  were  as  well  adminis- 
tered as  in  any  part  of  the  country.  Every 
person  who  had  a  right  to  vote  had  as 
much  interest,  and  should  have  as  much 
power,  in  the  management  of  the  Poor- 
laws  as  any  of  the  owners  of  property. 
He  was  against  the  introduction  of  such 
new  and  unconstitutional  principles.  The 
noble  Lord  not  only  proposed  to  give  the 
right  of  cumulative  voting,  but  also  the 
right  of  voting  by  proxy  to  the  owners  of 
property,  at  the  very  moment  when  there 
was  a  notice  on  the  Journals  of  the  other 
House  of  a  Motion  to  take  away  the  un- 
constitutional right  of  voting  by  proxy 
there. 

Lord  Howick  remarked,  that  the  only 
purposes  for  which  the  right  of  voting 
would  be  vested  in  the  owners  of  property 
were  two.  First,  voting  in  the  election  of 
guardians  of  the  poor,  and  secondly,  in 
deciding  on  adopting  or  rejecting  certain 
rules  proposed  to  them  by  the  Central 
Board.  Their  votes  would  have  nothing 
to  do,  as  at  present,  in  the  management 
of  the  poor-rates.  Now,  surely  no  per- 
sons could  be  more  interested  in  electing 
proper  guardians  of  the  poor  than  the 
owners  of  property.  The  noble  Lord 
instanced  the  example  of  Scotland,  where 
the  heritors  having  votes  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  the  most  beneficial  efiects  in 
the  administration  of  the  Poor-laws. 

Mr.  Cripps  was  of  opinion,  that  such  a 
clause,  at  least  as  regarded  country  pa- 
rishes, would  be,  generally  speaking,  just 
and  equitable — he  did  not  say,  that  it 
would  be  popular,  for  he  did  not  like  the 
word.  They  would  all  agree  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  act 
justly,  and  if  his  doing  so  should  render 
him  unpopular,  blame  did  not  attach  to 
him« 

Mr.  Gishorne  was  of  opinion,  that  no 
owners  of  property  should  be  allowed  to 
vote  whose  property  would  not  revert  to 
them  within  a  given  period-r-say  fourteen 
years.      He  thought,  for  instance,  that 
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owners  of  property  who  had  it  leftsed  out 
for  twenty-one  years  should  not  have  the 
right  of  voting. 

Mr.  Benett  observed,  that  leases  for 
twenty- one  years  were  very  uncommoD  in 
England,  and  they  were  unknown  in  his 
part  of  the  country.  The  tenants  there 
^ere  generally  tenants* at-will .  He  hoped 
that  the  clause  would  not  be  given  up,  as 
he  looked  upon  it  as  the  best  clause  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  Cobbett  hoped,  if  the  Bill  passed, 
this  clause  would  remain  in  it ;  as  then  it 
would  tell  every  man  in  England  what 
was  the  object  of  the  measure — namely, 
to  cause  the  landlords  to  receive  more, 
and  the  labourers  to  receive  less.  [*'  iVb, 
no.'*]  He  liked  to  hear  hon.  GenUemen 
say  no,  no,  to  that,  but  he  would  main- 
tam  that  if  the  Bill  passed  with  this  clause 
in  it,  that  would  be  the  character  which 
the  people  of  England  would  universally 
ascribe  to  this  measure.  In  no  less  than 
twenty-five  parishes  in  the  county  of 
Sussex,  the  Select  Vestries  had,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  dissensions  created  by  the 
operation  of  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne's  Act, 
dissolved  themselves  and  existed  no 
longer.  He  hesitated  not  to  say,  that 
Mr.  Sturges  Bourne's  Act,  created  the 
riots  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Winchester, 
and  in  the  county  of  Sussex.  Great  as 
had  been  the  innovation  upon  the  rights 
of  the  parishioners  by  the  operation  of 
this  Act,  yet  it  was  now  contemplated  to 
take  away  the  remaining  rights  of  the 
•tenants  and  give  them  to  the  landlords. 
He  supposed  this  was  the  consequence, 
and  in  accordance  with  that  march  of  the 
spirit  of  the  age  which  had  been  adverted 
to  by  a  noble  Lord  in  another  place.  He 
did  not  know  whether  it  might  be  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  age,  but 
he  was  satisfied  such  a  concession  was 
not  in  accordance  with  the  feelings  or 
spirit  of  the  people  of  England.  Though 
he  felt  convinced  that  the  present  Bill, 
even  if  it  were  passed,  would  not  succeed, 
yet  he  hoped,  that  at  all  events,  the  pre- 
sent clause  would  be  allowed  to  remain  in 
it.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  chose 
to  divide  the  Honse,  he  would  not  vote 
with  Mra,  because  he  thought  the  Bill 
was  so  bad  that  it  could  not  be  mended. 
The  present  clause,  however,  as  it  stood 
went  far  to  defeat  many  objectionable 
portions  of  the  Bill,  which  in  itself  was  an 
act  of  studied  tyranny.  He  was  surprised 
to  have  heard  what  had  fallen  from  the 


hon.  member  for  Bradford,  acute  and 
sensible  as  was  that  hon.  Gentlemen.' 
The  hon.  Member  had  said,  that  the  poor- 
rates  were  finally  paid  by  the  landlord. 
He  denied  the  position,  for  he  contended 
that  the  poor-rates  were  ultimately  paid 
neither  Jby  the  landlord  nor  his  tenants, 
but  by  those  who  purchasied  and  consumed 
the  sacks  of  wheat  and  corn.  It  might  as 
well  be  said,  that  he  (Mr.  Cobbett)  paid 
bis  forty  sovereigns  for  the  stamps  on  his 
newspaper — those  sovereigns  neither  came 
out  nor  went  into  his  pocket,  but  to  the 
Exchequer  from  the  pockets  of  his  pur- 
chasers. He  repeated  his  hope,  that  the 
clause  would  be  permitted  to  remain  part 
of  the  Bill,  as  the  effect  of  it  would  bNe  to 
make  the  measure  inoperative. 

Lord  Althorp  expressed  his  disinclina- 
tion to  withdraw  the  clause,  though  be 
admitted  that  a  distinction  existed  be- 
tween rural  and  town  districts.  But  it 
should  not  be  forgotten,  that  the  clause 
only  affected  three  branches  of  the  duties 
of  a  vestry,  namely,  the  election  of 
guardians  of  the  poor,  the  effecting  the 
union  of  parishes,  with  a  view  to  the  Law 
of  Settlement,  and  lastly  the  building  of 
workhouses.  On  these  important  occa- 
sions, the  owners  of  property  being  as 
they  were  the  most  interested  in  every 
parish,  it  was  desirable  to  give  them  some 
additional  weight  upon  such  questions  as 
were  brought  before  the  vestry  for  a  de- 
cision. In  town  parishes  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  rate- payers  were  very 
numerous,  and  the  cumulative  right  of 
voting  given  to  a  few  individuals  could 
not  create  any  preponderating  influence 
in  such  districts.  He  thought  the  objec- 
tion in  towns  to  the  clause  was  really 
more  matter  of  feeling  than  anything 
else,  and  that  as  a  benefit  would  be  con- 
ferred by  its  enactments  upon  rural  dis- 
tricts, as  was  generally  admitted,  he  could 
not  but  think  it  was  desirable  to  retain 
the  clause. 

Mr.  Grote  said,  that  if  the  noble  Lord 
could  show  how  a  distinction  could  be 
made  in  the  operation  of  the  clause 
between  rural  and  town  districts,  he 
would  support  it  as  it  now  stood.  In  the 
absence  of  such  demonstration  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  take  the  provisions 
of  the  clause  into  further  consideration, 
and  at  present  consent  to  postpone  it. 

Sir  Tkoma$  Freemantle  thought  the 
objection  which  had  been  taken  to  the 
clause  had  been  much  magnified ;  and  so 
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far  from  agreeing  with  some  of  those 
objections,  he  was  of  opinion  that  to  the 
landlord  should  be  preserved  that  influ- 
enoe^  on  great  and  important  questions, 
which  were  retained  in  the  clause  as 
amended  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancel- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Ck>k)nel  Torreks  admitted,  that  the  sys- 
tem of  voting  as  proposed  would  be  bene- 
ficial to  the  rural  districts,  but  hoped 
that  the  clanse  would  be  allowed  to  stand 
over  for  further  consideration. 

Mr.  Brotherion  said,  that  he  could  see 
no  beneficial  result  likely  to  arise  from 
the  landlords  or  owners  having  a  plurality 
of  votes.  As  far  as  his  experience  (which 
was  principally  confined  to  towns)  went, 
he  found  that  the  smaller  rate-payers 
were  the  most  in  favour  of  economy.  If 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  reduce  the 
rates,  the  means  proposed  would  not  con- 
duce to  the  end.  He  thought,  that  if 
proxies  were  allowed,  they  should  be  con- 
fined to  inhabitants,  who  would  feel  an 
interest  in  the  welfare  of  the  poor  of  these 
districts;  for  it  would  create  great  dis- 
satisfaction if  a  number  of  persons  from 
an  adjoining  township  should  come  down 
with  proxies  and  overrule  the  resident 
rate-payers. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment :  Ayes  35;  Noes  128 — Majority  93. 


LUt 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 
AUwood,  T. 
Baines,  £. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Briggs,  R. 
Brocklehurst^  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Clay,  W. 
Evaos,  Colonel 
Evans,  G. 
Ewart,  W. 
FaitbfuU,  G. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fryer,  R. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Hawes,  B. 
Heathcote,  J. 
Hume,  J. 
liumpheiy,  J. 


of  the  Ates. 

Jervis,  J. 
Kennedy,  J. 
Lalor,  P. 
Laogstone,  J.  U. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Oswald,  R.  A. 
O'Bryan,  C. 
Philips,  M. 
Poolter,  J.  S. 
Robinson,  G.  B. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Taucred,  H.  W. 
Teonyson,  Rt.  Hn.  C. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Wason,  Rigby 

TELLER. 

Torrens,  Colonel 


Mr.  Jervis  afterwards  moved,  **  that  that 
part  of  the  clause  which  relates  to  proxies 
be  omitted." 

The  Committee  again  divided  :  Ayes 
30 ;  Noes  125— Majority  95. 

List  of  the  Ay %s. 
Aglionby,  U.  A.  Attwood,  T. 


Baines,  £. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bewes,  T. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  E. 
Clay,  W. 
Collier,  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Faithfiill,  G. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fryer,  R. 
Hawes,  B. 
Heathcote,  J. 
Hume^  J. 
Humpheiy,  J. 


Jervis,  J. 
Lalor,  P. 
Lister,  C. 
Madocks,  J. 
Oswald,  R.  A. 
Robioson,  G.  R. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Tennyson,  Rt.  Hn.  C. 
Thidtnesse,  R. 
Vigors,  N.  A* 
Wallace,  T. 
Williams,  Colonel 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wood,  Alderman 


Clanse  33  was  then  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

On  the  Question  that  Clause  36  should 
be  agreed  to, — 

Mr.  P.  Scrope  moved,  that  a  proviso 
should  be  added  to  the  clause,  to  the  effect, 
that  no  officers  appointed  under  the  Act 
should  be  authorised  to  put  poor  persons 
into  any  place  considered  a  workhouse, 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Act,  unless  it  had 
been  previously  ascertained  to  be  fit  for 
their  reception  by  the  personal  inspection 
of  two  Justices  of  the  Peace,  or  by  the 
report  of  other  persons,  made  on  oath  to 
them ;  and,  further,  that  in  the  event  of 
the  said  Justices  being  of  opinion,  that  the 
place  was  not  in  a  fit  condition  for  the 
reception  of  poor  persons,  they  should  be 
empowered  to  order  them  to  be  relieved 
out  of  the  workhouse. 

Lord  Althorp  opposed  the  Amendment 
as  unnecessary.  The  Commissioners 
would  have  the  power  to  make  the  proper 
regulations  for  workhouses. 

Mr.  Hakombe  condemned  the  cruel 
practice  of  separating  a  man  from  his 
wife  in  the  worlchouse ;  it  was  opposed  to 
humanity,  and  contrary  to  the  dictates  of 
the  highest  authority.  It  could  not  be 
denied,  that  the  circumstance  to  which  he 
alluded  was  felt  most  acutely  by  those 
whose  only  crime  was  their  poverty.  On 
more  than  one  occasion,  lately,  there  had 
been  rebellion  in  different  workhouses  on 
that  very  account.  He  had  known  in- 
stances in  which  the  enforcement  of 
this  r^fulation  had  almost  broken  the 
hearts  of  those  to  whom  it  was  applied. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  separation 
of  man  and  wile  was  necessary,  in  order 
to  ensure  the  proper  regulation  of  work- 
houses. 

Mr.  Hodges  wished  to  know,  whether 
the  workhouses  under  the  Act  were  to  be 
district  houses  of  correction »  and  whether 
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the  CommiisioDera  would  have  Ui«  pow«r 
to  eiect  treadmills  in  them  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  workhouses 
would  be  managed  as  they  were  at  pre- 
senty  but  more  strictly;  care  would  be 
taken  to  preveut  disturbance  which  might 
annoy  the  sick  and  infirm.  The  faon. 
Member  need  not  be  under  any  apprehen- 
sion with  respect  to  the  erection  of  tread- 
mills in  the  workhouses,  because^  if  he 
remembered  rightly,  they  could  not  under 
the  Act  be  erected  in  any  places  except 
gaols.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber,  that  there  did  not  exist  the  slightest 
intention  of  making  the  workhouses  houses 
of  correction,  and  measures  would  be  taken 
to  maintain  regularity  and  good  order^  and 
that  he  believed  would  have  the  effect  of 
excluding  ill-conditioned  persons. 

Sir  H.  WiUoughby  observed,  that  id- 
though  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  in 
their  report  stated,  that  where  a  large 
number  of  persons  were  congregated  in  a 
workhouse,  it  was  impossible  to  prevent 
the  rapid  extension  of  vicious  feeling,  they 
singularly  enough  concluded  by  recom- 
mending the  establishment  of  the  system. 

Mr.  P.  Scrope  mentioned  the  case  of 
a  poor  tinker,  eighty  years  of  age,  who 
accompanied  by  his  wife  aged  seventy, 
sought  relief  at  a  workhouse  in  the  coun- 
try, but  being  told  that  he  must  enter  the 
house,  and  be  separated  from  his  wife,  he 
went  away.  Shortly  after,  impelled  by 
hunger,  he  returned  and  entered  the 
house,  but  died  in  a  few  days  of  a  broken 
heart. 

Mr.  Benett  objected  to  the  discretionary 
powers  given  to  the  Commissioners,  of 
sending  labouring  men  to  the  workhouse, 
because  they  might  happen  to  want  relief 
on  any  temporary  occasion,  or  to  make  up 
his  means.  A  roan  might  thus  be  deprived 
of  the  advantage  of  earning  8s.  per  week, 
which  would  be  a  hard  case ;  the  more  so, 
when  it  was  considered,  that  when  once 
in  the  workhouse,  it  would  be  difficult  for 
the  pauper  to  get  out  again,  even  if  work 
were  offered  to  him.  His  cottage  would 
be  in  some  other  person's  occupation,  his 
furniture  gone;  and,  unless  the  parish 
replaced  both,  the  man  must  stop  where 
he  was. 

The  Amendment  was  withdrawn,  and 
the  Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  45  being  read, 

Mr;  P.  Scrope  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment,— "That  no  rule  or  order  of  the 
Commissioners  should  prohibit  the  guardi- 


ans of  uniona  from  giving  relief  out  of 
the  workhouse  to  such  of  their  sick  or 
impotent  poor,  and  to  such  widows, 
orphans,  and  illegitimate  children,  as  they 
might  think  fit  so  to  relieve. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  should  like  to 
know  what  part  of  the  Bill  deprived  the 
guardians  of  those  powers  ? 

Mr.  P.  Scrope  said,  his  object  was  to 
prevent  the  Commissioners  from  issuing 
any  prohibition  to  that  effect,  which,  under 
the  powers  bestowed  on  them  in  the  Bill, 
they  might. 

Clause  postponed — House  resumed — 
Committee  to  sit  again. 

Fou&-P£R-C£NT  Annuities.]  Lord 
Althorp,  in  moving  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee  on 
the  Four  -  per  -  Cent  Annuities  Payment 
Bill,  said,  he  was  fully  prepared  to  redeem 
such  portion  as  the  holders  might  dissent 
from,  according  to  the  proposition  which 
he  had  to  make.  Since  he  had  made  his 
former  statement,  a  greater  number  of  dis- 
sentients had  announced  themselves,  than 
at  that  time  he  had  calculated  upon ;  still 
he  should  be  prepared  to  meet  them, 
though  their  numoer  was  stated  to  be 
969,and  the  amount  they  held  4,600,000/. 
[The  House  went  into  Committee.]  The 
noble  Lord  then  moved  the  following 
resolution  : — *'  That  it  was  the  opinion  of 
that  Committee,  that  the  Commissioners 
for  the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt 
should  be  authorised  to  pay  off  all  holders 
of  Four-per-Cent.  Annuities,  who  might 
dissent  in  the  manner  specified  in  the 
resolutions  of  that  House  of  the  12th  of 
May,  1834;  that  such  Commissioners 
should  so  pay  off  such  annuitants,  ac- 
cording to  the  mode  set  forth  in  said 
resolutions,  and  out  of  such  monies,  stock, 
or  Exchequer,  as  might  be  deposited  in 
their  name  in  the  bank  of  England,  or 
monies  that  might  be  invested  on  account 
of  Banks  fpr  Savings — such  stock  so  re- 
deemed to  vest  in  the  said  Commis- 
sioners." He  observed,  that  thus  the 
holders  of  Four  per  Cent.  Annuities  would 
be  paid  off  on  the  10th  of  October  next. 

The  House  resumed,  and  Bill  ordered 
to  be  brought  in. 

Polish  Exiles.]  Lord  Dudley  Stuart 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving,  that  an  Ad- 
dress be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  praying 
that  a  sum  of  10,000/.  be  granted  for  the 
I  relief  of  the  distressed  Polish  refugees ; 
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and  respectfdlly  6»snTmg  his  M kjesty,  th^t 
the  House  would  make  gbod  such  sum. 
To  such  a  proposition  he  could  not  antici- 
pate any  opposition.  Other  countries, 
France  particularly,  had  set  Eugland  an 
exatnple  worthy  of  imitation. 

Mr.  Thomas  Attwood  suggested^  that 
10,000/.  was  too  small  a  sum.  It  would 
not  allow  each  Pole  to  receive  10^.  a  week 
for  twelve  months.  He  thought  that 
16,000/.  ought  to  be  granted. 

Lord  il//Aorp  thought  the  sum  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  would  be,  indeed,  very  extravagant. 
He  did  not  think  10,000/.  was  too  small 
a  sum.  He  had  but  one  question  to  ask 
of  his  noble  friend.  His  noble  friend  had 
calculated  the  1 0,000/.  to  serve  the  dis- 
tressed Poles  at  present  here  for  the  space 
of  twelve  months.  Now,  he  wishea  to 
ask  his  noble  friend,  if  any  of  the  Poles 
were  to  leave  the  country  during  the  twelve 
months,  would  the  whole  of  the  10,000/. 
be  required  ?  He  thonght  also,  that  the 
Poles  who  were  here  might  find  some 
means  of  employment  by  which  they  might 
be  enabled  to  support  themselves,  or,  at 
all  events,  to  contribute  in  some  measure 
to  their  own  ttipport. 

Lord  D.  Stuart  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord,  that  it  would  1^  only  right  that  the 
Poles  should,  whenever  they  had  an 
opportunity,  seek  by  employment  to  sup- 
port themselves.  He  could  assure  the 
House,  that  he  believed  these  high-spirited 
men  would  infinitely  prefer  earning  a  sub- 
sistence, to  deriving  it  from  the  gratuitous 
kindness  of  the  English  people. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Registbatiow  of  Voteus.]  Lord 
John  Russell  rose  to  move  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Billy  for  the  more  effectual 
Registration  of  persons  entitled  to  vote  in 
the  election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Par- 
liament in  England  and  Wales;  and  though 
it  would  be  necessary  to  alter  many 
clauses  of  the  existing  Bill,  yet  the  ori- 
ginal principle  of  that  measure  would  re- 
main unaltered.  At  that  stage  of  the 
proceedings,  however,  he  did  not  intend 
to  trouble  the  House  at  any  length.  It 
had  been  found,  that  in  consequence  of 
leaving  to  the  overseers  the  uncontrolled 
duty  of  registration,  they  had  acted  fre- 
quently upon  their  own  notions^  and  in 
many  places,  especially  in  the  county  of 
Somerset^  they  had  been  very  negligent 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty.    It  was 


propbaed,  theref6re,  to  foHow  the  practice 
of  whidi  they  had  an  example  in  the 
Jury  Bill,  by  which  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  in  counties  should  issue  his  precept 
at  certain  periods  to  the  overseen  to  make 
out  the  lists  of  the  names  of  the  votere. 
With  regard  to  boroughs,  it  was  proposed, 
that  the  Town  Clerk,  instead  of  being 
obliged,  as  he  now  was,  to  put  up  the 
names  and  places  of  abode  of  freemen, 
should  put  up  the  notices  of  any  new 
claims  of  parties  to  vote  at  elections  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  in  the  way  which 
was  practised  with  reference  to  the  free- 
holders of  counties.  In  the  registration 
of  towns  it  was  proposed,  that  persona 
rated  to  the  poor,  instead  of  paying  every 
year,  should  only  pay  one  shilling  the 
first  time  they  should  have  their  naroes^ 
put  on  the  list,  as  in  the  case  of  county 
voters.  There  were,  likewise,  some  pro- 
visions to  prevent  making  frivolous  charges 
and  objections.  With  respect  to  this  point, 
it  was  proposed,  that  if  a  person  claimed 
the  right  to  vote,  the  Barrister  should  have 
the  power  to  decide ;  and,  that  if  a  party 
should  make  frivolous  objections  to  a  per- 
son daimiog  to  vote,  in  such  case  the 
Barrister  should  have  the  power  to  allot 
costs  to  the  person  against  whom  suuh 
frivolous  objections  might  have  been  made* 
Then  there  were  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
with  respect  to  registration;  and  it  had 
been  bis  desire  to  make  as  few  alterations 
as  possible.  There  were,  indeed,  one  or 
two  points  in  which  it  hsd  been  necessary 
to  make  a  change.  At  the  time  of  the 
Reform  Bill  passing  through  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  an  Amendment,  (in 
the  Qualification  Clause)  was  carried, which 
introduced  the  words,  '*  or  other  bnihling.'' 
This  proviso  had  given  rise  to  many  com- 
plaints to  the  House :  many  abuses  having 
arisen  to  the  manifest  injury  of  those  per- 
sons who  were  intended  to  be  benefited  by 
the  Reform  Bill.  He  alluded  to  the 
practice  of  erecting  sheds,  or  temporary 
buildings,  in  order  to  confer  the  right  of 
voting  on  persons  who  were  not  substan- 
tial, but  merely  nominal  and  dependent, 
voters.  With  this  view,  it  had  been  the 
endeavour  of  the  framers  of  the  Bill  to 
define  as  clearly  as  possible  what  those 
buildings  should  be,  which  he  thought 
would  prevent  the  present  abase.  Th«re 
were  some  other  clauses  upon  which  many 
doubts  existed.  He  would  not  go  further 
into  the  matter,  as  the  whole  measure 
would  be  better  understood  in  a  future 
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stage.  The  noble  Lord  codcliided  by 
making  the  Motion  he  announced  at  the 
beginning  of  his  sjieeeh.   ' 

Mr.  Wynn  said,  he  would  not  object  to 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
Lord ;  but  he  certainly  regretted  that  it 
had  not  been  introduced  much  sooner, 
when  it  might  have  been  more  considered. 
He  much  feared  that  there  would  not  be 
time  this  Session  to  give  a  Bill  of  such 
importance  the  consideration  it  deserved. 

Mr.  PrytM  thought,  that  no  voter 
should  be  disfranchised  from  the  fact  of 
his  removing  from  a  place  within  the 
limits  of  a  borough,  to  a  place  without 
(hem ;  he  hoped,  too,  that  though  a  party 
might  not  occupy  the  same  messuage  or 
tenement,  his  right  should  remain  un- 
prejudiced for  a  certain  period. 

Mr.  TTa/^cr  said,  that  the  subject  of  the 
noble  Lord's  Bill,  was  one  of  which  be 
happened  to  possess  some  practical  know- 
ledge, and  he  was  glad  to  find,  that  the 
Bill  would  be  rendered  applicable  to  an 
evil  which  he  himself  had  experienced. 
One  of  the  expenses  to  which  he  had  been 
subjected  was,  the  humbug  claim  of  thirty- 
seven  fictitious  voters,  who  had  registered 
themselves  in  fourteen  difierent  parishes ; 
tbus  he  had  518  objections  to  take  against 
ptftiee  who  had  not  the  slightest  claim  in 
the  world.  But  the  notices  being  incor- 
rectly served  in  one  parish,  one  half  of 
these  spurious  voters .  actually  polled 
against  him.  Last  year,  however,  he  ex- 
pelled the  whole  of  them.  He  put  it  to 
the  Hou8e,therefore,  whether  some  penalty 
ought  not  to  attach  to  offences  of  this 
deecription,  more  especially  where  the 
attempt  had  been  repeated?  A  case  of 
this  sort  had  occurred  in  the  person  of  a 
young  gentleman  named  Somerset,  the  son 
of  Lady  Arthur  Somerset,  who  twice 
offered  himself  as  the  occupier  of  a  house, 
which,  it  appeared,  belonged  to  his  mo- 
ther. He  mentioned  this  without  the  feel- 
ing of  pique  at  the  present  moment,  but 
allusion  having  been  made  to  the  expenses 
incurred  at  the  Berkshire  election,  he  con- 
sidered it  was  but  fair  to  show  by  what 
methods  these  expenses  had  been  really 
accumulated. 

Mr.  Ewart  suggested,  that  it  would  be 
an  improvement,  if  the  time  of  polling  in 
boroughs  was  shortened.  By  a  better 
arrangement,  the  poll  might  be  taken  in 
one  day. 

Lord  John  Russell,  in  reply,  observed, 
that,  with  reference   to  the   suggestion 


which  had  been  thrown  out  as  to  shortening 
the  duration  of  the  polling,  he  thought 
the  matter  worthy  of  consideratbn  ;  and 
that,  if  any  alteration  were  to  be  made,  it 
ought  to  be  introduced  as  a  separate  mea- 
sure. He  m  uch  doubted ,  however,  whether 
if  the  time  of  polling  were  curtailed,  many 
tricks  and  deceptions  would  not  be  re- 
sorted to. 

Leave  given,  and  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  and  read  a  first  time. 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Tuesdatf,  June  10,  1834. 

MmvTJia.]    BUL    Hmd  «  third. Umec-Eqaitalito  ARiav* 
UomncDt* 

PMltkNit  piwiled.  By  Lord  Rolls,  ftom  two  PImm. 
wg^imft  tbm  Odnm  of  tiw  DiiMiilani  ftwn  Ottarton, 
against  the  Scpantlan  of  Church  and  State.— Bf  the 
Marquea  of  Bbibtol,  Aram  two  Plaoca,  for  ProtectioD  to 
the  BaraMhhed  Chaith,  and  i^priaet  the  OatoM  of  the  Dto- 
aantani  flmaCotahUl^iiriMtthe. 
to  the  Univenltlek 


M»»**»<*>»  »!»»#■ 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  June  10,  1834. 

.         -  * 

MfinnrM.]   NevWHtovteed.    On  the  Motkmof  Mr.  C. 

WooDf  for  Edinbiuf  h,  la  the  room  of  the  Right  Hon. 
JAMSB  Abbdcbombib,  Matter  of  the  Mhit 
petMooa  yicaiBted.  By  Mr.  BAMrano,  from  Gfemrich 
end  Deptfiml,  Sot  Relief  to  the  DiaMoten,  andiCBkHt 
Churdi  Ratei.— By  Lord  Savdoit,  ftom  Liverpool*  in 
fkvottr  of  the  LonTt  Day  Obienranoe  Bill;  against  the 
Reeipwwdtlea  of  Putiea  Acti  ako  Ibr  a  Meeeure  to  regutato 
Emlgratioa^— By  Mr.  Hall  Da9M,  fkom  Uixee  Pleoe«» 
fior  Protection  to  the  Established  Church ;  ftom  a  Number 
of  Places,  against  the  Cbdms  (^  the  Dissenters  i  and  from 
three  Ptaees,  ^alnat  the  UniTeraitiesr  Admiaiion  BIO.— 
By  Sir  JoHW  Hamickb,  Mr.  Mauk  Philups.  Mr.  B. 
SnwABT,  and  Mr.  Hodobb,  ftom  several  Places,  againtt 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  BUD. 


The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  12  o'clock 
as  usual;  and  it  having  been  previously 
settled,  that  the  House  should  at  its  early 
sittings,  proceed  with  the  Poor-laws 
Amendment  Bill, 

Lord  Althorp  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill. 

PooB-LAM's'  Amendment  —  Commit- 
tee.] The  45th  Clause  was  put. 
•  Mr.  PouleU  Scrape  rose  to  propose  the 
amendment  of  which  he  bad  given  notice. 
By  this  Clause  of  the  Bill  it  was  provided 
it  should  be  lawful  for  the  Commissioners^ 
by  such  orders  or  regulations  .as  they  should 
think  fit,  to  declare  to  what  extent  the  re- 
lief to  be  given  to  able-bodied  persons  or 
their  families  may  be  administered  out  of 
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the  workhouse  of  the  parish,  &e.    At  pze* 
sent,  this  power  was  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  justices  of  the  peace,  but,  it  was  now 
proposed  to  take  it  from  them,  and  to  vest 
It  in  Commissioners  who  would  be  resident 
in  London.     He  thought  the  objections  to 
this  alteration  were  very  great,  and  he 
proposed  that  the  power  should  re'main 
with  those  who  were  on  the  spot,  who,  he 
contended,  were  much  better  able  to  de- 
cide in  what  cases  relief  ought  to  be  ad* 
ministered.    By  this  Clause,  if  a  labour- 
ing man  fell  sick,  or  was  deprived  by  other 
causes  of  his  ability  to  support  his  family, 
and  required  a  little  temporary  relief,  he 
would   be  driven  with  perhaps  a  laj^ 
family,  into  the  workhouse,  frmn  which  it 
would'  be  impossible  to  say  when  he  would 
return*    This  would  be  a  very  great  hard- 
ship, and  he  was  fearful  would  be  attended 
with    the    most    injurious    consequences. 
For  example,  let  the  House  conceive  the 
ease  of  the  sudden  stoppage  of  any  large 
•manufactory,  from  the  failure  of  the  owner, 
or  from  any  sudden  revulsion  of  trade.    If 
the  men  so  thrown  out  of  work,  could 
obtain  no  relief  unless  they  went  into  the 
workhouse,  they  must  be  either  starved  or 
degraded   and  ruined  for  ever.     In  ^s 
<x)mmercial   country  unfortunately,    such 
cases  were    of  frequent    occurrence.    A 
similar    observation   applied   to    widows, 
to  orphans,  illeffitimate  duldren  and  others, 
who  for  a  little  temporary  relief,  which 
could  be  administered  at  the  discretion  of 
•peraons  on  the  spot,  might  be  confined  to 
the  workhouse  for  the  rest  of  their  days. 
.The  next  objection  to  the  Bill  was,  that  it 
proceeded  on  a  false  principle  of  economy, 
for  by  forcing  a  whole  fainily  to  seek  pro- 
tection  in  the  workhouse,  expenses  to  a 
much  greater  extent  must  be  necessarily 
incurred  to  the  parish,  than  if  they  were 
relieved  at  their  own  home.    The  tem- 
porary relief  required  would  be  small,  but 
by  beinff  confined  to  the  workhouse,  they 
would  be  prevented  from  obtaining  em. 
ployment,     and    consequently    remain    a 
much  longer  period  a  burthen  upon  the 
parish.     Besides,   in  many  instances  the 
members  of  the  same  family  might  be  se. 
parated  and  placed  in  different  workhouses, 
by  which  means   the    expense  would  be 
greatly  augmented.    Another  necessary  ef- 
fect of  this  Clause  would  be,  considerably  to 
increase  the  number  of  inmates  in  work- 
houses.     Persons  of  good  character,   by 
being  driven  to  the  workhouse  from  want, 
must  necessarily  mix  with  the  mass  of  all 
sorts  of  persons  who  would  be  congregated 


there  ;  th^  would  thereby  become  greatly 
demoralized ;  they  would  acquire  habits  of 
indolence,  and  beinff  unable  to  extricate 
themselves,  the  whole  country  would  ulti^ 
mately  become  pauperised*  No  one  was 
more  anxious  than  he  was  for  an  ameliora- 
tion of  the  present  system  of  Poor Jaws^ 
but  he  thought  the  pressure  of  the  rates 
was  greatly  exaggerated  in  many  quarters. 
The  increased  value  of  the  revenues  of  the 
country  was  in  a  much  greater  proportion 
than  the  increased  charge  for  the  support 
of  the  poor,  and  the  relative  proportion  of 
the  amount  of  poor-rates  to  the  population 
of  the  country  was  no  greater  now  than  it 
was  in  the  year  l688.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  movingas  an  amendment,  '*  that 
no  rule  or  order  of  the  Commissioners  shall 
prohibit  the  guardians  of  unions  fit)m  giving 
relief  out  m  the  workhouse  to  such  ot 
their  sick  or  impotent  poor,  and  to  such 
widows,  orphans,  and  illegitimate  children, 
as  they  may  think  fit  so  to  relieve." 

Lord  AUhorp  was  understood  to  say, 
Uiat  it  had  been  supposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  addressed  the  House, 
as  well  as  many  other  hon.  Members,  that 
this  Bill  was  not  intended  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  poor,  bat  merely  to  afford 
relief  to  parishes.  The  great  olriect  of  the 
Bill  was  to  improve  the  condition  of  tike 
poor ;  and  if  he  thought  it  would  not  pro* 
duce  that  efifect,  as  well  as  be  a  relief  to 
the  parishes,  he  should  certainly  not  mip* 
port  it.  It  was  not  merely  for  ibe  Hoose 
to  consider  what  was  the  amount  of  the 
poor-rates  compared  with  the  populatioii  of 
the  country  since  1688 ;  the  question  wat^ 
whether  it.  would  be  practicable  by  this 
Bill  to  give  the  CommiasioBers  the  power 
in  every  case  to  say  whether  relief  should 
be  given  at  the  workhouse  or  not.  If  by 
this  Bill  the  House  were  to  say  that 
either  now  or  at  any  future  time  relief 
should  not  any  longer  be  given  out  i^  the 
workhouse,  he  should  consider  with  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Bill  would  go  a 
great  deal  too  far,  and  would  be  attended 
with  bad  consequences.  But  the  Bill  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  Clause  under 
discussion  did  not  give  such  a  power  to  the 
Commissioners  as  the  hon.  Member  de- 
scribed ;  if  it  had  any  effect,  it  diminbhed 
that  power.  It  appeared  to  him  so  unim. 
portant  at  one  time,  that  he  had  almost 
intended  not  to  persevere  in  it.  With  re- 
spect to  relief  being  given  to  persons  who 
were  sick,  to  orphans,  or  widows,  or  others 
who  might  require  relief  out  of  the  work- 
house from  some  temporary  cause,  a  dis* 
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tlaet  piovMhm  ww  WBi$*  All  the 
put  by  tba  hon*  Member  came  under  tUe 
previiiini,  for  they  were  dearly  caeet  of 
emergency.  Bat  if  the  House  were  to 
look  at  the  state  of  worUioases,  as  they  at 
present  existed,  and  the  crime  and  degra- 
dation which  now  prerailed  in  them,  he 
oonld  easily  understand  the  objeetion  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  sending  widows,  orphan^ 
and  children  to  them*  But,  under  a  good 
regulation  of  the  woffchouses,  whidi  he 
trusted  would  be  the  result  of  the  present 
measure,  he  did  not  think  in  such  cases, 
where  persons  were  really  destitute,  there 
would  beany  objection  to  relief  beins  given 
only  in  them.  Wherever  the  wonhouse 
system  had  been  introduced  under  good  re 
gulationB,  so  far  from  their  being  objected 
to  by  the  poor  of  the  parish,  the  persons 
who  had  introduced  that  good  system,  and 
who  presided  over  the  wonhouses,  had  be- 
come extremely  popular  with  the  paupers. 
As  an  illustration  of  this,  the  noble  Lord 
referred  to  the  parish  over  which  the  re- 
verend Mr.  Whateley  presided.  The  ques* 
tion  he  conceived  to  be,  whether  the  House 
should  say  the  Commisrioneni  should  in  no 
case  have  the  power  to  prevent  relief  being 
ffiven  out  of  the  workhouses.  He  thouffht 
It  desirable  that  they  should  possess  that 
power.  He  knew  they  had  given  great 
discretion  to  the  Commissionefs  by  this 
Bill,  but  it  was  to  be  exercised  subject  to 
mat  responsibility.  Such  being  the  case, 
£e  hoped  the  House  would  not  agree  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  C!o&6e<<  said  the  Bill  pve  all  manner 
4of  power  to  the  Commissioners  without 
limitation;  the  House  would  give  them 
power  to  do  that  which  no  hon.  Member 
would  do.  The  hope  was  to  make  the 
landlords  what  the  heritors  were  in  Scot- 
land, by  means  of  three  Commissioners, 
who  were  to  be  stuck  up  here  in  London 
to  bear  all  the  blame.  He  wanted  to 
know  what  was  intended  by  the  present 
Bill }  It  would  be  supposed  from  what 
was  last  ni^t  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord,  that  Uie  only  object  was  to  re- 
duce the  rates.  [Lord  AUhorp:  I  never 
said  that/]  Well,  then,  it  was  one  of  the 
olgecU  ofthe  Bill.  But  the  fact  was,  that 
all  the  gentlemen  in  the  country  had  de- 
clared thieit  sudi  a  Bill  was  not  wanted, 
and  could  not  have  such  an  effect.  What 
was  to  be  done,  according  to  the  reoonu 
mendation  of  the  Report  ?  No  rdief  was 
to  be  given  to  able-bodied  men  out  of  the 
workhouse ;  and  if  placed  in  it,  husbands 
were  to  be   separated  from  wives,   and 


parents  fron  chudreii,  and  no  eonuniudi 
don  waa  to  be  allowed  between  idalioB 
andfriend.  Besides thi% they  were  to  wear 
abadge;  in  shert,  the objeot  was,  to  render 
the  attainment  of  relief  so  irksome  that  th^ 
might  be  deterred  from  seeking  it  Was 
that  legifllatinff  for  the  protection  and  benefit 
of  the  poor?  He  should  like  to  know  what 
power  the  House  had  to  pass  such  a  law, 
and,  before  the  discussion  was  dosed,  he 
would  put  that  power  to  the  test.  The 
noble  Lord  had  sud  a  mat  deal  about  the 
Scotch  Poor-laws,  ana  that  there  wese  no 
paupers  in  Scotland.  But  there  were  not 
a  few  Scotch  vagrants  who  flocked  into  this 
country,  and  put  it  to  immense  expense 
in  sending  them  bade  again.  But  where 
would  the  English  vagrants  go  fer  reHef 
when  the  cmel  Scotch  heritor  system  was 
adopted  here  }  In  Scotland  the  poor  were 
stamd,  which  he  oould  prove  on  credible 
evidence ;  and  he  had  a  letter  before  him, 
stating  that  where  there  prevailed  a  dts. 
position  to  relieve  the  poor,  it  oould  not  be 
done  without  having  recourse  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Cholera  Act.  He  trusted  the 
hon.  Member  would  divide  the  House  on 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Wohyeke  Wkiimorehap&dL  the  House 
would  not  agree  to  the  Amendment  The 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  said,  one  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  get  rid  of  a  portion  of 
the  taxation  of  the  country.  Undoubtedly 
it  was ;  but  when  the  hon.  Member  said,  it 
would  all  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  ridi, 
he  begged  to  remind  him,  that  theoe  laws 
equally  pressed  as  heavily  upon  the  middle 
cItMses  as  upon  the  rich ;  and  he  believed, 
that  the  passing  of  the  law  would  not  do 
so  much  good  to  any  class  as  to  the  superior 
and  welLbdiaved  workman  himsdf.  Un- 
less some  stop  were  put  to  the  evil,  the 
poor  themselves  would,  in  a  very  few 
years,  be  the  greatest  sufferers. 

Mr.  Mark  PkiSps  was  of  opinion  that, 
in  large  manufacturing  towns,  when  it 
happened,  from  any  accidental  circum- 
stances, to  be  imposrible  immediately  to 
find  employment  for  the  poor,  the  opera- 
tion of  this  clause  would  be  very  injurious. 
Before  the  labourers  went  to  the  wori^- 
house  they  would  be  compelled  to  sell  all 
their  furniture,  hand-looms,  &&;  and, 
having  disposed  of  everything  they  possessed 
before  they  obtained  relief  nom  the  work« 
house,  they  would  have  no  prospect  of 
ever  returning  to  their  work,  as  the  most 
they  would  be  allowed  was  a  penny  a-day 
from  the  workhouse.  It  would,  therefore, 
be  three  years  befiire  they  had  even  a  bed 
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to  lie  ttpoiij  aad  they  might  never  be  Me 
to  obtain  a  loom,  which  was  the  means  of 
getting  their  livelihood.  AH  this  evil  might 
be  averted  by  a  temporary  relief  out  of  the 
wortiioiue. 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  the  next  clause  of  the 
BUI  would  be  found  to  apply  to  such  cases 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  idluded  to. 

Mr.  GroU  said,  the  Amendment  went 
l^tiia  to  give  the  guardians  of  the  poor 
the  power  to  say,  what  relief  should  be 
given  in  a  parish  and  what  should  not, 
and  the  House  had  to  decide  whether  the 
discretion  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Commissioners,  or  whether  it  would 
be  better  to  intrust  it  with  the  guardians 
of  the  poor.  Agreeing,  as  they  all  did, 
that  some  relief  should  be  given  out  of  the 
workhouse,  and  as  the  power  must  be  in- 
trusted somewhere,  he  thought  the  House 
would  perpetuate  the  evils  the  Bill  pro^ 
posed  to  remedy,  if  that  power  were  given 
to  those  who  had  hitheito  exerdsed  it  so 
much  to  the  injury  of  the  country.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  the  House  would  not  agree 
to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Haleombe  said,  the  House  would 
be  forgetful  of  the  legitimate  object  of 
Poor-laws  if  it  placed  such  a  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners.  They  had 
seen,  from  the  Report,  what  mws  were 
entertained  by  the  Commissioners  on  the 
subject  of  affiirding  relief  to  the  poor,  and 
they  had  every  reason  to  suppose,  when 
the  power  was  given  to  them,  it  would  be 
exercised  in  conformity  with  those  views. 
With  respect  to  orphans,  he  put  it  to  the 
House  whether  it  would  not  be  consistent, 
with  justice  and  humanity^  to  pass  some 
enactment  allowmg  relief  to  be  given  them 
out  of  the  workhouses  ? 

The  Earl  of  DarKngton  supported  the 
Amendment.  It  was  not,  in  his  opinion, 
inconsistent  with  the  eenerai  proviBions  of 
the  Bill,  which,  he  believed,  would  be 
found  to  work  beneficially  for  the  poor 
themselves. 

Mr.  Benelt  thought,  that  the  guardians, 
being  better  acquainted  with  the  characters 
of  the  poor  in  their  respective  districts  than 
the  Commissioners,  ought  to  have  die 
power  of  deciding  to  what  individuals  out- 
door relief  should  be  given.  He  believed 
that,  if  the  Amendment  were  carried,  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  conciliating  the 
feelings  of  the  poor.  To  adopt  it  was  also 
desirable  on  economical  considerations;  for, 
in  many  instances,  the  aged  poor  were  con* 
tent  to  receive  hsilf-a-crown  ap-week  from 
the  perish  funds  in  dd  of  their  maint^umce 


out  of  the  workhouse,  whereas,  if  Uiey 
were  oompeHad  to  restde.  within  llie  work- 
house, a  much  larger  sum  of  money  must 
be  expended  in  their  support 

Mr.  Hmves  admitted,  that  the  paor»niftes 
had  decreased  during  die  present  and  last 
year,  but  this  decrease  was  attributable  to 
the  attention  which  had  been  bestowed  on 
the  administration  t^  the  Poor<-laws  in 
consequence  of  the  inquiries  of  the  Com* 
missioners.  Certainly  no  class  of  persons 
were  more  dissatisfied  with  the  existing 
mode  of  administerinff  relief  to  the  poor 
than  the  poor  themselves,  as  abundantly 
appeared  from  the  Report  of  the  Coob- 
mksbners.  He  was  in  favour  of  giving  to 
the  Commissioners  the  discretion  preposed 
to  be  vested  in  them  by  the  present  clause; 
for,  considering  their  responsibility  to  that 
House,  and  the  publicity  which  must  at- 
tend their  prooeedinss,  he  did  not  fear,  that 
they  would  abuse  the  power  intrusted  to 
them.  He  believed,  that  the  putting  an 
end  to  outdoor  relief  was  an  act  of 
humanity. 

Mr.  Slaney  would  be  ready  to  admit  the 
force  of  the  hon.  member  for  Lambeth's  ob- 
servations, if  they  were  oonfiiied  to  the 
practice  of  giving  rdief  out  of  woridioases 
to  ablfr^bodied  labourers.  But  the  Amende 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Poulett 
^Scrope)  had  no  reference  to  that  practice, 
having  only  iw  its  object  to  create  an  ex- 
ception in  favour  of  the  aged,  infirm,  and 
impotent  poor.  So  far  he  (Mr.  Slaney) 
was  willing  to  go  with  the  hon.  Member; 
but  with  respect  to  orphans  and  deserted 
children,  he  thought  that  they  were  the 
very  persons  who  ought  to  be  -sent — not  to 
poor-houses  as  at  present  managed — ^but  to 
well  regulated  workhouses,  such  as  weri3 
likely  to  be  established  under  the  proposed 
system. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  clause,  as  it 
stood,  eJQPected  exactly  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber contemplated  by  his  Amendment ;  for 
it  contained  a  proviso  enabling  the  guardians 
of  the  poor  in  all  cases  of  emergency  to 
depart  from  the  regulations  of  ,the  Com- 
missioners, but  requiring  that,  within 
fifteen  days  after  every  such  departure, 
they  should  rejport  the  same,  and  the 
grounds  thereof,  to  the  Commissioners. 
With  respjBct  to  widows,  he  saw  no  ob- 
jection to  placing  them  in  workhouses,  if 
those  workhouses  were  well  regulated.  The 
question  then  was,  in  whose  hands  should 
the  discretion  of  granting  or  withholding 
out«door  relief  be  placed.  He  admitted^ 
that  the  guardians  were  likely  to  have 


351      Poor  Laws'  Ammidmeni.      {COMMONS}  Amaed  Taxei. 


352 


great  local  knowledge ;  but  it  thoold  alao 
Se  reofdlectedy  that  tney -were  not  unlikely 
to  be  influenced  by  intimidation,  particu. 
larlj  in  pauperised  diftricta.  This,  then, 
was  a  good  leaion  for  givins  the  proposed 
discretionary  power  to  the  Commissioners 
in  preference  to  the  guardians. 

Sir  Henry  Wilhughby  would  support 
the  Amendment,  and  omy  reeretted  that 
it  did  not  also  include  the  ased  poor.  He 
did  not  think  it  fitting  to  give  any  person 
the  power  of  confining  the  whole  of  the 
afled  poor  of  the  country  in  workhouses. 
'Neither  was  he  of  opinion^  that  the 
guardians  of  the  poor  were  proper  persons 
to  be  intrusted  with  the  discretion  it  was 
proposed  to  give  them.  They  were  inter- 
ested parties,  and  would  be  disposed  to 
keep  down  the  poor-rates.  He,  therefore, 
thought,  that  some  local  authority  should 
be  estaUished  to  transmit  the  complaints  of 
the  poorer  classes  to  the  Central  Board  in 
London. 

Colonel  WoodaBid,  that,  in  the  county 
which  he  represented,  there  existed  no 
workhouses;  but  he  should  vote  for  the 
present  clause,  because  he  believed,  that 
the  Commissioners  would  not  order  the 
erection  of  workhouses  in  those  parts  of 
the  country  where  they  were  not  called 
for. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment: Ayes  40;  Noes  148— Majority  108. 

List  of  ike  Aybs. 


expenses  were  sanctioned  by  the  Commis. 


Auwood,  T. 
Benett,  J. 
Bethell,  R. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Broiherton,  J. 
Collier,  J. 
Cripps,  J. 
Davenporl,  J. 
Duocombe,  W. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Faithful],  G. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Feilden,  W. 
FentOD,  J. 
Fieldeo,  J. 
Gaskell,  D. 
GodsoD,  R. 
Halcombe,  J. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hodges,  T.L. 
Irton,  S. 


Langston,  J.  H. 
Mills,  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
Price,  R. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Scbolefield,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Throckmortoo,  R. 
Tower,  C.  T. 
Vernon  — 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Walsh,  Sir  J. 
Walter,  J. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilks,  J. 
Williams,  G. 
Willooghby,  Sir  H. 

TELLERS. 

Serope,  P. 


Mr.  Edward  BuUer  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment to  relieve  the  guardians  of  the  poor 
from  the  obligation  of  paying  out  of  their 
own  pockets  the  expenses  incurred  by  them 
in  granting  out  door  relief,  unless  those 


Lord  Alikorp  opposed  the  Amendment, 
but  thought  the  sutnect  worthy  of  consider- 
ation. Perhaps  it  might  be  possible  to  effect 
the  hon.  Member^s  object  in  some  unob- 
jectionable manner. 

Mr.  Caifbett  said,  the  whole  object  of  the 
Bill  was,  to  deter  the  poor  from  seeking 
relief.  He  had  heard  of  an  overseer  in 
Sussex  who  cut  off  the  hair  of  two  women 
who  applied  to  him  for  relief,  put  d^^md- 
ing  badges  on  them,  and  in  Uiis  concdtion 
marched  them  through  the  viUage  to  the 
parish  church.  Now,  the  Commissioners 
reoommcpded  that  badges  should  be  put  on 
the  paupers;  and,  though  they  did  not 
recommend  the  cutting  off  the  hair  of 
those  who  applied  for  rdief,  yet  give  them 
but  the  power,  and  they  would  soon  torn 
head-shavers.  During  the  riots  in  the 
agricultural  districts,  these  head-shaving 
overseers  did  not  esciq[ie  punishment;  and 
it  was  with  mat  pleanire  that  he  heard  of 
the  manner  in  which  they  were  treated  by 
the  people.  He  intended  to  propose,  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  present  clause,  a  proviso 
prohibiting  any  regulation  being  made  for 
separating  the  male  pauper  from  his  wife 
or  children,  or  for  shaving  the  heads  of,  or 
for  putting  odious  badges  on,  poor  persons 
applying  ror  relief. 

Mr.  Bemal  (the  Chairman)  stated,  that 
the  hour  had  arrived  (3  o'clock)  when  it 
was  necessary  to  adjourn. 

The  House  resumed,  and  adjourned. 

AsBBsaBD  TAXB8.3  On  the  House 
meetiiuz  again  in  the  evening, 

Sir  Samud  WhaUey  rose  to  brinff  forward 
his  Resolution  for  the  repeal  of  the  whole 
of  the  Assessed  Taxes.  The  hon.  Member 
complained  of  the  unequal  pressure  of  the 
Assessed  Taxes  on  those  who  kept  car- 
riagei,  horses,  and  servants.  One  of  the 
Asseaied  Taxes  was  on  horses  above  a 
certain  standard.  The  efiect  of  this  was, 
that,  to  get  horses  of  a  siae  below  that 
standard,  the  excellent  breed  of  that  useful 
animal  the  Knglish  pony  was  discouraged ; 
the  breed  had  become  greaUy  deteriorated, 
and  we  now  had  a  race  of  Shetland  ponies, 
some  of  them  not  much  larger  in  siee  than 
a  good  Newfoundland  dog.  It  was  absurd, 
he  contended,  to  let  the  tax  fall  on  the 
horse  acoordiuff  to  his  height,  as  it  pre- 
vented many  from  keeping  a  horse  which 
would  be  of  real  use  to  them.  The  un- 
equal pressure  of  the  taxes  was  the  cause 
of  driving  many  persons  with  large  families 
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to  the  contineiit,  where  they  spent  their 
incomes,  which  would  be  of  vast  service  to 
their  country  if  spent  at  home.  The  man 
of  property  who  remained  at  home^  and 
kept  up  his  estabUshment,  was  made  to 
pay  exorbitantly,  while  another  man  of 
even  still  larger  property,  who  was  nig- 
gardly and  mean,  and  lived  in  lodgings, 
was  idmost  wholly  exempt  £rom  direct  tax- 
ation. He,  therdfore,  would  recommend  a 
Property-tax ;  and  to  avoid  all  inequality 
and  injustice,  he  would  sugeest,  that  aU 
persons  should  make  a  return^  the  amount 
of  land  they  held,  the  rent  they  paid,  if 
any ;  and  in  that  way  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty might  be  easily  ascertained.  The 
landlords,  of  course,  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  make  deductions  for  all  mortgages  and 
rent-charges.  The  amount  of  every  man's 
funded  property  might  be  easily  ascertained. 
Thos,  he  qyprehended,  the  tax  would  be 
deprived  of  its  disagreeable  inquisitorial 
character,  since  no  man  need  midce  disdo^- 
suies,  and  the  evasions  would  be  inoonsider- 
able.  As  he  was  not,  however,  competent, 
fiom  ilUhealth,  to  the  task  he  had  under- 
taken, he  would  leave  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Worcester,  who  had 
an  Amendment  to  propose  upon  his  Motion, 
which  he  would  submit  to  the  House  in 
the  following  form : — '^  That,  as  the  As- 
sessed Taxes  are  prejudicial  to  the  home 
trade  and  manufactures  of  this  country, 
and  as  their  pressure  occasions  persons  of 
moderate  fortunes  to  spend  their  incomes 
abroad,  it  is  expedient  that  they  should  be 
repealed,  and  the  deficiency  in  the  revenue 
supplied  by  a  tax  upon  real  property,  se- 
curities on  real  property,  and  the  pubHc 
funds. 

Mr.  Robinson  then  brought  forward  his 
Amendment;  and,  after  remarking  upon 
the  position  in  which  he  was  accidentally 
placed,  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact,  that  last  year  he  had  been  sup- 
ported in  a  proposition  similar  to  that  he 
was  now  about  to  introduce,  by  157  Mem. 
hers.  A  strong  presumption  was  thus 
afforded,  that  at  that  time  there  existed  a 
very  general  opinion  that  a  great  change 
ought  to  be  made  in  the  system  of  taxa- 
tion. 

Mr.  Gisbome  moved,  that  the  House 
be  counted;  and,  there  not  being  forty 
Members  present,  it  was  adjourned. 
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MurvTM.]   PedtioDi  prawnted.   Jiy  Loid  Howaho  ov 
ErriHOHAM,  fiom  Slieffldd,  fo  Fnadom  of  Rdigioiis 
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Wonliipb— By  the  Earl  of  CovBTOfim,  and  Xixd  Bszut, 
tnm  fevwal  PlaDBB,— <ror  PnCedioB  to  the  BttaWithiHt 
Churdi.— By  the  Earl  of  Harbwood,  from  KOmotth, 
ag^Qgt  the  Oaiou  of  Diasenten. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS^ 
Wednesday,  June  11,  1834. 

BConJTSs.^  New  WHt  oidered.  On  tihe  liotiA  of  Mr. 
Chabubb  Wood,   for   Wezfiml  County,  In  the  room 

of    ROBBST     SBAPLAMD      Ca&BW,     EM}.,     DOW    Lofd 
CkMXW, 

VOL  RcMd  e  teoond  times— Fkloidly  Sodetiei.— Read  a 
thiid  time:— Sale  of  Hay. 

Petitions  proented.  By  Loid  Stormont,  and  Mr.  Wtnk. 
from  several  Places,— against  the  Claims  of  the  Diasenten. 
—By  Mr.  Hardt,  fkom  Bmdftud,  Ibr  the  Repeal  of  the 
Du^  on  Olive  OiL— By  Mr.  MAOoac,  from  Bhuabon.  for 
Protection  to  the  Established  Church.— By  Mr.  BowRa, 
from  several  l*laoes,  against  Drunkenness. — ^By  Mr. 
Hambuit,  and  Mr.  Briboob,  from  sevcnd  PlaoeSy— 
i«ainit  the  Proposed  Measure  of  Chiaich  Rates.— By 
the  Earl  of  Kbrry,  Lord  Dalvrny,  Viscount  Milton, 
Sir  Robbrt  Prbl,  Mr.  Srrphrrd,  Mr.  Milrb, 
aad  Mr.  Soofir,  from  a  Mvnbsrof  Plsefi.  i^hist  the 
Sepantioaof  Church  and  State.— By  Sir  Robbbt  Pbbl* 
flx>m  Perth,  agdnst  the  Alteration  in  the  present 
System  of  Church  Patronage  in  Scotland;  from  two 
Plaest*  Bgaiast  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill— By  the 
same,  and  Lord  Muaov,— hi  Ikvour  of  the  Lord's  Day 
Obserranoe  Bill. — By  Mr.  Frrdbrick  Shaw,  from  the 
FUiermen  of  CarridEfrigus,  for  Relief.— By  Lord  Dal- 
laurr,  from  Ganganaoek,  fbr  PraCeetioD  to  the  Churefa 
of  Scotland.— By  the  Earl  of  Kbrrv,  and  Sir  Robbrt 
Prbl,  from  several  Places, — against  the  Claims  of  the 
Dfssenten.— By  Mr.  Pldmftrb,  from  Tavistock,  in 
ftvour  of  the  Reiigioiis  Assemblies  Bill*— By  Sir  Robbbt 
Pbbl,  from  several  Plaees,  for  Protection  to  the  Established 
Church.— By  Mr.  Clay,  from  two  Metropolitan  Parishes, 
Ibr  Amen^ng  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act. — By  Mr.  Halibub^ 
TON,  fiom  the  Handloom  linen  Weavers  of  Cupar,  te;, 
for  a  Board  of  Trade;  from  Brechin ;  and  by  Sir  Robbrt 
Pbbl,  from  Dunblane,  for  an  increased  Stipend  to  Pa- 
rochial Sdioofanasten.— By  Lord  AcHBeoN,  from  Medical 
Practitiooers  hi  Amaa^,  agafaist  oertam  M<uopolieB}  from 
Clare,  for  the  Abolition  of  Tithes. — ^By  the  same,  and  Mr. 
Haubvbtob,  ftwn  several  Plaoes,— egafant  Drunkenness* 
— By  Sir  Robbrt  Pbbl,  Mr.  Milbb.  and  Mr.  Mbtbubn, 
from  sevcnd  Places,  against  the  Universitieaf  Admission 
BllL— By  Lofd  Dodlbt  Stuabt,  Sir  Ralph  Lopbs, 
Mr.  Colubb,  and  Mr.  Lockb,  from  several  PlaetSy 
agBhut  the  Pxopoaad  Measure  of  Church  Rates. 


Views  of  the  Dissenters.]  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  on  presentiDg  a  number  of 
Petitions,  praying  the  House  not  to  pass 
the  Bill  to  give  Dissenters  a  right  to 
admission  into  the  Universities  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  which  were  also  all  unani- 
mous in  their  prayer,  that  the  House 
would  gire  its  sanction  to  no  measure  that 
would  tend  to  the  subversion  or  injury 
of  the  Established  Church,  —  observed, 
that  he  had  heard  with  great  pleasure  the 
manly  declaration  that  had  been  made 
that  morning  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Frome,  with  respect  to  the  Dissenters. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  that  he 
had,  on  a  former  occasion,  given  his  vote 
in  favour  of  the  admission  of  Dissenters 
to  the  Universities ;  but  that,  in  conse- 
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quence  of  the  subsequent  declarations 
which  had  been  made  bv  the  Dissenters 
with  respect  to  the  real  objects  at  which 
they  were  aiming,  he  was  induced  to  de- 
clare, that  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  with- 
hold from  them  the  support  he  had 
promised.  He  thought  the  hoo.  Gentle- 
man had  properly  and  justly  retracted  his 
promise.  He  begged  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  declaration  published 
in  the  newspapers,  which  bad  been  put 
forth  on  Monday  last,  of  a  meeting  of  the 
representatives  of  the  united  committee 
of  Dissenters.  This  declaration,  the 
House  must  consider,  had  not  been  made 
hastily  in  the  beat  of  debate,  or  without 
consideration,  but  was  deliberately  put 
forth  at  a  meeting  specially  convened  by 
a  body  of  Dissenters,  forming  the  united 
committee,  delegated  by  the  Dissenters 
generally,  and,  of  course,  representing  the 
sentiments  of  that  body.  They  stated, 
that  their  object  in  putting  forth  the 
declaration  was,  to  rescue  themselves  from 
imputations  which  had  been  made  against 
them  of  an  attempt  to  overthrow  the 
Established  Church.  The  charge  against 
them  was,  that  they  designed  the  total 
destruction  of  the  episcopal  form  of 
worship,  and  that  they  were  desirous  to 
enjoy  the  secular  advantages  that  would 
result  from  a  separation  of  the  Church 
from  the  State.  Those  Dissenters  posi- 
tively denied  the  assertion.  They  did 
not  wish  to  overthrow  the  Church,  or  to 
interfere  with  the  episcopal  form  of 
worship,  nor  did  they  desire  that  the 
emoluments  of  the  Church  should  be 
appropriated  for  the  purposes  of  their  own 
religion  ;  but  they  did  declare,  that  they 
wished  to  withhold  from  the  Established 
Church  the  support  it  received  from  the 
State,  and  to  apply  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  to  secular  purposes.  They  did 
not  wish  it  to  be  given  to  them — true,  but 
they  wished  it  to  be  taken  from  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  which  was  nothing  less 
than  a  separation  of  Church  and  State. 
All  they  disclaimed  was,  any  interference 
with  the  ecclesiastical  discipline  of  the 
Church ;  but  as  they  (the  Established 
Church)  had  never  expressed  any  desire 
to  interfere,  or  attempted  any  interference, 
with  the  form  of  worship  adopted  by  the 
Dissenters,  much  gratitude  was  not  due 
to  them  for  that  disclaimer.  The  Dis- 
senters prayed,  that  there  might  be  a  total 
severance  of  the  alliance  between  Church 
and  State,  which  amounted  to  a  declara- 1 


tion  that  there  should  be  no  Established 
Church  within  these  realms.  After  that 
declaration,  which  had  been  put  forth  so 
lately  as  Monday  last,  it  became  the  duty, 
as  it  was  the  undoubted  right,  of  every 
hon.  Gentleman  in  that  House,  to  consider 
the  questions  that  were  pending  in  that 
House,  with  respect  to  the  Church,  not 
on  their  abstract  or  isolated  merits,  but 
how  they  bore  upon  the  avowed  objects 
of  the  great  body  of  Dissenters.  Enter- 
taining such  views,  he  thought  the  hon. 
member  for  Frome  was  perfectly  justified 
in  retracting  the  promises  he  had  given  to 
the  Dissenters.  He  must  also  give  the 
Dissenters  credit  for  having  acted  an 
honest  and  manly  part  in  refusing  to  re- 
ceive the  advantages  which  had  been 
intended  for  their  own  relief,  without 
boldly  declaring  what  their  ultimate  ob- 
ject was.  To  the  petition  which  he  pre- 
sented he  gave  his  cordial  support.  When 
these  manifestations  of  public  opinion 
were  daily  taking  place,  he  considered  it 
the  duty  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
take  an  early  opportunity  to  explain  can- 
didly, and  without  reserve,  what  were 
the  views  they  entertained  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Baineshiid  not  seen  the  declaration 
alluded  to,  until  it  was  shown  to  him  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite.  He 
believed  the  principles  of  the  Dissenters 
were  unchanged,  and  to  be  embodied  in 
the  resolution  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  If  the  principles  of  dissent  were 
properly  understood,  the  very  circum- 
stance of  a  man  Iseing  a  Dissenter  was  a 
declaration  that  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
union  between  Church  and  State,  ["^o"] 
He  was  as  well  acquainted  with  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Dissenters  as  hon.  Members 
who  cried  "  No,"  and  that  sentiment,  he 
believed,  was  entertained  by  them.  He 
did  not  deny  the  right  of  the  Church  to 
hold  that  union,  and  to  cultivate  it  by  all 
possible  means;  but  every  Dissenter,  if 
consistent  with  his  principles,  must  be 
opposed  to  the  alliance.  With  respect  to 
the  appropriation  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Church,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  sup- 
posed, that  the  Dissenters  desired  to  par- 
ticipate in  them. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  not  so  stated .  What 
he  said  was,  that  the  Dissenters  did  not 
desire  to  interfere  with  the  ecclesiastical 
discipline  of  the  Church,  and  as  the 
Church  of  England  had  not  attempted 
any  interference  with  the  free  exercise  of 
the  form  of  worship  adopted  by  the  Dis- 


357 


Views  qf  the 


{June  11} 


Dissenters, 


358 


seuters,  he  thought  the  discl^aimer  wat  of 
no  great  importaoce. 

Mr.  Baines  had  understood  the  right 
hoo.  Baronet  also  to  have  intimated,  that 
a  desire  existed  among  the  Dissenters  to 
participate  in  the  revenues  of  the  Church 
establishment.-  [**  No^'  from  Sir  Robert 
PeeL]  It  could  not  be  said  there  was  any 
thing  selfish  in  the  applications  of  the 
Dissenters:  they  did  not  come  to  the 
House  and  say,  '*  Here  are  large  revenues 
appropriated  to  the  support  of  the  Church, 
we  wish  to  partake  of  those  revenues;" 
but  they  saia,  "  We  hold  these  revenues 
to  be  public  pvopetiy.'*  They  did  not  wish 
them  to  be  appropriated  among  them- 
selves; if  they  wejce  applied  to  any  other 
purposes  than  those  of  the  Established 
Church,  they  distinctly  stated  that  they 
wished  them  devoted  to  those  purposes  in 
which  they,  as  a  sect  of  Christians,  pos- 
sessed no  individual  interest.  He  saw  a 
smile  on  the  faces  of  hon.  Members,  as  if 
they  doubted  that  expression  of  disinter- 
estedness. If  an  examination  were  made 
into  the  manner  in  which  these  revenues 
originated,  it  would  be  found  that  one 
party  had  as  mud)  right  to  them  as  the 
other,  and  they  belonged  as  much  to  one 
denomination  of  Christians  being  his  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  as  to  another.  It  would, 
therefore,  not  be  unreasonable  for  the  Dis- 
senters to  say,  that  ''  whereas  at  one  time 
you,  the  Church  of  England,  were  no 
more  entitled  to  these  revenues  than  we ; 
therefore,  now  that  there  is  a  difference  in 
our  form  of  worship,  we  do  not  think  we 
shall  be  asking  anything  unfair,  when  we 
seek  to  partake  of  those  revenues;"  but 
they  asked  no  such  thing.  With  regard 
to  the  Universities,  they  considered  the 
Church  of  England  exclusively  held  these 
fountains  of  knowledge,  and  that  the  Dis- 
senters were  equally  entitled  to  the 
advantages  of  those  institutions  for  the 
education  of  their  youth.  He  believed, 
with  respect  to  the  other  grievances  of 
Dissenters — such  as  the  celebration  of 
marriages,  the  burial  of  their  dead,  and  a 
system  of  registration  of  their  own — that 
no  member  of  the  Church  seriously  ob- 
jected to  them.  The  Dissenters  looked 
for  the  hostility  of  those  who  supported 
the  connexion  between  Church  and  State, 
jconsidering  it  conducive  to  their  interests 
and  the  interests  of  the  religion  they  pro- 
fessed. If  the  time  should  ever  arrive 
when  the  people  of  England  should  think 
the  objects  of  religion  would  be  better 


advanced  by  a  reparation  of  Church  and 
State,  than  by  the  Church  remaining  an 
integral  part  of  the  State,  then,  and  not 
till  then,  should  a  separation  take  place. 
The  Dissenters  ought  never  to  carry  their 
point,  except  by  the  progress  of  public 
opinion,  and  supported  by  public  justice. 

Mr.  <SAat&  complimented  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  candour  of  his  avowal.  He  had 
stated,  that  the  Dissenters  desired  a  sepa* 
ration  of  Church  and  State,  but  that  they 
wished  the  revenues  of  the  Church  not  to 
be  appropriated  to  their  own  purposes, 
but  to  some  secular  purposes.  The  hon. 
Member  had  also  stated  in  that  House^ 
that  the  object  of  the  Dissenters  in  en- 
deavouring to  obtain  admission  into  the 
Universities,  was  not  confined  to  taking 
degrees  merely,  but  that  they  also  sought 
to  participate  in  all  the  advantages  the 
members  of  the  Episcopal  Church  enjoyed 
with  respect  to  fellowships  and  other 
benefits  arising  out  of  the  Universities; 
but  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  contend,  that  if  the  Universities  were 
once  opened  to  Dissenters  in  the  manner 
he  desired,  it  would  be  impossible  to  pre- 
serve the  ecclesiastical  mode  of  education 
at  present  adopted  at  those  institutions. 
He  concurred  in  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  at  the  present  import- 
ant crisis,  it  was  most  important  the  House 
and  the  country  should  be  made  fully 
acquainted  with  the  views  which  were 
entertained  on  the  subject  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers.  He  believed  it  had  now  come 
to  the  simple  question  of  whether  there 
should  be  a  Church  or  no  Church,  and  he 
thought,  as  that  was  the  case,  it  was  most 
desirable  the  Government  should  not 
entertain  one  opinion  in  that  House  and  a 
different  opinion  in  another;  but  should 
distinctly  state  what  opinion  his  Majesty  s 
Ministers,  as  a  Government,  entertained 
with  regard  to  the  Church. 

Mr.  Locke  was  one  of  those  who  had 
said  '^  No,"  when  the  hon.  member  for 
Leeds  stated  that  the  Dissenters  ail  de- 
sired a  separation  of  Church  and  State. 
He  did  so,  because  he  had  that  morning 
presented  a  petition  from  the  Dissenters 
of  Devizes,  in  which  they  stated  they  had 
no  desire  to  interfere  with  the  connexion 
of  Church  and  State.  He  had  supported 
the  petition  on  that  very  ground. 

Mr.  Meihuen  regretted  he  had  not  been 
present  to  give  that  petition  his  support. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  say  that 
the  Dissenter^  generally  desired  a  separa- 
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assembled  a  number  of  persons  for  the 
purpose  of  religious  worship;  although,as 
the  law  stood,  he  was  subject  to  a  penalty 
for  so  doing ;  and  if  he  could  not  do  so 
in  future  according  to  law,  he  feared  he 
should  be  disposed  to  violate  the  law 
again.  He  really  should  wish  to  see  every 
law  of  this  nature  erased  altogether  from 
the  Statute-book,  as  they  were  a  disgrace 
to  the  country.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  support  the  Bill. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  said,  that 
although  he  was  the  friend  of  religious 
liberty  and  toleration  to  as  extended  a 
degree  as  most  Members  of  that  House, 
yet  he  could  not  give  his  consent  to  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  chiefly  because  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  converting  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  if  they  so  pleased,  into 
preachers.  The  hon.  member  for  Cam- 
bridge had  lately  introduced  a  Bill  to  turn 
preachers  into  Members  of  Parliament; 
and  the  object  of  the  present  Bill,  seemed 
to  be  to  turn  Members  of  Parliament  into 
preachers.  He  did  not  wish  to  make 
religion  a  mere  by- word  in  the  mouths  of 
those  who  were  not  immediately  connected 
with  its  Ministry ;  and  on  these  grounds, 
therefore,  he  should  move,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  third  time  that  day  six  months. 

Sir  £.  Knatchbull  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Strickland  was  anxious  that  the 
Bill  should  pass ;  but  he  should  be  glad 
to  have  the  protection  that  was  intended 
to  be  given  to  rooms  or  other  places 
attached  to  private  houses  more  satisfac- 
torily explained  than  it  was  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Hume  could  not  at  all  see  why 
Members  of  Parliament,  if  they  happened 
to  be  properly  qualified  for  the  duty, 
should  be  prevented  from  being  teachers 
of  religion  any  more  than  other  persons. 
He  should  be  very  glad  to  see  the  system 
of  granting  licences  done  away  with  alto- 
gether, as  far  as  it  extended  to  religions 
instruction.  It  was  one  of  the  last  rem- 
nants of  intolerance,  and  ought  to  be 
abolished.  He  should  give  his  cordial 
support  to  the  Bill. 

Sir  Oeorge  Grey  said,  that  he  thought 
the  time  had  passed  away  for  continuing 
an  Act  of  Pains  and  Penalties  such  as  the 
Conventicle  Act.  That  Act  was  designed 
to  prevent  meetings  for  seditious  purposes 
under  the  pretence  of  religious  instruc- 
tion ;  and,  as  there  existed  no  longer  any 
dread  of  seditious  meetings,  the  law  was 
no  longer  called  for.  He  should  give  his 
support  to  th&  Bill. 


Mr.  Fleetwood  hoped,  that  this  Bill 
would  receive  the  support  of  the  House, 
as  it  certainly  should  his  own  most  cor- 
dially. He  particularly  called  for  the 
support  of  the  Irish  and  Scotch  Members 
on  this  occasion,  as  they  had  ample  op- 
portunity of  seeing  in  those  two  countries 
the  advantages  that  arose  from  unrestricted 
religious  institutions.  The  Bill  only  went 
to  establish  religious  toleration ;  and  he 
hoped  there  were  not  many  Members  in 
that  House  who  would  object  to  that  prin- 
ciple at  the  present  day. 

Earl  Jermyn  objected  to  the  Bill,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  trench  upon  the 
fundamental  principles  and  regulations  of 
the  Established  Church.  He  should  wish 
to  have  the  discussion  on  the  Bill  adjourned 
until  some  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
should  be  present,  as  he  was  very  desirous 
of  hearing  what  their  sentiments  were  on 
a  subject  of  such  importance  to  the  reli- 
gious instruction  of  the  country,  and  to 
the  Church  of  England  Establishment. 
He  should  like  very  much  to  hear  what 
the  Attorney  General  thought  of  the  Bill. 
He  should  support  the  Amendment  that 
had  been  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Newcastle. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment :  Ayes  33 ;  Noes  88— Majority  55, 

The  Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 
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The  Hand-Loom  Weavers  *—  Ad- 
journed Debate.3  Mr.  Maxwell  moved 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  resamp. 
tion  of  the  Adjourned  Debate  be  read.  * 

Mr.  Gilhn  had  hoped,  that  the  very 
reasonable  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Lanarkshire  would  hare  been  at  once 
acceded  to.  It  was  the  imperative  duty  of 
this  House  to  inquire  into  the  distress  of 
any  portion  of  tbeir  fellow-subjects,  and  to 
endeavour  to  devise  a  remedy  for  it ;  and 
the  more  that  distress  was  confined  to 
a  particular  class,  the  more  reason  was 
there  to  examine  the  peculiar  causes  of 
hardship  which  bore  upon  them.  After  all 
the  facts  which  had  been  repeatedly 
brought  forward  in  this  and  the  last 
Session,  it  was  scarcely  necessary  to  prove 
the  existence  of  that  distress ;  but  as  cer- 
tain statements  had  been  put  forth  at  the 
opening  of  the  Session,  of  a  great  improve- 
ment having  taken  place  in  the  condition 
of  the  hand-loom  weavers^  it  was  his  duty 
to  inform  the  House  that  these  statements 
were  utterly  fallacious,  and  that  the  hon. 

Member  who  made  them  had  been  grossly 

■»  ■  —  -  - 

*  See  (third  series)  vol.  xxiii.  p.  1090. 


imposed  on  by  his  informant.    It  had  been 
stated,  that  the  distress  of  the  hand  Joom 
weavers  had  nearly  passed  away — that  a 
rise  of  ten  to  twelve  per  cent  had  taken 
place  on  their  wages,  and  that  they  were 
not  obliged  to  put  their  children  to  the 
loom  at  an  early  age,  as  they  found  other 
employment  for  them.     He  had  formerly 
shown  what  a  rise  of  ten  to  twelve  per 
cent  in  the  wages  of  this  class  of  persons 
would  be :  that  as  it  had  been  clearly  made 
out  last  year  that  the  hand-loom  weavers 
at  plain  fabrics  could  not  earn  more  on  an 
average  of  dear  wages  than  ^.  5d.  per 
week^  a  rise  of  twelve  per  cent  on  this  sum 
amounted  only  to  6^.,  making  in  all  about 
5s.  per  week  for  the  entire  maintenance  of 
themselves  and  families.     The  truth,  how- 
ever, was,  that  this  rise  of  twelve  per  cent 
had  taken  place  only  in  very  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances in  the  finer  fabrics,  or  with 
those  weavers  who  resided   in   Glasgow, 
and  who  were  in  immediate  contact  with 
their  employers ;  in  the  coarser  fabrics,  and 
in  country  places,  the  rise  did  not  amount 
to  more  than  six  per  cent ;  and  he  had  in 
his  possession  a  letter  from  Biggar,  a  very 
remote  part  of  the  country,  stating  that 
there  they  had  experienced  no  rise  at  all. 
The  fact  was,  the  manufacturers,  that  is, 
the  unprincipled  portion  of   them,  who 
wished  to  increase  their  own  fortunes  on 
the  absolute  starvation  of  the  poor  weavers, 
took  advantage  of  those  who  lived  in  re- 
mote places,  and  who  had  not  the  means  of 
obtaining    early  or  accurate  information. 
The  very  correspondents  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Ipswich,  the  House  of  Bannatyne 
and  Moira,  at  the  time  they  were  imposing 
upon  him  by  those  fallacious  statements, 
had  not,  as  he  was  informed,  in  different 
districts  of  the  country,  raised  their  wages 
at  all.     If,  instead  of  six,  or  even  twelve, 
per  cent,  a  rise  of  100  per  cent  had  taken 
place,  their  wages  would  not  then  have 
nearly  equalled  those  of  many  other  classes 
of  artisans.     As  to  the  weavers  being  able 
to  put  their  children  to  other  work,  he 
should  like  to  be  informed  to  what  work 
they  were  to  put  them  >     It  was  altogether 
a  delusion,  as  it  was  well  known  they  were 
compelled  by  dire  necessity  to  place  them 
at  the  loom  at  from  eight  to  ten  years  of 
age,  before  either  their  bodies    or    their 
minds  had  received  the  necessary  forma- 
tion, in  order  to  eke  out  the  miserable 
pittance  which  their  parents  were  able  to 
earn.    So  much  for  the  comparative  pros- 
perity of  the  weavers.      Then  it  was  a 
peculiar  feature  in  the  case  of  the  hand- 
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loom  weavers,  that  when  woik  had  become 
more  abundant,  wu^  bad  not  xiaen  in  any 
almost  perceptible  oegree,  and  that  whereas 
at  the  present  moment  there  was  more  than 
enough  of  work  for  every  person  engaged 
in  that  species  of  labour,  their  wages 
continued  at  the  low  rate  at  which  he  had 
mentioned,  while  in  other  branches  of 
trade,  where  work  was  not  so  plentiful, 
wages  were  much  higher.  Why  did  a 
weaver,  who  had  constant  work,  earn  only 
59.  or  6'f .  per  week,  while  a  warper,  a 
tailor,  or  a  snoemaker,  who  had  only  occa- 
sional employment,  had  a  five-times  higher 
rate  of  wages?  The  fall  of  wages  was 
not  caused,  as  was  alleged,  by  over-produc- 
tion, for  eYcrj  weaver  could  find  work  to 
keep  him  employed  from  fifteen  to  sixteen 
hours  a-day.  The  reason  was  obvious. 
The  latter  classes  to  whom  he  had  referred 
were  in  contact  with  their  employers,  from 
this  it  was  to  be  supposed  that  some  kindly 
feeling  was  generated  between  them,  or  in 
the  absence  of  this,  they  might  combine  to 
effect  a  rise  of  wages.  This  was  not  the 
case  with  the  hand-loom  weavers,  who 
were  scattered  in  small  towns  and  villages 
all  over  the  country ;  most  of  them  never 
saw  their  employers,  who  cared  nothing 
for  the  condition  or  sufferings  of  men  with 
whom  they  had  no  intercourse ;  and  they 
were  too  much  divided  by  distance,  and  too 
much  under  the  pressure  of  immediate 
want,  to  be  able  to  combine  in  their  own 
defence.  Again,  it  was  said  that  the  low 
rate  of  wages  was  caused  by  foreign  com- 
petition. So  far  was  it  from  being  true, 
that  these  low  wages  were  necessaiy  to 
enable  the  manufacturers  to  compete  with 
those  abroad,  that  the  fact  was,  that  the 
price  in  most  instances  fell  in  the  foreign 
markets  from  the  introduction  of  British 
goods.  It  was  home  competition  which 
was  the  root  of  the  evil^  which  reduced  the 
price  of  the  commodities  in  the  foreign 
markets,  and  tended  only  to  enable  certam 
unprincipled  speculators  to  go  on  by  means 
of  the  starvation  of  the  weavers.  If  prices 
were  raised  here,  they  would  be  raised 
abroad  also,  as  the  system  of  combinations 
among  workmen  was  just  as  well  known 
there  as  with  us ;  and  if  the  House  acceded 
to  the  proposition  now  before  them,  they 
would  have  the  prospect  of  conferring  a 
benefit  not  only  on  their  own  poor  starving 
countrymen,  but  of  improving  the  condition 
of  a  portion  of  the  labouring  classes  all 
over  the  world.  Let  it  also  be  considered 
what  a  favourable  effect  would  be  produced 
on  the  market  were  the  condition  of  this 


large  dasi  of  tfao  population  maleriaUT 
improved,  and  they  wereenaUed  to  beoomc 
larger  consumers  both  of  their  own  prodooe^ 
and  of  that  of  other  branches  of  industiy. 
He  did  not  mean  to  discuss  the  propriety 
of  appointing  Boards  of  Trade — ^thoogh 
that  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  subject  to  be 
discussed  in  Committee — ^but  he  could  as* 
sure  the  House  that  the  operatives  weie 
far  too  intelligent  a  dass  to  desire  to  inter- 
fere in  any  way  with  the  foreign  market, 
which  they  knew  must  necessarily  reoust 
upon  themselves.  They  asked  to  be  per- 
mitted  to  state  their  case  to  a  Committee 
of  this  House,  to  point  out  the  causes 
which  had  produced  such  a  state  of  things, 
and  the  means  that  might  be  adopted  lor 
its  removal,  and  he  was  convinced  they 
understood  these  matters  much  better  than 
most  hon.  Members.  Were  these  men  to 
appeal  in  vain  to  this  House  for  redress  ? 
What  deadly  sin  had  they  committed,  that 
they  were  to  be  put  without  the  pale  of 
the  Constitution  as  outcasts  and  aliens  ? 
Their  distress  they  had  borne  with  a  pati. 
ence  which  is  not  only  commendable,  but 
almost  incredible.  Much  had  been  said  of 
the  forbearance  exerdsed  by  the  agrieul* 
tural  classes  as  entitling  them  to  the  con« 
sideration  of  the  House.  He  was  far  from 
denying  this ;  he  only  wished,  that  the 
same  reasoning  should  be  applied  in  the 
present  case.  Not  one  ontraoe  had  charao 
teriaed  the  proceedings  of  we  handJioom 
weavers,  while  borne  to  the  earth  by 
sufferings  at  which  the  heart  of  humanity 
shuddered.  They  disavowed  all  secret 
associations;  they  united,  as  they  were  not 
only  entitled,  but  bound  to  do,  for  their 
own  protection ;  but  all  their  proceedings 
were  open  and  ayowed.  Why  was  the 
labour  of  these  poor  men,  which  was  their 
only  property,  but  the  more  important  as 
bdng  the  source  of  all  other  property,  to 
be  unprotected?  Was  the  fruit  of  our 
commercial  system  to  be  the  starvation  and 
degradation  of  our  people  ?  If  so,  better  it 
were  for  ever  banished  from  our  shores. 
Were  these  petitioners  to  be  permitted  to 
starve  in  the  midst  of  a  plenty  of  their 
own  creation?  Were  these  respectable 
and  industrious  individuals  to  be  permitted 
to  want,  while  the  money  of  the  country 
was  lavished  on  pensioners  and  sinecurists 
—-on  a  band  of  titled  paupers,  the  true 
refuse  of  sodety  ?  He  was  happy  to  ob- 
serve, that  the  case  of  the  hand-loom 
weavers  had  been  taken  up  by  other 
classes.  Petitions  had  been  presented  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Bolton  from  the  Ma- 
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gialratei^  der^gy,  &c.>  of  that  town^  praying 
that  the  House  would  take  into  its  oon- 
siderBdon  the  case  of  the  hand-loom  wefr- 
veis;  and  he  had  himself  presented  a 
similar  petition  from  the  Wrights^  masons, 
and  slaters,  of  Airdrie.  But  it  was  said  it 
was  too  late  in  the  Session  to  go  into  this 
investigation.  This  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  hon.  memher  for  Lanarkshire,  hy  whom 
the  Motion  had  heen  hrought  forward. 
He  had  heen  prevented  from  bringing  for- 
ward his  Motion  on  the  day  he  had  origin- 
ally fixed,  owing  to  an  adjourned  deluite, 
and  he  had  not  been  allowed  by  the  Go- 
vernment a  subsequent  day  on  which  to 
discuss  the  subject.  There  was  a  full 
muster  to  defend  the  abominations  of  the 
Pension^t,  but  when  the  happiness,  nay 
the  very  existence^  of  half  a  mlUion  of  in- 
dustrious fellow-creatures  was  to  be  dis. 
cussed,  an  attempt  was  made  to  stifle  the 
inquiry.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman,  then 
Vice-rresident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had 
said,  he  would  not  be  indisposed  in  the 
next  Session  that  a  Committee  should  be 
appointed  to  consider  the  subject  of  wages 
in  general  If  he  was  authorised  by  the 
Government  to  pledge  himself  to  this,  and 
that  the  very  inadequate  wages  of  the 
hand-loom  weavers  should  form  a  parti- 
cular subject  of  inquiry,  long  as  they  had 
already  waited  without  redress,  he  would 
undertake  on  their  part  to  say,  that  they 
would  accede  to  this  further  delay;  but 
unless  the  House  received  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  so  distinct  a  pledge  as  this, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  member  for  Lanarkshire 
would  persevere  in  his  Motion;  and  the 
time  of  hon.  Members  could  not  be  better 
employed  at  any  season  of  the  year  than  in 
investigating  a  case  of  distress  so  unjust  as 
that  now  before  them.  If  the  House 
refused  to  listen  to  the  complaints  of  those 
men — ^if  it  refused  to  extend  to  them  its 
protection— as  protection  ceased  on  the  one 
part,  so  must  allegiance  on  the  other — 
society  must  resolve  itself  into  its  first 
elements. 

Admiral  Adam  regretted  the  distress  of 
the  hand-loom  weavers,  and  should  be  glad 
if  a  remedy  could  be  discovered,  but  he  had 
heard  nothing  as  yet  which  he  could  look 
upon  in  the  light  of  a  remedy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson) 
had  promised,  that  an  inquiry  should  take 
place  into  the  case  of  the  hand-loom  wea- 
vers next  Session,  and  he  thought  that, 
under  all  circumstances,  they  should  not  at 
present  proceed  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Hume  would  be  glad,  if  time  and 


the  state  of  the  other  busbess  of  the  House 
would  permit,  that  the  proposed  inquiry 
should  be  gone  into,  but  not  on  the  groundi» 
anticipated.  He  wished  for  the  inquiry 
because  he  believed,  that  it  would  serve  to 
convince  the  petitioners  themselves  that  the 
relief  they  sought  for  could  not  be  obtained 
by  a  Committee.  He  had  always  held 
that  wages  would  regulate  themselves 
according  to  the  wants  of  the  public  in  any 
trade.  To  attempt  to  raise  them  by  any 
other  means  than  the  fair  increase  of  the 
demand  for  labour  would  be  absurd,  and 
would  always  fail.  He  felt  for  the  dis. 
tresses  of  the  hand-loom  weavers,  but  he 
did  not  see  how  it  was  possible  that  the 
Legislature  could  assist  them  in  the  way 
they  sought  Suppose  a  Bill  were  brought 
in  to  regulate  the  wages  of  any  partictuar 
trade,  it  would  have  uie  effect  of  sending 
the  best  men  in  that  trade  out  of  the  coun.. 
try.  This  was  fiilly  and  fetally  experienced 
in  the  case  of  the  Spitalfields  weavers. 
Their  wages  were  at  one  time  fixed  by 
Parliament,  by  their  own  desire ;  and  what 
had  become  of  the  trade  of  that  district 
since?  The  Spitalfields  weavers  found 
their  error  when  it  was  too  late,  and  so 
would  any  body  of  men  who  thought  that 
the  fixing  of  a  price  for  their  labour  by  the 
Legislature  would  assist  them. 

Sir  Daniel  San^ord  said,  it  was  admit, 
ted  that  the  hand-loom  weavers  had  suf- 
fered the  most  unparalleled  distress  with 
the  most  exemplary  patience ;  and  no  class 
was  less  likely  to  resort  to  violent  measures, 
or  to  press  their  advocates  into  an  extreme 
course  of  conduct.  He  had  been  amongst 
them  in  times  both  of  excitement  and 
tranquillity:  but,  even  when  a  political 
canvass  had  been  going  on,  and  other 
classes  had  shown  themselves  ready  to 
impose  extreme  political  doctrines  upon 
candidates,  he  had  never  found  the  hand- 
loom  weavers,  notwithstanding  their  num- 
bers, and  the  influence  they  might  in  a 
mass  exercise  upon  an  election,  otherwise 
than  sober,  rational,  and  constitutional. 
Their  prayer  had  constantly  been  for  an 
inquiry,  and  he  had  heard  them  give  the 
most  sensible  and  conclusive  answers  to 
objections  such  as  those  which  had  been 
urged  by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex. 
No  one  had  attempted  to  impugn  the  case 
of  distress  advanced  on  the  part  of  these 
unfortunate  persons.  No  prosperity  wit- 
ness, no  prosperity  statement,  no  prosperity 
doctrines,  had  been  brought  forward  here, 
as  they  were  on  the  recent  debate  con- 
nected with  the  shipfdng  interest.   He  was 
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relieved,  ihereiote,  from  the  neoenity  of 
painting  to  that  House  scenes  of  misery 
more  frightful  and  appalling  than  any 
which  ever  fell  beneath  his  notice,  and 
which  he  could  not  describe  without  call- 
ing up  images  and  using  language  that 
might  harrow  the  feelings  of  the  House. 
He  could  assure  the  House,  that  words 
were  too  feeble  to  oive  a  fair  impression  of 
the  wretchedness  of  this  too-long^eglected 
class.  But,  the  dbtress  being  allowed, 
and  the  claim  to  inquiry-^at  least  as  far  as 
a  modest  and  constitutional  deportment 
can  confer  a  claim—being  admitted,  it  was 
eaid,  that  the  result  could  lead  to  no  prac- 
tical measure  of  relief.  To  that  proposi- 
tion he  demurred.  From  what  he  had 
seen  and  heard  from  the  sagacious  people 
themselves,  he  thought,  that  local  Boards  of 
Trade,  composed  partly  of  masters  and 
partly  of  workmen,  who  should  adjust,  not 
a  fixed  tmnimum  of  wages,  but  who  should, 
from  time  to  time,  regulate  the  price  of 
labour  according  to  the  demand  in  the 
market  for  its  produce,  and  other  circum. 
stances  necessary  to  be  considered,  would 
t^id  to  the  advantage  of  both  parties.  In 
the  important  and  populous  town  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent,  in  which  a  great 
part  of  the  population  consisted  of  hand- 
loom  weavers,  the  system  had  been  to  a 
certain  extent  adopted,  and  produced  the 
most  beneficial  effects.  It  appeared,  by  a 
letter  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  that  the 
Board  at  Paisley  was  established  in  1829  to 
prevent  the  effects  of  speculation,  caused  by 
the  lowness  of  wages  :  — '  Some  manu- 
facturers/ said  the  writer,  '  finding  that 
this  continual  reduction  hurt  the  stock  on 
hand,  and  kept  the  weavers  in  misery, 
called  a  meeting  of  the  manufacturers, 
when  it  was  agreed,  that  a  minimum 
price  should  be  named  for  two  or  three 
things  most  generally  manufactured,  to 
serve  as  a  standard  far  the  rest  of  the 
work.  The  signature  of  every  manu- 
facturer was  obtained  to  this  arrange- 
ment, and  a  Committee  appointed  so  see 
that  it  was  complied  with^  In  the  spring 
of  1S30,  the  manufacturers  raised  the 
minimum.  A  meeting  of  the  manufac- 
turers was  called  in  June,  1833,  when  it 
was  agreed  that  the  table  should  be  con- 
tinued for  another  year ;  but  no  signa. 
ture  was  adced  anew,  and  consequently 
the  table  has  no  existence,  except  in  the 
public  mind.*  The  Paisley  Board,  then, 
was  a  voluntary  arrangement ;  and  yet  it 
had  turned  out  to  be  a  humane  and  bene* 
ficent  system.    One  argument,  drawn  firom 


experienoe  like  that,  tdd  more  in  lavoor  of 
the  proposed  plan  than  twenty  theoretiGBl 
propositions  against  it  He  might  be  told, 
that  such  a  system  was  against  all  the 
axioms  of  political  economy ;  but,  however 
much  it  might  prejudice  him  in  the  minds 
of  some  (jentlemen,  he  must  aay,  that  the 
mere  dictum  of  any  professor  of  political  eco. 
nomy  never  had  any  weight  with  him.  But 
there  were,  in  political  economy,  some  mark- 
ed exceptions  to  general  rules.  Thus  the 
general  rule  was,  that  wages  would  adjust 
themselves  to  the  demand  for  labour ;  but, 
in  the  case  of  the  hand-loom  weavers,  the 
price  of  their  produce  had  risen  in  the 
market  without  producinff  a  corresponding 
rise  in  their  wages.  Their  case  was, 
therefore,  an  exception  to  the  rules  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  judge  it.  Their 
labour  had  often  not  been  competent  to 
meet  the  demand,  and  yet  their  wa^  had 
not  risen.  That  was  a  fact  by  which  the 
general  doctrines  of  political  economy  were 
combated.  Nor  was  it  difficult  to  explain 
the  fact  The  weavers  suffered  from  the 
want  of  concert  and  combination.  They 
did  not  congregate  together :  they  lived  in 
scattered  hamlets,  and  pursued  their  labours 
in  solitary,  noisome,  and  miserable  cottages 
—where  the  father  of  the  family  plied  his 
tedious  task  fourteen  hours  out  of  the 
twenty-four,  and  obtained  scarcely  suffi- 
cient to  keep  his  wife  and  children  from 
starving.  They  were  without  the  means 
of  oouoperatum,  and  could  not  organise 
themselves  to  stand  their  ground  against 
the  natural  and  inherent  power  of  the 
owners  of  capita],  who  were  thus  enabled 
to  beat  down  the  wages  of  labour.  Such 
being  their  situation,  what  injury  might 
not  be  the  result  of  turning  a  deaf  ear  to 
their  prayers  ?  They  must  then  contrive 
some  method  of  mutual  concert  and  assist- 
ance ;  and,  when  their  wants  were  most 
pressing,  and  their  |)assions  most  infiamed, 
they  might  enter  upon  dangerous  designs 
and  practices.  They  must  imitate  the 
example  of  those  trades'  combinations 
which  had  recently  prevailed  to  so  great 
and  alarming  an  extent.  Indeed,  in  some 
parts  of  Scotland,  they  had  already  begun ; 
and  the  last  advices  he  had  from  Dundee 
informed  him,  that  the  hand-loom  weavers 
of  that  vicinity  were  beginning  to  do  what 
the  cotton-spinners,  the  calico-printers,  the 
engineers,  and  other  classes,  had  already 
done  in  other  quarters.  He  did  not  defend 
that  injurious  system  of  combination, 
though  he  bdieved  that  the  Legislature 
could  do  nothing  by  penal  enactments  to 


.•% 


373     Tke  H^MrU&m  WMvers-^     {Juirx  11}  Ad^^mhted  Dtbaie. 


374 


put  an  end  to  them.  But  tbere  w^  one 
mode  df  mit]|^ing  the  e¥il8  of  that  injuri- 
ous contest  between  labour  and  capital^ 
which  bore  a  strong  analc^  to  the  plan 
for  the  regulation  of  their  trade  now 
sought  for  by  .these  unfortunate  wearers. 
They  said,  why  not  meet  the  mischieTous 
combinations  of  the  present  day  by  calling 
back  into  life  those  ancient  guilds — cor- 
porate bodies  to  mediate  between  the  two 
parties,  and  determine  measures  for  the 
advantage  of  both?  He  did  not  know 
whether  this  plan  could  be  adopted  on  a 
great  scale ;  but  he  would  say,  allow  the 
experiment  to  be  tried  on  a  small  scale ; 
and,  if  it  succeeded,  establish  by  law 
throughout  the  kingdom  what  had  Tolun. 
tarily  been  done  at  Paisley.  The  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  said,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  Boards  for  the  regulation  of  wages 
had  been  tried  in  the  silk  trade,  and  that 
it  had  completely  failed.  But  the  principle 
proposed  to  be  acted  upon  in  this  Act  was 
different  from  that  which  was  adopted  in 
the  Spitalfields'  Act,  so  that  the  hon.  Mem. 
ber's  argument  did  not  apply  to  the  present 
proposition.  The  provisions  of  that  Act 
determined  that  the  price  of  labour  should 
be  settled  from  time  to  time  by  the  Magis- 
trates at  their  option.  An  arbitrary  re. 
munention,  then,  was  decreed  by  persons 
who  might  be  entirely  ignorant  of  the 
trade  over  whidi  they  were  set  in  author- 
ity, and  careless  whether  it  prospered  or 
decayed.  But  the  Boards  now  proposed 
would  consist  of  parties  conversant  with 
every  circumstanoe  affecting  the  markets- 
aware  of  the  exact  state  of  the  trade— « 
alive  to  the  actual  condition  of  the  manu* 
facturer  as  well  as  of  the  operative— 4nd 
seeking  to  establish,  not  a  fixed  and  arbi- 
trary price,  but  a  fluctuating  nitntrnttfii  to 
vary  from  time  to  time  according  to  the 
demand  for  the  produce  of  labour,  and 
other  causes  affecting  the  interests  of  those 
engaged  in  the  manufacture.  They  would 
protect  the  labourer  from  an  unjust  depres- 
sion of  his  wages ;  but  they  would  not 
interfere  with  the  natural  and  necessary 
fluctuations  of  wages.  Bat,  it  was  said, 
why  not  trust  to  the  voluntary  principle  ? 
True,  a  modification  of  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem had  worked  well  at  Paisley ;  but  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  every  master 
manufacturer  throughout  the  country 
would  be  as  benevolent  and  careful  of  the 
welfare  and  interests  of  those  whom  they 
em^oyed,  as  the  master  manu^icturers  ti£ 
Paislev  were.  Let  the  first  establishment 
of  these  Boacds  be  voluntary ;  bot^  wher- 


ever they  were  estattUshedi  kt  it  be  under 
the  authority  of  a  legal  sanction.  He 
^otild  have  them  composed  partly  of  mas- 
ters and  partly  of  men,  who  from  time  to 
time  should  arrange  between  themselves 
the  rate  of  wages,  and  to  counteract  any 
difficulty  which  might  arise  from  a  dis- 
agreement between  mese  two  parties.  He 
would,  also,  have  upon  the  Board  a  certain 
number  of  persons  not  connected  with  the 
manufacture,  whose  voices,  in  case  of  a 
diqmte,  would  go  with  the  master  or  the 
man  according  as  justice  and  reason  diould 
dictiate.  These  were  the  arguments  whieh 
had  struck  him  in  favour  of  Local  Boards* 
in  the  establishment  of  which  he  hoped 
that  the  appointment  of  this  Committee  of 
Inquiry  might  end.  If  they  went  into  the 
Committee,  he  at  least  should  endeavour 
to  bring  about  that  result. 

Mr.  Cobbett  said,  that  after  the  descrip- 
tion ^hich  they  had  heard  of  the  distress 
of  the  people  of  Paisley,  he  trusted,  that  he 
should  never  again  hear  the  right  hon. 
Groitleman,  the  President  of  the  board  of 
Trade,  say,  that  he  hoped  in  God  his  coun. 
try  would  become  the  great  manufacturing 
shop  of  the  world.  He  trusted,  too,  that 
they  would  no  longer  hear  the  hon.  mem. 
b^  for  Middlesex  eulogise  the  operation  of 
the  Scotch  Poor-laws,  as  an  example  for 
this  country  to  follow  in  amending  its  own 
system  of  Poor  Jaws.  That  hon.  Member 
had  expressed  a  fear,  that  if  the  House 
should  interfere  in  this  matter  of  wages,  it 
might  drive  valuable  branches  of  manu^ 
factuxes  from  the  country.  Drive  them 
from  the  country !  Ay,  drive  them  from  the 
world,  he  would  say ;  drive  them  down  to 
the  infernal  regions,  rather  than  that  they 
should  produce  such  misery.  He  wished 
not  Enffland  to  become  the  manuftcturing 
shop  of  the  worid;  on  the  contrary,  u 
manufactures  were  to  produce  such  distress 
as  had  been  described,  if  they  were  to  be 
followed  by  such  a  harvest  of  misery,  he 
should  like  to  see  them  driven  not  only 
from  this  country,  but  from  the  earth.  He 
was  not  a  judge  of  the  measures  that  might 
be  necessary  to  relieve  the  distress  of  those 
suffering  manufacturers ;  but  he  would  cer- 
tainly vote  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  to 
see  what  could  be  done  for  them.  They 
had  plenty  of  Committees  on  other  subfects; 
why  ncrt;,  then,  grant  a  Committee  on  this? 
They  had  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  of  drunkenness,  though  every  human 
being  knew  brfordiand  that  it  arose  from 
Uio  use  of  beer  artd  gin.  They  had  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  nevertlielen,  and  sitting. 
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with  its  chairman^  and  all  the  other  rigma- 
role,  to  inquire  into  that  which  all  knew  to 
he  Uie  effect  of  heer  and  ein.  They  had 
also  a  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  hest  mode  of  educating  the  people. 
The  complaints  made  by  the  people  to  that 
House  were^  that  their  bellies  were  empty^ 
and  that  their  backs  were  bare^  and  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  see  how  their  heads 
were  furnished^  and  whether  any  addition 
could  be  made  to  the  lumber  alreedy  there. 
It  was  food  and  raiment  that  the  people  of 
Paisley  called  for  and  wanted,  and  the 
House  in  its  wisdom  would  give  them  little 
books  to  satisfy  them.  It  was  food  and 
raiment  that  the  people  wanted,  and  not 
those  little  papers  which  the  House  was  for 
circulating  amongst  them.  The  appoint- 
ment  of  the  Committee  would  do  no  harm, 
and  it  might  possibly  do  a  great  deal  of 
good. 

Sir  Daniel  Sandfcrd  said,  that  his  observ. 
ations  had  applied  to  the  distress  existing 
in  Glasgow,  and  not  in  Paisley. 

Mr.  Cobbeit  had  been  in  Paisley,  and 
had  seen  enough  of  it  to  know  that  great 
distress  existed  there  fdso.  There  were 
several  streets  in  it  in  which  a  knife  and 
fork  were  not  to  be  found. 

Mr.  Emng  feared,  that  the  sufferings 
which  had  been  endured  by  this  patient 
and  deservii^  body  of  men  were  beyond 
the  power  of  the  Legisbtture  to  remedy, 
arising  as  they  did  in  some  degree  fnmi 
foreign  competition,  and  next,  from  the 
introduction  of  power-looms.  The  only 
remedy,  he  believed,  for  such  sufferings, 
was  to  proportion  the  labour  to  the  demand 
for  it  in  the  market.  As,  however,  the 
hand-loom  weavers  had  suffered  so  long 
and  so  patiently,  he  was  in  favour  of  ap- 
pointing a  Committee  of  Inquiry  on  the 
subject ;  but  he  feared  that  it  would  be  too 
late  to  expect  any  good  from  such  a  step 
this  Session.  He  trusted,  however,  that, 
for  the  satisfaction  of  the  petitioners,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  would  hold  out  the  hope 
that  such  a  Committee  would  be  appointed 
next  Session. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  hadformerly  stated, 
that  it  was  too  late  in  the  Session  to  enter 
into  such  an  inquiry,  and  that  he  objected 
to  any  inquiry  based  upon  the  principles 
stated  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  brought  forward  this  Motion. 
Those  principles  had  been  again  candidly 
avowed  that  night  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Paisley ;  and  he  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson) 
must  therefore  decidedly  object  to  the  in«- 


ftitutioa  of  a&  inquiry  based  on  toch  prin- 
ciples, as  in  his  opinion  no  good,  but  much 
mischief^  would  be  occasioned  by  the  estab- 
lishment of  local  Boards  of  Trade.  He 
therefore  trusted,  that  the  House  would  not 
go  into  an  inquiry  founded  on  a  principle 
Uiat  would  only  tend  to  delude  the  people 
as  to  the  causes  of  their  distress.  He  had 
as  much  at  heart  the  interests  of  those  ma- 
nufactures as  any  hon.  Member,  and  it  was 
for  that  reason  that  he  would  resist  such  a 
Motion  as  this.  He  begged  at  the  same 
time  to  state,  that  he  thought  the  House 
might,  with  great  propriety,  enter  upon 
a  future  occasion,  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament,  into  an  inquiry  into  the  sub- 
ject of  wages  generally,  with  regard  to 
which  he  knew  that  many  Members  were 
anxious  to  obtain  information.  When  such 
a  Committee  was  appointed,  the  hand-loom 
weavers  would  then  come  before  it  with 
their  case  divested  of  any  delusion,  such  as 
that  of  the  establishment  of  local  Boards 
of  Trade,  for  which  the  petitioners,  and 
those  hon.  Members  who  supported  the 
Motion  for  Inquiry^  asked  on  this  occa» 
sion. 

Mr.  Heikeih  Fleetwood  said,  that  as  there 
had  already  been  Committees  appointed  this 
Session  on  individual  cases,  it  was  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  House  to  grant  a  Com- 
mittee when  800,000  people  were  plunged 
in  the  greatest  distress.  He  should  vote 
for  a  Ccmmittee,  without  pledging  himself 
to  any  ulterior  measures  whatever. 

Colonel  Torrent  supported  the  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  and 
could  not  concur  in  the  reasons  assigned  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President  of 
the  Brardof  Trade,  for  refusing  the  prayer 
of  the  petitioners.  It  was  not  correct  to 
state,  Uiat  the  petitioners  asked  for  local 
Boards  of  Trade.  The  petitions  of  the 
hand-loom  weavers  of  Bolton,  and  of  other 
parts  of  Lancashire,  prayed  for  a  Parlia- 
mentary inquiry  into  the  causes  of  their 
distress,  and  into  the  means  by  which  that 
distress  might  be  relieved,  whether  by 
local  Boards  of  Trade  or  otherwise.  The 
Committee  which  had  been  moved  for,  was 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  and  as  such  he 
should  support  it.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contended,  that  granting  this 
Committee  would  excite  unreasonable  ex- 
pectations. An  inquiry,  he  thought,  would 
have  a  contrary  effect,  and  woidd  disqsel  un- 
founded expectations.  The  most  sanguine 
expectations  were  now  entertained  by  the 
hand-loom  weavers,  that  local  Boards  dE 
Trade  would  relieve  th^  dbtress.    If  this 
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were  an  unfounded  ezpectadon  (and  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say  it  was  not  unfounded)^ 
the  only  means  1^  which  the  truth  could 
he  ascertained^  and  the  delusion  dispelled^ 
was  to  inquire  into  the  facts  of  the  case. 
The  hand-loom  weavers  were  a  very  intel- 
ligent hody,  and  would  urge  no  dum  that 
could  he  shown  to  he  unreasonahle  or  mis- 
chievous. He  could  state  from  his  own 
personal  acquaintance  with  them^  that  they 
possessed  a  very  surprising  degree  of  know, 
ledge,  and  scientific  knowledge  too,  upon 
the  principles  of  commercial  policy,  and 
they  would  not  press  any  demand  the 
granting  of  which  could  he  shown  to  he  in- 
jurious to  the  permanent  trade  and  pros, 
perity  of  the  country.  He  did  not  think 
that  local  Boards  of  Trade  were  calculated 
to  remove  the  distress  under  which  the 
hand-loom  weavers  suffered.  On  this 
point,  his  opinion  did  not  vary  very  much 
from  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but 
the  difference  between  them  was  this :— 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  formed 
an  opinion  that  local  Boards  would  prove 
abortive  and  pernicious,  seemed  to  dose  his 
mind  against  further  information.  He,  on 
the  contrary,  was  for  receiving  further  in- 
formation, and  for  inquiring  into  all  the 
facts,  and  examining  all  the  arguments 
whidi  the  weavers  had  to  advance  in  sup- 
port of  their  case.  He  was  open  to  con- 
viction. If  the  opinion  he  now  enter, 
tained  were  shown  to  be  erroneous,  he  was 
perfectly  ready  to  relinquish  it,  and  he  was 
confident,  that  in  a  Committee  of  Inquiry 
he  should  either  be  convinced  of  his  own 
error,  or  be  able  to  convince  the  petitioners 
of  theirs.  The  truth  would  be  established 
either  on  one  side  or  on  the  other.  But  it 
was  stated  by  those  who  had  prejudged  the 
question,  and  were  determined  to  hear  no 
further  evidence,  '^  Boards  of  Trade  cannot 
by  possibility  relieve  the  distress;  what 
good,  therefore,  can  result  from  the  Com- 
mittee?" He  would  reply,  this  good 
would  result — the  people  would  be  satis- 
fied. If  the  result  of  the  inquiry  should 
prove,  that  Boards  of  Trade  could  not  relieve 
the  distress,  the  sufferers  would  at  least  feel 
that  justice  was  not  denied  them,  and  that 
their  sufferings  did  not  arise  from  the  neg- 
lect of  the  Legislature.  Even  on  the 
supposition  that  the  Legislature  could 
a£K>rd  no  relief,  the  inquiry  would  be  at- 
tended by  these  advantages.  But  he  denied 
that  the  Leeislature  could  not  afford  relief. 
When  the  mtroduction  of  new  machinery 
increased  production  and  augmented  the 
wealth  of  the  country,  the  country  was 


bound,  in  some  shape  or  other,  to  affiird 
assistance  to  those  classes  who  were  reduced 
to  destitution  by  the  change.  The  case  of 
the  hand-loom  weavers,  working  with 
inferior  machinery,  was  predsely  ana- 
logous to  that  of  those  who  worked  with 
the  inferior  machinery  called  bad  land. 
When  a  free  trade  in  com  was  demanded, 
the. answer  was,  all  those  who  were  em- 
ployed upon  inferior  land  would  be  plunged 
in  distress,  and  the  Legislature  must  there- 
fore protect  the  inferior  machine  called  bad 
land.  The  power-loom  acted  upon  the  hand- 
loom  weavers  just  as  a  free  trade  in  com 
would  act  upon  the  cultivators  of  bad  land. 
Would  not  the  Legislature  deal  out  equal 
justice  to  all  classes  ?  Would  it  deny  to 
the  hand.loom  weaver  that  inquiry  into 
the  causes  of  his  distress  which  it  had  so 
repeatedly  granted  to  the  landed  proprietor 
and  the  farmer  ?  He  trusted  that  equal 
justice  would  be  done,  and  that  this  inquiry 
would  be  granted.  He  would  trouble  the 
House  with  one  other  observation.  The 
working  classes  were  not  directly  represent- 
ed. In  what  way  were  they  to  be  recon- 
dl^  to  this  exdusion,  and  prevented  from 
desiring  more  extensivdy  organic  changes  ? 
Only  by  that  House  acting  on  the  prind- 
ples  of  impartial  justice,  and  legislating 
for  the  working  classes  in  the  same  spirit 
in  which  they  would  be  legislated  for,  if 
they  themselves  held  the  dective  franchise. 
Now,  it  could  not  admit  of  doubt,  that  were 
the  working  classes  directly  represented  in 
that  House,  the  inquiry  now  prayed  for 
would  beimmediately  granted.  The  House, 
as  at  present  constitute,  should  not  hesitate 
to  do  the  same.  This  was  the  way  to  give 
satisfaction,  and  to  attach  the  people  to  the 
existing  order  of  things.  For  these  reasons 
he  should  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
friend,  and  vote  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  (/RetUy  thought,  that  the  House 
should  grant  an  inquiry  for  the  satisfac 
tion  and  contentment  of  those  suffering  and 
patient  people. 

ViscountPa/mfri^oft  would  oppose  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  reasons  stated  by  his  right  hon. 
friend,  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
He  was  as  consdous  as  any  hon.  Member 
of  the  distress  which  existed  amongst  the 
petitioners— he  was  as  anxious  that  a  full 
and  satisfactory  inquiry  should  be  instituted 
into  the  pressure  under  which  they  were 
labouring ;  but  surdy  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  institute  such  an  inquiry  with  any 
advantage  at  this  advanced  penod  of  the 
Session.    He  thought  it  would  be  £bu:  better 
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for  the  pedlioBen  to  defer  tU«  lubiect  until 
tbegeneral  and  comprelieiisWe  Committeeof 
Inquiry,  to  which  hit  right  hon.  friend  had 
referred^  was  appointed  next  Sessiony  and 
which  would  be  a  more  aatisfactory  one  for 
all  puipoaes.  He  trusted,  that  Uie  deicrip* 
tion  which  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham 
bad  given  of  the  diatrened  condition  of 
Paisley  was  exaggerated,  and  that  there 
were  not  streets  there  in  whidi  a  knife  and 
fork  were  not  to  be  found.  That  hon. 
Member's  remedy  for  the  distress  of  those 
manufacturers  was  to  send  them  all  to  the 
infernal  regions.  [Mr.  Co66«<t— No,  no ; 
I  said  the  trade,  not  the  manufacturers.'}— 
Well,  if  the  hon.  Member  was  for  sending 
the  trade  to  the  infernal  regions,  he  might 
as  well  send  the  manufacturers  after  it,  as 
that  would  shorten  the  sufferings  they 
would  have  to  endure  in  the  way  to  their 
destination.  The  hon.  member  for  Old- 
ham was,  by  way  of  relieving  the  manu. 
facturers,  for  sending  the  raanufaotures  out 
of  the  country  altogether.  He  rather 
thought  that  the  petitioners,  and  those  hon. 
Members  who  supported  the  Motion,  would 
not  accept  of  a  Committee  on  sudi  terms. 
In  his  opinion,  the  interests  of  the  peti- 
tioners, as  well  as  of  the  manufacturing 
classes  generally,  would  be  most  beneficially 
consulted  by  reserving  all  inquiry  for  the 
general  Committee  that  would  be  appointed 
next  Session. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  that  if  there  happened 
to  be,  and  it  was  probable  there  were,  any 
hand-loom  weavers  in  the  gallery  while  the 
noble  Lord  was  speaking,  they  might  well 
say  ''  It  may  be  sport  to  you,  but  it  is  death 
to  us."  When  they  had  petitions  from 
this  class  of  manufacturers  complaining  of 
distress,  both  in  Scotland  and  England,  he 
thought  that  it  became  the  duty  of  Go- 
vernment to  grant  inquiry.  He  would 
implore  the  Government  to  grant  the  in- 
quiry which  was  now  sought,  and  which 
would  be  calculated  to  remove  much  of  the 
delusion  under  which  the  people  laboured. 
After  the  evidence  had  been  heard,  it 
would  open  some  means  for  the  adoption 
of  the  House  to  relieve  these  petitioners 
from  their  present  state  of  overwhelming 
distress.  He  would  vote  for  the  Commit, 
tee  of  Inquiry,  even  though  it  should  push 
the  duration  of  the  Session  beyond  the 
usual  limits.  He  could  not  agree  in  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
member  for  Bolton,  that  the  labouring 
classes  were  unrepresented  in  that  House ; 
for  he  was  sure,  that  the  majority  of  the 
House  was  anxious  to  do  justice  to  that 


portion  of  the  eubfeots  of  the  realm  (he 
meant  the  labouring  population)  which 
was  the  main  strength  and  support  of  the 
nation. 

Mr.  Pryme  thought  the  establishment  of 
Local  Bouds  of  Trade  would  only  increase 
the  evils  to  which  the  hand-loom  weavers 
were  at  present  exposed,  for  he  understood 
one  of  the  objects  of  these  Boards  would 
be  to  raise  wages,  by  doing  which  the  ex- 
penses of  manufacture  womd  be  increased, 
and  consequently  any  trade  which  still 
remained  to  these  petitionen  would  leave 
them  and  be  carried  to  a  cheaper  maiket 
£^  manufacture.  Another  strong  argument 
against  the  present  Motion  was  we  late 
period  of  the  Session,  which  precluded  the 
possibility  of  entering  with  any  chance  of 
utility  upon  an  inquiry  so  extensive  as 
that  sought  would  necessarily  be.  Believ. 
xng,  also,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaut 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
would,  as  he  had  stated,  institute  an  inquiry 
next  Session,  not  only  into  this,  but  other 
important  commercial  subjects,  he  should 
vote  against  the  Motion  for  the  appoint- 
ment now  of  a  Committee. 

Mr.  Uayd  deprecated  any  endeavour  to 
enter  upon  so  important  and  intricate  an 
inquiry  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session. 
Indeed,  it  would  be  hopeless  to  expect,  that 
such  an  inquiry  could  be  treated  with  the 
attention  which  it  deserved  between  this 
and  the  breaking  up  of  Parliament ;  and, 
therefore,  although  he  agreed  that  inquiry 
should  take  place,  if  it  were  only  to  con- 
vinee  the  petitioners  of  the  fallacy  of  their 
views,  he  should  vote  against  the  present 
Motion,  on  the  understanding  that  the 
subject  was  to  be  brought  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  early  in  the  next 
Session. 

Mr.  Boiling  thought  they  should  agree 
to  the  Motion  if  it  were  only  to  satisfy  the 
petitioners  and  the  labouring  classes  gene, 
rally,  that  the  Members  ci  that  House 
j  would  not  turn  their  backs  on  men  who 
adopted  a  constitutional  and  proper  means 
of  complaining  of  the  grievances  which  they 
laboured  under. 

Mr.  Fielden  admitted,  that  distress  ex- 
isted among  the  operatives  in  several  parts 
of  the  country,  but  he  denied  that  this  dis. 
tress  had  been  occasioned  by  the  power- 
looms.  Much  of  the  distress  that  prevailed 
in  particular  places  arose  from  an  unequal 
distribution  of  trade;  and,  instead  of  laying 
it  to  the  account  of  foreign  competition,  it 
wa3  almost  solely  the  result  of  the  compe- 
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tition  at  home.  Now^  a  Board  of  Trode 
would  rectify  this  evil;  it  would  confer 
equal  advantages  on  the  master  as  on  the 
man  ;  and^  this  being  hb  opinion,  he  cer- 
tainly should  give  his  support  to  the  pro- 
position for  the  appointment  of  a  Commit- 
tee of  Inquiry. 

Mr.  George  Wood,  although  persuaded 
that  the  inquiry,  even  if  acceded  to,  would 
not  afford  the  relief  which  the  petitioners 
seemed  to  expect  from  it,  yet,  thinking  that 
the  grievances  complained  of  by  this  class 
of  persons  ought  not  tQ  he  passed  over 
without  inquiry,  he  should  give  his  vote  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee.  These 
petitioners  alleged  that  they  were  suffering 
great  distress,  and  surely  it  was  incumbent 
on  the  Legislature  to  ascertain  whether 
their  complaints  were  well  founded  or  not. 
It  was  on  this  ground  that  he  should  vote 
for  inquiry  now  rather  than  wait  for  the 
ensuing  Session. 

Mr.  Huit  said,  that  no  man  could  be 
more  desirous  than  he  was,  to  inquire  into 
the  distresses  of  the  labouring  classes ;  but, 
believing  that  the  present  Motion,  even  if 
adopted,  could  not  lead  to  any  advantage- 
ous results,  he  should  vote  with  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  Richards  said,  that  it  was  a  mere 
delusion  to  imagine  even  that  the  use  of 
machinery  could  be  dispensed  with.  If  an 
attempt  to  do  without  it  were  made  in  this 
country  would  it  not  still  be  resorted  to  by 
the  foreign  manufacturer?  And^  that 
being  the  case,  how  was  it  possible,  if  it 
were  desired  to  compete  with  the  manu- 
facturer of  other  nations,  for  the  home 
manufacturer  to  refrain  from  empLoying 
machinery  ?  It  could  not  be  done  ;  it  was 
altogether  impracticable.  But,  notwith. 
standing  that  was  the  case,  they  were  bound 
to  show  that  they  sympathised  with  the 
labouring  classes,  by  granting  an  inquiry 
with  a  view  to  explain  to  them  how  just 
the  principles  were  on  which  the  present 
system  was  based.  Such  an  inquiry,  he 
was  satisfied,  could  only  produce  a  happy 
effect,  and,  therefore,  he  should  vote  for 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  Dunhp  objected  to  the  Motion  for 
the  Committee  only  because  he  feared  at 
that  late  period  of  the  Session  it  could  lead 
to  no  practical  result. 

Mr.  Maxwell  briefly  replied.  It  was 
incumbent  on  them,  if  they  would  not  lose 
the  confidence  of  the  people  altogether,  to 
grant  their  request,  and  inquire  into  their 
complaints. 

The  House  divided :  Ayes  70;  Noes  42 
—Majority  28. 


The  Committee  was  appointed. 


County  Coronsbs'  Bill.^  On  the 
Motion  of  Mr.  Cripps,  the  County  Coro. 
ners'  Bill  was  recommitted. 

On  Clause  6th  being  proposed,  which 
increases  the  allowance  for  an  inquest  to 
SOs.y  and  the  mileage  to  ]#•  6d.  per  mile. 

Colonel  Davies  opposed  the  clause. 
There  was  no  occasion  for  -any  increase  in 
the  allowances,  as  under  the  present  system 
there  were  plenty  of  candidates  fitar  the 
office  of  Coroner. 

Sir  George  Strickland  attached  great 
importance  to  the  due  support  of  the  offiee 
of  Coponer,  and  said,  that  for  many  years  it 
bad  been  felt  that  the  remuneration  was 
insufficient.  Many  years  ago,  a  Bill  had 
passed  that  House  to  give  a  much  larger 
remuneration  than  was  proposed  by  this 
Bill.  The  clause  had  his  cordial  support, 
as  absolutely  necessary,  in  order  to  secure 
the  services  of  just  and  proper  men. 

Mr.  Cripps  said,  the  Bill  was  based  on 
the  evidence  of  highly  respectable  witnesses 
examined  before  a  Committee.  Many  re- 
spectable Coroners  declared  they  would 
resign,  if  the  salary  were  not  increased. 

The  Committee  divided:  Ayes  68; 
Noes  47 — Majority  21. 

On  the  Clause  allowing  Coroners  Is.  6d. 
travelling  expenses,  or  mileage, 

Colon^  Davies  proposed,  that  the  blank 
of  the  ckuse  should  be  filled  up  by  9^.  per 
mile. 

The  Committee  again  divided :  Ayes  87  ; 
Noes  51 — Majority  36. 

Colonel  Davies  then  proposed  that  the 
blank  should  be  filled  up  by  1  j.  a  mile. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
Question:  Ayes  79;  Noes  55 — Majority 
24. 

Mr  Brotherton  proposed  the  insertion  of 
Is.  Sd,  per  mile. 

The  Committee  again  divided  on  the 
original  Question :  Ayes  75 ;  Noes  53— 
Majority  22. 

The  Clause,  allowing  of  Is.  6d.  per  mile, 
agreed  to. 

The  other  Clauses  were  agreed  to,  and 
the  House  resumed. 

Jewish  Disabilities.]  Mr.  Robert 
Grant  moved,  that  the  Jewish  Civil  Dis- 
abilities Bill  be  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  Shaw  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  sufficient  in  present- 
ing a  petition  in  favour  of  the  Bill  without 
[oooeeding  with  it  to-night.  The  riffht 
hon.  GenSeman  must  be  fully  aws^  (hfit 
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at  that  late  hour  many  hon.  Cventlemen 
were  absent  who  were  opposed  to  the  BilL 
He  knew  that  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford,  was 
anxious  to  state  his  objections  to  it. 

Mr.  Robert  Grant  said,  that  he  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  House,  hut  was  most 
anxious  to  go  on.  He  had  stated  to  the 
hon.  member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
that  he  oould  not  consent  to  postpone  the 
tlurd  reading  of  the  Bill.  Ample  opportu- 
nity had  been  a£R>rded  for  discussing  it^ 
and  he  did  not  recollect  any  measure  of 
importance  having  eone  through  the  House 
with  so  little  opposition. 

Mr.  Hume  put  it  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Shaw)  whether  it  was  prob- 
able, after  the  discusrions  that  had  taken 
place,  that  there  was  any  probability  of 
offering  anything  like  a  successful  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Gumming  Bruce  had  always  been 
opposed  to  a  BiU  of  this  nature,  and  had 
divided  the  House  upon  it  more  than  once. 
He  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
was  acting  unfairly  in  persisting  in  the 
third  reading  at  that  late  hour.  He  (Mr. 
Bruce)  thought  the  Bill  of  so  much  im- 
portance that  he  would  put  in  practice  the 
mode  of  proceeding  suggested  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  on  another  BiU  in 
the  early  part  of  the  evening,  and  persist 
in  dividing  the  House  on  the  Question. 
The  hon.  Member  moved,  that  the  House 
do  adjourn. 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  14;  Noes  50 
—-Majority  86. 


Ust 

AgDew,  Sir  A. 
Bethell,  R. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 
Finch, G. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Gladstone,  W. 
Greene,  T. 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Hawkes,  E. 


of  the  A7B8. 

Heniker,  Lord 
KnatchbuU,  Sir  £. 
Mandeville,  Lord 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Shaw,  F. 

T£LLEaS. 

Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Bruce,  C. 


The  Bill  was  read  a  third  time  and 
passed. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  12,  1834. 

Mmvfss.]  BilL  BroashtttpfifomthaOonmianf  ttidnia 
a  flnt  tiiM:--Jewith  Dinbililifli. 

Petitiani  pmeatod.  By  Loid  Rolls,  Lord  Ksmrow,  Locd 
SKiLMnsDAL*,  and  the  Duke  of  Bsautoit,  fkom 
nskma  Plaeei,-~lbr  the  Proieelioii  of  the  KtfaMlihrt 
caiarch.— Bf  tiie  Lobd  CsaiiciLLOKt  ftou  BdiBlMU|gh> 
ia  £iToiir  of  the  Jewi  OvU  Dinbiliticf  AhoUtioD  BUL 


RoMAK  Catholic  Marriages  (Scot- 
lavd).]  The  Earl  of  Rosehery  said,  it 
was  not  necessary  for  him  to  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  many  observations  in  mov- 
ing the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for 
regulating  Roman  Catholic  Marriages  in 
Scotland.  He  need  not  inform  their 
Lordships,  that  marriages  might  be  con- 
tracted in  Scotland  without  the  interven* 
tion  of  a  clergyman.  It  was  only  necessary 
that  the  parties  should  acknowledge  them- 
selves as  man  and  wife  before  witnesses^ 
or  even  by  letter.  In  the  reigns  of 
Charles  2nd,  and  of  William  and  Mary, 
Acts  were  passed  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
peding clandestine  marriages,  which  im- 
posed punishment  on  such  dissenting  mi- 
nisters as  solemnised  them.  These  Acts 
were,  however,  evaded  by  the  parties  ap- 
pearing before  individuals  not  ministers, 
who  were  willing  to  officiate,  and  who 
were  generally  persons  of  the  lowest  and 
most  depraved  description.  The  penalties 
as  respected  them  were  wholly  nugatory ; 
but,  under  those  Acts,  very  respectable 
persons — namely  Dissenting  ministers-^ 
might  be  severely  punished.  The  object 
of  the  present  Bill  was  not  merely  to 
remove  the  hardship  under  which  these 
individuals  laboured  at  present,  but  also 
to  check  those  secret,  improper,  and  in- 
decorous marriages  which  now  took  plaee. 
Many  persons  did  not  wish  to  be  married 
according  to  the  forms  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  the  Bill  was  framed  to  give 
them  a  right  to  have  the  ceremony  per- 
formed by  the  clergyman  of  the  congrega- 
tion, or  of  the  communion  to  which  they 
belonged,  rather  than  that  they  should 
have  recourse  to  such  low  and  profligate 
instruments  as  he  had  before  alluded  to. 
The  situation  of  Roman  Catholics,  as  the 
law  now  stood,  was  particularly  hard. 
Persons  of  that  persuasion  looked  upon 
marriage  as  a  sacrament,  and  they  were 
prevented  from  having  a  clergyman  of 
their  own  faith  to  perform  the  ceremony. 
By  the  present  Bill  the  grievance  com- 
plained of  by  them  would  be  removed. 
His  Lordship  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Viscount  Melville  did  not  mean  to  op-f 
pose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He 
thought,,  however,  that  the  word  "  clergy- 
man'' which  had  no  specific  meaning  in 
Scotland,  should  be  altered.  With  respect 
to  the  marriage  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
priest  of  persons  professing  different  re- 
ligions, it  was  a  subject  which  required 
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delibefftte  consideration.  He  nhould  make 
only  one  other  remark.  The  preamble  of 
the  Bill  recited  four  different  Acts,  which 
it  was  said,  ought  to  be  altered  and 
amended;  but  their  Lordships  would 
hardly  belieye,  that  one  of  these  Acts  had 
been  repealed  140,  and  the  other  120  years 

•go? 

The  Earl  of  Rosebery  said,  it  was  his 
intention  in  the  Committee  to  propose  an 
alteration  of  the  word  "  clergyman "  to 
spriest/'  He  should  willingly  listen  to 
any  suggestion  of  his  noble  friend  with 
respect  to  the  solemnization  of  marriages 
by  Roman  Catholic  priests.  As  to  the 
third  point  to  which  his  noble  friend  had 
referred,  he  could  only  say,  that  the  Bill 
had  been  framed  by  an  individual  who, 
he  believed,  was  as  well  acquainted  with 
the  law  of  Scotland  as  his  noble  friend. 

The  Bill  read  a  second  time. 


■#*»*<i..i.  *»»  I 
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PMitloiis  imwwffni  B7  Mr.  IIaATBOon«  Aom  Cnmland. 
tm  Compelling  Landlordi,  or  Owncn  of  Hoom,  raotad 
UBdor  101.  to  pay  all  Pamhial  Ratei  t  from  Fannen  of 
Cnmland»  agrimt  tiia  SmaggUng  of  Voratga  Gon.^-By 
Mr.  PAmaoTT,  from  the  DiaentHt  of  Neaton  Abbott, 
Newtoo  Budid.  agaiait  the  Propoied  Meanoe  of  Church 
RatM.— By  LoiA  Altbobp,  from  St  Mary%  WhitMbapd* 
in  frYonr  of  the  Poor  LawiT  Amfndmim  BUL 

Poob^Laws'  Amemdmxmt— -Cokmit- 
TBB.J  The  House,  at  the  forenoon  sitting, 
again  went  into  a  Committee  for  the  further 
omisideration  of  the  Poor-laws  Amendment 
Bill 

On  Clause  45  being  put, 

Mr.  Cobbelt  pio^wed  the  following 
Amendment:— '^  Provided  always,  that  no 
regulation  be  made  by  which  husbands 
shall  be  separated  from  wives,  children 
from  their  parents,  and  parents  from  their 
children;  or  for  shaving  the  hair  off 
paupers ;  or  compelling  such  as  seek  relief 
xn  the  workhouses  to  wear  badges,  or  put 
distinctive  dresses  on."  If  the  House,  he 
maintained,  did  not  affirm  his  Motion,  it 
wouldtacitlyapprovethe principle  which  was 
meant  to  be  negatived  by  it.  It  miffht  be 
said,  in  answer  to  this  observation,  that  no 
such  thing  as  his  Modon  went  to  provide 
Mpsinst  would  ever  be  practised,  and  that, 
therefore,  there  vras  no  necessity  for  it. 
Why  then,  he  asked,  not  say  such  things 
should  not  be,  if  the  intention  to  put  them 
into  eaecQtion  were  not  the  object?    It 
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was,  however,  impossible  not  to  believe  that 
some  such  object  was  in  view ;  and  also 
impossible  not  to  believe,  that  the  Commis- 
sioners, by  first  denying  relief  to  the 
able-bodied,  except  in  workhouses,  and 
then  making  workhouses  irksome  to  them 
by  every  means  in  their  power,  intended 
to  destroy  the  system  of  relief  altogether. 
That  the  relief  of  the  poor  was  not  the 
most  expensive  item  in  the.burthens  6f  the 
country  he  had  long  believed;  a  letter 
which  he  had  this  morning  from  the 
township  and  parish  of  Little  Bolton,  in 
Lancashire,  confirmed  him  in  that  belief. 
In  that  letter  it  was  stated,  that  the 
annual  parochial  assefsment  for  the  poor 
was  1,4502.,  of  which  745/.  only  went 
to  their  relief;  the  remaining  705L  being 
expended  on  the  payment  of  overseers  for 
coUection,  and  on  Session  fees  for  various 
kinds  of  litigation.  It  was  the  general 
taxation  rf  the  country  which  caused  the 
general  distress,  and  not  the  pressure  of 
the  Poor-law,  with  all  its  evils  and  abuses. 
The  hon.  member  for  Lambeth  had  pro- 
poundedy  with  the  gravity  of  an  oracle, 
that  the  poor  had  no  nedfic  right  to  re- 
lief. Now,  he  (Mr.  Cobbett)  was  pre- 
pared to  prove,  on  the  contrary,  that  every 
man  in  England  and  Wales  standing  in 
need  of  parochial  relief  had  a  dear  l^al 
right  to  it;  that  that  relief,  moreover, 
should  be  assessed  on  the  real  property  of 
the  kingdom ;  and  that  every  woman  and 
child  of  these  two  countries,  so  circum- 
stanced, had  as  good  a  right  to  relief  as 
men.  He  would,  moreover,  prove  that 
such  was  the  common  law  of  the  land, 
and  the  condition  on  which  every  holder 
of  real  property  held  his  tenure.  He  in- 
sbted  further,  that  to  pass  any  law  to  abro- 
gate, to  nullify,  or  to  lessen  this  right  of 
the  poor  was  a  violation  of  the  contract 
upon  which  all  the  real  property  of  the 
kingdom  was  held.  He  was  ready  to 
maintain,  that  this  was  the  law  of  the 
land.  But  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  said,  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  deny  relief  to  the  poor.  No,  he 
did  not, — he  had  not  the  bonesty,  the  sin- 
cerity, the  manliness,  to  deny  relief  directly. 
But  he  put  the  power  of  denying  it 
into  the  hands  of  his  three  red  her- 
rings stuck  up  in  London.  In  the 
whole  of  this  Bill  he  (Mr.  Cobbett)  saw 
a  design  to  grind  down  the  people  of  Eng* 
land,  and  to  take  away  their  right  of 
relief.  The  people  of  England  had  this 
right  before  the  Reformation.  The  great 
and  small  tithes  had  always  been  the  first 
O 
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property  to  be  anessed ;  and  wiwa  a  kw 
was  passed  to  relieve  the  anall^  titliea 
from  that  liabilxty,  care  was  taken  that 
the  poor  should  have  compensation.  In 
the  Act  of  Elizabeth^  which  was  t 
compact  between  the  kodowners  and  the 
people,  there  was  a  clear  xecognitkm  of 
the  right  of  the  poor  to  relief.  But  there 
was  no  stipulation  that  it  should  be  aude 
as  irksome  as  possible;  there  was  no 
stipulation  that  the  husband  shoald  be 
separated  from  t^e  wife,  and  the  children 
from  both,  and  that  aU  commttnication 
between  them  should  be  cut  off;  there 
was  nu  stipuktion,  that  they  should  have 
badges  put  on  them  in  the  workhouse; 
they  were  not  to  be  relieved  at  the  will 
of  negro  drivers  from  the  West  Indies^ 
or  of  fellows  brought  from  the  yeomanry, 
or  from  Scotknd.  Now,  if  that  House 
did  not  determine  that  the  poor  should 
not  wear  badges,  that  their  hair  ahould 
'not  be  cut  otf,  and  that  they  iftould  not 
be  clothed  in  san  beniios,  and  that  they 
should  not  be  cut  off  from  all  communi- 
cation with  their  friends,  tl»  whole  of 
the  landlords  of  this  country  would  be. 
come  heritors — ay,  they  most  put  up  with 
that  Scotch  name  if  this  Bill  should  pass. 
He  sincerely  trusted,  however,  it  would 
not  pass ;  and  he  had  some  reason  to  hope  it 
would  not  pass.  Thank  God  1  the  country 
still  possessed  a  House  of  Lords ;  and  while 
that  tribunal  existed  the  poor  nan  had 
no  reason  to  de^iair  of  justice.  The  Gro. 
vemment  paper  of  that  mcxning,  doubdeas 
with  the  sanction  of  its  employers,  said  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  House  of 
Lords  should  be  remodelled  ;  but  let  that 
Government  take  care  how  they  touched 
that  Assembly.  The  people  of  £nglaiid 
looked  to  the  House  of  Lords  for  the  cor. 
rection  a£  those  anomalies  in  legisktion 
which  the  Reformed  Parliament  was  every 
day  perpetrating,  and  it  would  be  a  danger, 
ous  task  to  deprive  them  of  the  coosoktion 
its  existence  afforded.  The  gmat  mass  of 
the  people  were  looked  upon  by  many  as 
seditious  and  revolutionary  in  Uieir  demands 
for  Reform;  but  when  the  people  called 
for  that  measure  did  they  ever  caJl  for  any 
of  those  monstrous  projects  ofsjioliation 
and  coercion  which,  his  Majesty's  present 
Ministers  were  almost  daily  announcing? 
Did  they  call,  for  instance,  for  the  demo- 
lition and  spolktion  of  the  Church  ? 
Did  they  call  for  an  enactment  to  rob  the 
poor  of  liie  only  oompact  ever*  made  in 
their  favour— he  meant  the  IHsor Jaw  of 
Elizabetb  f      Did  tiiey  call  for  a  Coercion 


Bill  for  Iidand?  Dad  they,  in  siwr^  call 
for  any  one  of  those  monstreos  measum 
which  the  present  Adainiakralaon  had 
brought  forward  ?  No ;  what  the  people 
did  ask  for  from  a  Rdbrmed  Parliament 
the  Ministers  wouU  not  grant  to  them* 
while  measures  which  they  abhorred^  and 
deprecated  as  much  as  they  abhorred,  were 
proposed  and  enacted.  The  oountry»  ftom 
one  end  to  the  other,  demanded  the  abdi. 
tion  of  undeserved  pensions  and  sinecures. 
Had  it  succeeded  in  obtaining  that  object  ? 
No. — The  people  required  the  reduction  of 
the  interest  on  the  National  Debt  proportion, 
ed  to  the  augmented  value  of  money.  Was 
their  request  acceded  to  ?— -No.  They 
asked  for  the  reduction  of  taxation,  more 
especially  for  the  abolition  of  the  malt, 
hop,  and  soap,  tax.  Did  they  obtain 
what  they  asked  for  ? — No.  They  required 
that  salaries  should  be  reduced.  Was  that 
done?— -No.  In  no  instances  were  the 
wishes  of  the  peopW  attended  to,  while 
Parliament  was  for  months  together  oocu. 
pied  in  legislating  upon  subjects  in  which 
the  people  had  little  or  no  interest.  Did 
they  ever  pray  about  Dissentess  being  ad- 
mitted to  the  Universities,  or  other  un. 
profitable  trash  of  the  sort,  with  which  the 
time  of  Parliament  had  been  taken  up  ? 
Did  they  ask  for  the  Poor  M«a  Robbery 
Bill  then  under  discussion  P  God  forbid ! 
they  had  not  done  so.  Did  they  again, 
pray  for  a  remodelling  of  the  House  of 
Lords  ?  Again,  would  he  say,  God  forbid ! 
That  project  was  now  promulgated 
by  the  Government  papers  of  that  morn- 
ing, and  with  the  Government  ought  and 
would  rest  all  the  odium  of  the  businesSk 
One  of  three  projects  was  proposed  for 
the  purpose.  [^Here  there  mere  loud  cries 
of  **  Question,'*^  If  hon.  Members  were 
anxious  to  see  tiiin  sit  down,  they  were 
taking  the  very  worst  means  to  induce  him 
to  do  so.  One  of  three  projects  was  pro- 
posed for  the  new.modelling  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  first  was  to  turn  out  all 
the  poor  Lords — 

mt.  Pryme  rose  to  order.  He  contend- 
ed that  even  the  limits  of  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  did  not  enable  the 
hon.  Member  to  answer  a  paragraph  in  a 
Newmaper,  or  upon  a  discussion  on  a 
Poor.hiws  BiU  to  speak  in  any  way  re- 
specting the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  CobbeU  would  insist  upon  it  that  he 
was  perfectly  in  order.  He  was  showing, 
that  even  the  portion  of  the  people  who 
were  accused  of  being  revolutionary  and 
seditious  in  their  designs  wheii  veiling  for 


dS9     Poor  Letwt^  Amemtmeni-^      {Juke  12} 


Ccmmittee, 


390 


tbetanh  Hid  not  go  half  so  far  in  revolntkin 
«r  aeditidn  as  the  members  of  the  existing 
Oovemncfnt.  He  was  showing,  that  ther 
did  not  go  the  length  of  calling  for 
a  Ghurdi  Spoliation  fiill^  or  for  a  Coer- 
eion  Bill ;  and  more  particularly  that  they 
had  not  prayed  for  the  project  which  was 
tiiat  morning  promulgated  by  the  Govem- 
menl  orsan.  He  meant  tire  remodelling 
€i  the  House  of  Lords.  The  first  project 
leoommended  for  the  purpose  was  to  turn 
out  the  poor  Lords;  the  second  was  to 
abolish  the  House  as  a  Legiriative  Assem. 
bly  altogether.  Now  God  forbid  that 
riiould  ever  be  the  case !  The  House  of 
Lords,  he  repeated,  was  now  the  poor 
man's  sole  hope.  Deprive  him  of  that 
Assembly,  and  he  was  without  a  protector. 
The  third  project  recommended  by  the 
Government  for  the  remodelling  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  the  addition  of  some 
tioh  money-mongers  to  its  present  numbers. 
Wealth  was  indeed  fast  undermining  every 
anoient  principle  of  the  Constitution,  and 
so  doubtless,  unless  checked,  it  would  do 
with  the  House  of  Lords.  The  hon. 
Member  oondaded  by  moving  his  proviso. 

Lord  Aliharp  said,  that  no  man  knew 
better  than  the  hon.  Member  himself,  that 
the  House,  in  rejecting  the  Amendment, 
would  not  be  expressing  an  opinion  in 
ftivour  of  the  practice  which  it  sought  to 
prohibit.  As  well  indeed  might  he  argue 
that  the  House,  in  rejecting  a  clause  (sup- 
posing it  to  be  proposed  as  part  of  the 
bill  under  discussion)  having  for  *  its 
object  to  prevent  the  hon.  Member  say- 
ing the  same  thing  ten  times  over  in  the 
tme  speech,  were  desirous  of  hearine  the 
same  argument  repeated,  as  that  the  House 
of  Commons  in  negativing  his  Amendment 
were  favourable  to  the  practices  against 
which  Jt  was  directed.  He  had  further 
only  to  say,  that  it  was  not  intended  as  a 
general  rule  that  a  man  should  be  separa- 
ted from  his  wife,  or  children  from  their 
mother,  ot  that  paupers  should  (ave  their 
hair  shaved  or  be  compelled  to  wear 
badges.  The  Commissioners,  however, 
trere  to  be  vested  with  power  to  deviate, 
in  case  they  found  it  expedient,  in  particu- 
lar instances. 

Mr.  Betmes  concurred  very  much  in  the 
general  opinion  entertained  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Oldham,  in  respect  to  his  ob- 
jcctlchas  to  this  Bill ;  but  he  deprecated  the 
ustf  of  an  expression  that  was  calciilatcd  to 
-excite  the  ill-feeling  of  the  lower  classes  of 
sbcfety.  Many  of  the  evik  just  complained 
^  by  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham,  were 


the  evils  of  the  present  system.  He  believed 
that  the  object  of  the  proposers  of  this  Bill 
was  t6  save  the  money  of  the  rich,  and  to 
make  lihe  poor  more  independent  than  they 
now  were.  He  hoped  that  the  discussion 
on  this  measure  "^ould  be  conducted  with 
good  feeling,  and  in  a  spirit  of  fairness. 

Major  Beauderk  wished  to  know  if  it 
was  intended  to  give  to  the  Commissioners 
a  power  to  separate  man  and  wife  ? 

Lord  AHkorp  said,  as  a  general 
principle  the  Commissioners  would  not 
have  the  power  of  separating  man  and  wife, 
but  there  might  occur  cases  where  it  would 
be  necessary  to  make  this  separation. 

Colonel  Wiliiams  did  not  think,  that  the 
Commissioners  should  have  the  power, 
under  any  circuDostances,  of  separating  man 
and  wife,  inasmuch  as  it  was  vesting  them 
with  a  power  to  do  that  which  the  law 
declared  illegal. 

Sir  Henry  Wilkmgkby  said  the  hon. 
member  for  Oldham  might  omit  those 
parts  of  his  Amendment  which  went  to 
deprive  tiie  guardians  of  all  power  over  the 
paup^s. 

Mr.  Cchbett  replied,  that  if  the  paupers 
did  wrong  there  was  the  law  to  punish 
them  as  well  as  any  other  offenders. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment :  Ayes  17  ;  Noes  128 — Majority  111. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  46,  which  enacts,  that  from 
and  after  the  3 1st  day  of  June,  1835, 
parochid  relief  should  cease  to  be  given  to 
the  able-bodied  men, 

Mr.  Pouleit  Scrope  recommended  an 
alteration  of  the  clause,  excepting  from  its 
operation  families  of  six  and  seven  children, 
and  fixing  the  time  at  which  the  Bill 
should  come  into  operation,  with  respect  to 
such  families  at  different  periods. 

Lord  Alihorp  meant  to  propose  an 
Amendment  to  enable  those  parishes  which 
could  Easily  abolisli  the  allowance  system 
to  do  so  at  once,  and  to  leave  it  for  other 
parishes  in  which  the  system  could  not  be 
abolished  at  once,  to  bring  the  clause 
gradually  into  operation. 

Colonel  Tarrens  considered  this  the  most 
important,  and  at  the  same  time,  the  most 
delicate,*  part  of  the  Bill.  The  allowance 
system  was  the  worst  part  of  the  mal- 
administration of  thePoor-laws, and  it  was 
at  the  same  time  the  most  difficult  to  deal 
with.  The  single  man  would,  in  the 
natural  course  of  things,  receive  as  much 
^ages  as  the  married  man.  But  the  prac. 
tice  of  giving  parish  allowance  to  ^e 
married  man,  etiabled    the  employer   to 
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lower  tbe  wagMof  bothniBRifld  uid  angle 
nea;  end  nede  it  the  intetett  of  the 
fanner  to  ein|doj  the  manried,  whose 
^dren  the  pamh  had  to  fuppprt^  in  pre* 
ferenoe  to  the  angle.  If  the  dause  paaaed 
in  lu  preaent  state,  and  no  aaattanoe  were 
to  he  given  to  a  married  man  with  a  lam 
family,  he  would  not  be  emplojed  at  au, 
and  especially  where  there  was  surplus 
labour  in  the  parish. 

Sir  Thomas  Freemmntk  approved  of  the 
clause,  and  especially  with  the  Amendment 
which  the  noble  Lord  meant  to  propose. 
The  attempt  had  been  made,  in  Tarious 
parisheii,  to  get  rid  of  the  aUowanoe  system, 
and  the  greatest  difficulty  was,  to  provide 
for  large  families,  which  could  not  be 
maintained  upon  the  wages  of  tbe  father  ? 
The  way  in  which  he  had  known  that 
difficulty  to  be  met  was  this : — The  children 
above  ten  years  of  age  were  considered 
independent  labourers,  and  employed  as 
such  by  the  parish,  in  agricultural  work  of 
a  light  nature,  at  wages  of  from  2«.  to  2#. 
6d.  a  weeL  But  he  feared  that,  if  all  the 
children  under  sixteen  years  of  age,  were 
made  to  depend  altogether  on  the  labour  of 
the  father,  in  many  parishes  the  vestries 
would  be  reluctant  to  give  them  employ, 
ment,  even  whexe  that  could  easily  be 
done. 

Mr.  Babmton  admitted,  that  the  present 
system  of  allowing  wages  out  of  the  rates 
to  agricultural  labourers,  was  highly  ob- 
jectionable, but  he  was  bound  to  look  to 
the  effect  of  the  alteration  of  this  part  of 
the  present  system,  by  the  dause  now 
before  the  House,  and  he  very  much  feared 
that  the  effect  of  the  alteration  would  be, 
to  create  an  increase  of  pauperism,  because, 
if  the  poor  were  not  able  to  ^t  permanent 
employment,  the  Commissioners  would 
have  no  power,  should  relief  be  applied  for, 
but  to  send  these  labourers  to  the  work- 
house. If  such  were  the  effect  of  this 
daus^  could  the  noble  Lord  contemplate 
what  would  be  the  number  of  workhouses 
that  would  be  necessary  to  contain  all  these 
pauper  labourers  ? 

Mr.  GroU  said,  that  those  who  opposed 
this  clause,  overlooked  the  supplemental 
clauses  which  provided  for  the  suggested 
difficulties.  He  did  not  think,  that  the  evils 
contemplated  by  the  qpposers  of  the  clause, 
would  arise. 

Lord  AUhorp  knew,  from  the  labourers 
he  himself  employed,  though  he  did  not 
give  them  hi^er  wages  than  other  farm- 
ers,  that  men  who  were  industrious  were 
aUe  to  support  large  families.  He  bdieved 


that  if  men  wees  fdd  ly  the  iob  inateia  ef 
by  the  da^,  they  would  be  able  to  support 
large  families.  With  respect  to  the  dause^ 
he  thought,  that  every  provision  was  made 
by  it  that  could  be  made,  and  if  they  did 
not  carry  the  dause  into  effect,  it  would  be 
useless  to  try  to  amend  the  Poor-laws* 

Mr.  Mark  PUUpt  thought  that  some 
provision  ought  to  oe  made  to  relieve  the 
hand-loom  weavers  horn  the  operation  of 
this  clause,  their  case  being  different  from 
that  general  practice  which  the  dause 
sought  to  guard  against.  In  the  parish 
wbero  he  redded,  there  were  not  less  thaa 
200  oersons  of  this  description,  who  re- 
ceived small  sums  in  aid  of  their  wagei^ 
and  who  would  starve  or  go  to  the  worid- 
house,  if  that  were  wholly  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Hardy  hoped,  that  some  provision 
would  be  made  to  exempt  the  persons 
employed  in  the  hardware  trade,  from  the 
operation  of  the  dause.  It  was  customary 
when  that  trade  was  slack,  for  the  employer, 
instead  of  giving  his  men  14f.  for  a  wc^'s 
labour,  to  give  7#.  for  three  days'  labour; 
and  as  partial  employment  would  exclude 
a  man  from  parish  assistanoe,  great  destitu- 
tion and  misery  would  result. 

Mr.  Blandre  suggested,  that  it  would  be 
expedient  to  give  to  the  overseers  of  parishes^ 
where  there  were  no  guardians,  the  discre- 
tionary power  to  relieve  applicants  on  his 
own  reqwnsibility,  and  subject  to  the  oo»- 
sent  of  the  Commissioners. 

Loid  AUhorp  said,  the  power  was  given 
to  'Overseers  equally  with  guardians  by 
the  proviso  at  the  end  of  the  dause.  In 
the  cases  supposed,  of  work  being  slack, 
they  seldom  occurred  so  rapidly  as  not  to 
allow  of  an  application  to  the  Commis. 
sioners. 

Mr.  Hodges  objected  to  the  clause  in  toUk 

It  being  three  o'dock,  the  House  resumed 
and  adjourned. 

Corn  Laws — ^Timbbb  Dutibb.]  Mr. 
PouUtt  Thomon  laid  on  the  TaUe  a 
return,  showing  the  quantity  of  com  im- 
ported and  ground  into  flour  in  the  Isle  of 
Man,  and  in  Guernsey  and  Jersey,  and  also 
tbe  quantity  of  flour  imported  from  those 
islands  into  ports  of  the  United  Kingdom* 
In  moving,  that  this  return  be  printed,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  observed,  that  they 
would  show  that  the  alarm  which  had  been 
exdted  in  some  quarters,  as  to  the  evasion 
of  the  Corn-laws,  by  the  importation  of 
foreign  com  into  those  islands,  was  un.. 
founded.  This  return,  he  had  reason  to 
know^  was  perfectly  correct,  and  woi^d 
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Aow,  that  no  fraud  bad  1)een  committed  by 
tbe  evaaion  of  tbe  law^  at  least  to  any  ex- 
tent -He  bad  taken  measures  to  prevent 
any  such  fraud  in  future,  but  in  tbe  mean 
time  tbe  account  wbicb  be  bad  now  pre- 
sented, would  abow  tbe  inaccuracy  of  tbe 
reports  tbat  bad  been  in  circulation  as  to 
tbe  extent  to  wbicb  tbe  Corn-laws  bad 
been  evaded.  From  wbat  be  bad  beard  on 
the  subject,  be  bad  reason  to  believe,  tbat 
tbe  amount  imported  in  tbat  period  was 
not  above  tbe  ordinary  proportion. 

Mr.  SMnson  said,  tbat  tbe  Government 
bad  no  doubt  acted  very  properly,  in  the 
assurance  thus  given  that  the  knd^  inter- 
est should  have  tbe  benefit  of  tbe  Com- 
biws  as  long  as  they  continued  tbe  law  of 
tbe  land.  But  be  should  be  glad  to  hear 
from  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman,  why  the 
Government  bad  not  applied  tbe  same 
principle  to  the  laws  now  in  force  respect- 
ing tbe  timber  trade  ?  He  was  not  going 
to  enter  into  any  discussion  as  to  tbe  policy 
of  either  of  those  laws — tbat  was  not  tbe 

Sestion ;  but  be  would  ask  why  a  fraudu- 
it  evasion  of  the  law  in  regaxd  to  the 
timber-trade  should  be  permitted,  more 
than  an  evasion  of  tbe  Corn-laws?  It 
was  well  known,  however,  tbat  Baltic 
timber  was  carried  to  tbe  Canadas,  and 
from  thence  imported  into  this  country, 
paying  only  the  duty  of  Canada  timber. 
The  hon.  member  for  London,  who  it  was 
well-known  entertained  very  different  views 
Arom  him  on  the  subject  of  the  timber- 
duties,  moved  a  few  evenings  ago  for  an 
account  of  tbe  quantity  a£  Baltic  timber 
brought  into  this  country  by  way  of 
Canada,  and  tbat  was  done  with  tbe  view 
to  show  tbe  impolicy  of  tbe  timber^uties 
as  they  now  existed.  He  would  ask,  would 
tbe  Government  have  lent  themselves  to  a 
nmilar  course  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
the  impolicy  of  tbe  Corn-laws  ?  He  asked 
the  Government — ^and  be  hoped  he  should 
get  a  direct  answer  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  why  should  tbe  timber  be  re* 
quired  to  pay  duty  in  tbe  one  case,  and  be 
exempted  from  it  in  the  other  ?  He  must 
say,  tbat  this  was  done  to  create  a  prejudice 
in  tbe  public  mind  against  the  timber- 
duties.  He  repeated,  tbat  he  did  not  object 
to  give  the  landed  interest  the  benefit  of 
tbe  Corn-laws  as  Ions  as  they  existed ;  but 
be  would  ask  that  tne  same  principle  be 
applied  to  tbe  timber-trade. 

Mr.  P(mleU  Thmnnm  assured  tbe  hon. 
Member  tbat  be  would  not  on  this  or  any 
other  occasion  evade  a  question  put  to  bim. 
Tbe  bon.   Member  wished  to  (dace  the 


Gim-laws  and  tbe  laws  relating  to  timber 
on  tbe  same  footing.  Now  tbe  difference 
was  tbis^-tbat  in  tbe  one  case  tbe  law  pro- 
hibited tbe  importation  of  com,  and  tbe 
Government  was  bound  to  see  tbe  law  en- 
forced ;  but  in  the  other  case  tbe  law  ad. 
mitted  wbat  tbe  bon.  Member  complained 
of,  and  Government  did  not  feel  it  its  duty 
to  go  beyond  tbe  law. 

Tea  Tsabb.^  Mr.  Aaron  Chapman 
wished  to  ask  for  some  explanation  of  a 
fact,  tbat  a  large  quantity  of  tea  bad  been 
brought  into  Liverpool  from  Dantsic,  a 
direct  evasion  of  tbe  late  Act  passed'  as  to 
tbe  importation  of  tbat  article. 

Mr.  PouUti  Thomson  bad  only  that 
morning  beard  of  tbe  importation  of  tea  to 
Liverpool  to  which  tbe  bon.  Member  al« 
luded.  It  was  imported  under  that  clause 
by  wbicb  the  parties  conceived  that  they 
bad  a  riflbt  to  import  tea  from  any  place 
eastward  of  tbe  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  He 
would  not  offer  any  opinion  on  tbe  Act ; 
but  be  was  not  aware  that  it  was  liable  to 
die  construction  thus  put  on  it,  and  be 
should  be  much  astonished  if  any  lawyen 
said  it  bore  tbat  construction. 

Rblations  with  Russia.^  Colonel 
Evans  rose  to  bring  forward  tbe  Motion 
of  which  be  bad  given  notice  on  tbe  sub- 
ject of  our  relations  with  Russia.  Tbe  ques- 
tion was  one  of  great  importance,  and  it 
required  a  more  full  discussion  than  in  tbe 
present  state  of  tbe  House,  and  of  tbe 
business  of  tbe  Session,  it  would  be  likely 
to  obtain.  He  was  not,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, disposed  to  press  its  full  con. 
sideration  on  the  House  on  this  occasion. 
He  would,  therefore,  without  troubling  tbe 
House  by  bis  remarks  merely  move  the  re- 
solution wbicb  be  bad  prepared,  for  the 
purpose  of  having  it  entered  on  the  journals 
not  intending  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  it.  Tbe  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  read  tbe  Resolution  to  this 
efifect  ''  Tbat,  in  tbe  opinion  of  this 
House,  it  will  be  competent  to  his  Majes- 
ty's Government,  in  conformity  with  eood 
fidtb  and  tbe  law  of  nations,  to  suspend,  or 
altogether  discontinue  the  annual  payments 
now  made  by  this  country  to  Russia,  should 
just  ground  appear  for  apprehend^  J  that 
the  considerations  distinctly  laid  i  wn  in 
tbe  Convention  of  tbe  l6tb  of  November, 
1831  (under  which  alone  these  payments 
can  be  demanded  on  tbe  one  band,  or  justi-^ 
fied  to  the  British  people  on  tbe  o^er), 
are  not  faithfully,  unequivocaUy,  tfnd  com- 
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pletelj  fiiifilkd  by  the  co^rt  of  Rusfia." 
To  bixn  it  did  appear,  though  he  would 
not  for  the  reasons  he  had  stated^  enter  into 
a  full  discussion  of  the  subject^  that  Russia 
had  violated  the  conditions  of  ihe  conven- 
tion of  November,  1831^  bj  its  dissent 
from  the  course  pursued  by  France  and 
England  to  enforce  the  surrender  of 
Antwerp.  That  he  looked  upon  as  a 
violation  of  the  convention,  and  certainly 
where  a  doubt  existed  on  the  qoestioD,  it 
was  hard  upon  the  people  of  this  country 
to  be  called  upon  to  pay  nearly  100,000^ 
a.year  to  that  power,  while  th^  were  at 
the  same  time  paying  10,(MKU.  a-year  to 
those  unfortunate  Poles  who  wese  the 
victims  of  its  tyranny.  He  hoped,  under 
these  circumstances,  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  object  to  this  Motion. 

Lord  PalmerstoH  did  not  rise  to  di^te 
the  proposition  contained  in  the  Reso^ 
lution  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, for  he  admitted,  that  it  waa  not 
only  the  raght  but  the  duty  of  Greal 
Britain  to  suspend  the  pajrments  under  the 
treaty,  if  it  were  proved  that  Russia 
had  not  fulfilled  her  part  of  the  ttealj. 
Beyond  that  point,  howeverj  ho  eonld 
not  go  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  He  could  not  osmcav  with 
him,  that  any  reason  had  yet  been 
afforded  for  suspending  or  refusing  pay- 
ment. On  this  ground  he  could  not  vote 
for  the  Resolution,  which  seemed  to  imply 
a  suspicion  of  want  of  faith,  as  well  as  a 
condemnation  of  the  acts  of  Russia,  and  he 
should  meet  it  by  moving  the  previous 
question.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
appeared  to  think,  that  the  Convention  had 
a  wider  scope  than  really  belonged  to  it. 
If  the  House  not  only  attended  to  the  words 
of  it,  but  would  call  to  mind  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  framed,  and  the  circumstances 
that  led  to  it,  the  House  would  find,  that 
it  did  not  bear  so  extended  an  application. 
Before  he  touched  upon  the  history  of  the 
Convention,  he  would  state  the  difierence 
between  his  understanding  of  it  and  that  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  The  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think,  that  the  condition 
attached  applied  to  all  the  affairs  of  Europe 
coming  within  the  scope  of  a  Treaty ;  but, 
in  fact,  it  applied  solely  to  the  Treaty  with 
Belgium  and  the  Treaty  of  Vienna. 
There  had  been  a  former  agreement  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Russia — a  con- 
dition of  forfeiture,  should  there  be  a  sepa- 
ration between  Belgium  and  Holland.  A 
separation  did  occur,  but  not  in  tfaemi^nner 
contemplated  by  the  framers  of  the  oiiginal 


Convention,  and  hence  it  was  theiijitii  that 
Great  Britain  could  not  daim  of  Ruaria 
a  cessation  of  the  annual  payneots.  The 
Convention  contemplated  the  aepasation  ef 
Belffium  and  Holland  against  the  wishes 
of  the  British  Government,  and  it  oontem* 
plated  also  an  invasion  of  Belgtom  by 
the  armies  of  France.  The  separadon  took 
place  in  consequence  of  difierenoes  between 
the  northern  and  southern  pfoviaoes,  and  it 
was  sanctioned  not  osily  by  this  Govenu 
ment,  but  by  the  five  Powers.  Grant 
Britain  oonouried  cordially  in  die  aeoessity 
of  separation,  and  was  most  anxious  tint 
the  independence  of  Belgium  dwuld  be  ae* 
cured  by  a  Treaty  Ixtween  the  greai 
Powers  of  Europe.  A  new  aimngemenl 
was  then  entered  into,  by  whioh  the 
southern  was  separated  fnmi  the  northern 
portion  of  what  had  befora  eonstttnled  one 
kingdom.  To  thatanangsBDent,  Russia  wet 
a  consenting  party.  What  pietenee  was  theee 
then  for  our  withholding  those  paiynMata 
which  we  had  before  stipulated  te  make? 
If  Russia  had  endeavoured  to  prevesit  die 
independence  of  Belgium,  or  had  endea* 
voured  to  unite  it  with  France  or  Pmssiay 
or  any  other  power,  then  indeed  Enghind 
would  be  justified  in  withholding  her  pay* 
ments  under  the  former  treaty.  Had  that 
occurred?  It  would  be  going  too  far  lo 
say  that,  upon  a  fair  construction  of  the 
treaty  in  question,  the  English  Govera« 
ment  would  be  justified  in  declaring,  that 
in  consequence  of  the  policy  recently  pur- 
sued by  Russia  towards  Poland  and  Turkey, 
it  had  forfeited  its  claim  to  the  payment  of 
this  money— it  would  be  going  too  far  to 
say,  because  Russia  had  pursued  a  policy 
in  other  parts  of  Europe  adverse  to  our 
interest,  and  which  might  be  a  violation  ef 
the  treaty  of  Vienna,  therefore  that  tiie 
penalty  of  forfeiture  of  this  money  should 
attach  to  the  conduct  of  Russia.  One  of 
ibe  grounds  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
stated  fi)r  this  Motion  was,  that  Russia  did 
not  unite  a  year  and  a-half  ago  in  the 
measures  of  coercion  which  were  taken 
against  Holland.  Now,  he  thought  that, 
upon  no  pretence  of  fairness  could  such  a 
ground  be  set  up  as  a  valid  reason  for  refus- 
ing to  fulfil  the  present  stipulation  with. 
Russia.  Russia  then  object^  to  the  per-i 
ticular  mode  adopted  for  carrying  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Allied  poweie  into  effect.  She 
did  not  say,  that  die  would  not  cany  the 
existing  treaty  of  1831  into  eflect ;  she 
proposed  oth^  -measures  to  carry  it  into 
eSdSt  which  Great  Britain  and  France  did 
not  consider  efiectual ;  but  it  did  not  follow 
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becaoae  AoMa  refused  lo  concur  is  the 
measuves  ad0|>tQd  bjr  theoi^  that,  tbeiefore, 
she  had  been  giwlty  of  bad  faith  on  the 
aoeasion,  Russia  &&y  concurred  with  this 
country  and  with  Fiance  ais  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  carrying  that  ueaty  into  effect — it 
only  ^ifeied  from  them  aa  to  the  means  of 
efesting  that  object  Busaia  did  not  differ 
iiiQin  France  and  England  simply  and  indi- 
vidually on  that  occasion — she  differed  in 
ooBJ  unction  with  Prussia  and  Atstria ;  and 
ahoy  difiSsred  from  England  and  Fxance 
upon  ftir  and  legitimalie  grounds.  He 
was  Mody  to  admit,  that  if  the  case  should 
aase  contemplated  in  the  resolution  pro- 
posed hf  the  hon.  Gentleman^  it  would 
than  be  the  duty  of  his  Majesty's  Govem- 
mani  to  suspend  the  payment  of  this  money. 
But  he  would  say,  that  no  such  case  had 
arisan.  Even  if  any  iion.  Member  thought 
it  was  lilbely  that  such  a  case  would  arise, 
ha  was  sure  that  such  hon.  Member  would 
MgBot  with  him  in  the  opinion  that  it  would 
not  hs  wise  or  fitting  for  Parliament  to  say 
beforehand  that  we  should  suspend  those 
payments,  in  anticipation  of  Russia  ▼ielat- 
ing  her  engagements.  He  entertained  no 
anticipation  d^at  Russia  would  violate  her 
engagements.  He  was  sure  that  it  was  ^e 
determination  as  well  as  the  policy  of 
Russia  to  fulfil  its  engagements  in  refer- 
ence to  Belgium.  But  even  supposing,  that 
such  an  anticipation  should  prove  well 
founded,  he  thought  that  the  House  should 
yield  to  the  executijve  Government  the 
responsifaility  of  covsideriog  what  course 
should  in  that  case  be  pursued,  li  it  ap- 
peared that  the  Government  then  neglected 
its  duty,  and  continued  the  payment  of  this 
money,  it  would  be  open  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, or  to.  any  other  hon.  MeAiber,  to  call 
the  Ministers  before  Parliament;  and  if 
tiiey  did  not  afiord  a  8ati8fact(H7  explana- 
tion of  their  conduct,  to  call  on  Parliament 
to  pronounce  a  censure  upon  thenK  *  On  the 
present  occasion,  as  he  could  not^give  a 
negative  to  the  abstract  principle,  laid  down 
in  the  hon.  Member's  lesolution,  he  Would 
move  the  previous  question  upon  it. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  that  concurring  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord,  he 
would  support  the  Amendment.  In  his 
opinion  Russia  had  done  nothing  to  render 
the  stipulations  under  which  this- money 
was  now  paid  forfeited.  At  the  aame  time 
he  must  ray,  that  it  had  always  been  his 
opinion  that  since  Uie  separation  of  Holland 
from  Belgium,  Ruesia  had  no  l^gal  right  to 
this  money.  Parliameot^howevery  and  the 
Law  Officers  of  Uia  Crowa  hod  decided 


otherwise.  Another  objection  iu  bis  opin- 
ion to  this  Motion  was,  that  it  would  ailbrid 
a  second  Parliamentary  sanction  to  the  le- 
gality of  those  payments. 

Mr.  Hwne  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem 
beir«  that  Russia  had  no  legal  claim  to  this 
money  after  the  separation  of  Belgium  from 
Holland,  though  he  voted  at  the  time  for 
the  Bill  under  which  the  payments  were 
made  as  a  matter  of  policy.  Of  this  he 
was  certain,  that  Russia  had  not  fulfilled 
the  conditions  under  which  those  payments 
were  guaranteed  to  her.  He  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether  the  differences 
whichexisted between  Belgium  and  Holland 
might  not  long  ago  have  been  put  an  end 
to,  if  Holland  had  not  been  encouraged  to 
hold  out  and  resist  through  the  secret  in- 
fiuenoe  and  machinations  of  Russia  ?  I'he 
conviction  on  his  miod  was,  that  the  in- 
fluence of  Russia  had  been  chiefly,  if  not 
solely  eatercised,  to  prevent  a  settlement  of 
that  question.  He  was  aware,  that  we 
were  not  in  a  position  to  prove  this  against 
Russia,  but  it  was  nevertheless  a  notorious 
matter,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  under 
such  circumstances  this  country  would  be 
fully  justified  in  withholding  the  payment 
of  this  money,  seeing  that  Russia  had  not 
fulfilled  the  conditions  according  to  which 
its  payment  had  been  stipulated.  Though 
he  could  not  vote  for  the  Resolution  }Nno- 
posed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Westminster, 
be  thought  it  right  to  state  his  opinion  on 
the  subject. 

Colonel  Evans  would  not  press  his  Mo- 
tion to  a  division.  He  had  not  brought  it 
forward  to  e^cpress  the  slightest  disappro- 
bation of  the  noble  Lord's  policy ;  on  the 
contrary-— especially  as  regarded  the  Pen- 
insula it  had  his  highest  approbation. 

Previous  question  agreed  to. 

Pabliament  in  lBBiiANn.3  Mr.  Bisk 
rose  to  move,  pursuant  to  his  notice,  that 
an  humble  Address  should  be  presented  to 
his  Majesty,  praying  "  that  he  will  be 
mnujouiiy  pleased  to  hold  his  Court  and 
Parliament  occasionally  in  that  part  of  the 
kingdom  called  Ireland/'  Such  a  proposition 
was  no  party  measure ;  it  was>  on  the  con- 
trary, one  which  might  be  supported  by  all 
sides  of  the  House — \>y  Whigs,  Tories, 
and  Radicals^  by  Protestants  and  Catholics, 
by  men  of  overy  religion,  and  of  every 
shade  in  politics,  by  Repealers  and  anti* 
Repealers — in  short,  by  all  the  Members 
in  that  House.  He  was  sure  Uittt,  if  a  ' 
Rapeal  of  the  Union  should  take  place,  it 
would  be, the  ?uin  of  the  country.     He 


S9» 


ParHameni 


{CX>MMON8} 


iHiribmd. 


40d 


himself  liad  been  in  Itekmd,  and  he  eould 
speak  from  fenonal  obieiTBtion  as  to  the 
condttioD  of  that  eovmtry.    He  could  aay» 
from  what  he  saw,  that  it  was  in  a  moat 
desperate,  in  a  most  deplorable — ^indeed^ 
he  might  almost  say,  in  a  disgusting  state. 
If  this  alteration  were  adopted,  it  could 
not  of  course  oome  into  operation  sooner 
than  twelre  months;  and,  in  the  mean 
ime,   even  ^en  the  greatest  adyantage 
would  be  produced  by  it,  as  the  command 
that  would  go  forth  to  get  their  House  in 
order,  and  the   other   preparations   that 
would  be  made  for  holding  a  Parliament  in 
Dublin^  would  give  employment  to  a  great 
portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland.    If  this 
Motion  were  granted,  that  great  stumbling- 
block  in  the  way  of  the  improvement  of 
Ireland,  the  absentees,  would  be  removed  ; 
and,  unless  they  sent  back  the  absentees  to 
Ireland,  it  never  would  be  quiet.    To  get 
them  back,  the  land  must  be  made  habitable 
for  them,  and  the  absentees  would  not  go 
hack  at  present,  because  they  were   m 
danger  of  having  their  throats  cut  every 
week.  Ithad  been  stated,  on  good  authority, 
that  nineteen-twentieths  of  the  land  of 
Ireland  belonged  to  absentees ;  and  it  was 
not,  therefore,  to  be  wondered  at  that  the 
country  was  in  such  a  state.    Thou^  he 
did  not  complain  of  the  Magistracy  en  Ire. 
land,  yet  he  thought  that,  if  Ireland  had  a 
resident  gentry,  there  might  be  more  sati^ 
faction.    Many  of  the  r^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Bench  opposite  knew  nothing 
of  Ireland — several  of  them  had    never 
seen  it ;  the  only  Irish  Gentleman  in  the 
Cabinet  belonging  to  the  Government  was 
at  present  out  of  Parliament.    The  truth 
was,  that  all  places  abroad  were  well  known 
to  them ;  but  the  most  that  many  Irish 
Gentlemen  knew  of  their  own  country  was 
the  shortest  way  out  of  it.  In  a  case  of  this 
kind  the  expense  that  might  be  incurred, 
by  the  adoption  of  such  a  measure,  was  not 
comparable  to  the  advantages  that  would 
flow  from  it ;  and  the  eipense  would,  in  a 
idiort  time,  be  reimbursed  by  those  advan. 
tages.    The  conseauence  of  holding  a  Par- 
liament occasionally  in  Ireland  would  be, 
that  absentees  would  return  there,  and 
that  capital  would  settle  there,  there  being 
no  country  better  adapted  than  Ireland,  if 
it  were  peaceable,  for  the  advantageous 
employment  of  capital.    There  was,  at  this 
moment,  a  large  quantity  of  English  cimital 
ready  to  be  embarked  there ;  but,  until  the 
aountry  was  quiet  and  property  secure^  no 
Englishman  would  venture  his  property 
in  it.    Another  tfftct  from  having  a  Par- 


liament  oocaaionaBy  in  Irebuid  woidd  he^ 
that  they  m^t  reduce  the  standing  amy, 
as  the  country  would  becooM  qoiety  and 
party  spirit  woold  be  done  away  wkfa. 
At  the  present  moment,  party  spirit  rut 
high  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  hot  reeently 
that  the  Lord-liaufeeoant  and  hia  seeratary 
were  insulted  at  some  of  the  party  dinnen 
in    Dublin,   mad  penoos  howmg  offisU 
sitnationt  were  known  to  Join  in  the  inavlt; 
If  he  (Mr.  Bisb)  had  Uw  powerof  tfio 
Government,  he  would  soon  send  sodi 
penons  to  the  right  about.    He  thoiight, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  GeDtleaaany  tlw 
member  for  Dublin,  and  his  party,  did  not 
show  good  polii^  in  always  abasing  the 
Whiffs,  and  saymg,  that  they  nevier  did 
anyroing.  To  be  sore,  there  was  not  nvdi 
love  lost  on  either  aide,  for  the  Whiga 
called  him   and   his  party  demagogpas, 
agitators,  disturbers,  and,  if  not  tnotors^ 
within  seven-eighths  or  Hftoen-sixftean^ 
of  traitofa*    He  rememberad  that  the  day 
after  the  speech  of  Mr.  Stanley  on  the 
Coercion  Bill,  when  he  (Mr.  Mah)  went 
into  the  dty,  the  question  of  every  one  to 
him  was,  «'  Where  did  you  ait?''    <<  Did 
you  hear  Stanle/s  great  speedi?    How 
brilliant  he  was !    Those  fellows  must  he 
put  down."    Others  had  very  kindly  said, 
**  It  would  be  a  very  good  tlung  if  Ireland 
were  swallowed  up  in  the  ocean."    Bnt 
thoae    things  would  not  do.      Now  let 
them  adopt  his  plan  of  conciliation.    It 
could  be  effected  in  a  short  period  of  time^ 
Periiaps  a  twelvemooth  might  be  necessary, 
in  oidw  that  die  place  mioht  he  put  in 
order.    He  had  seen  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament before  the  Union.    He  had  been 
in  Dublin  before  the  Union,  and  it  was  a 
gay  and  lively  dty  then.    But  what  was 
it  now  ?     It  looi^ed  just  as  if  the  diolera 
had  taken  possession  of  it    It  might  he 
said,  that  there  would  he  great  moon, 
venience  produced  by  having  two  seats  of 
Government,  but  he  did  not  think  so.    He 
considered,  that  a  lood  deal  of  mischief 
had  been  done  to  Ireland  by  the  LodU 
lieutenants  and  the  Secretaries.      Those 
Gentlemen  generally  pulled  different  ways, 
and,  if  they  managed  to  get  popular,  then 
their  recall  arrived.     When  it  was  con- 
sidered what  a  complete,  binding,  and  real 
union  would  then  take  plaoe  between  the 
two  countries,  by  marriages  and    inter- 
marriages, and  that  such  sociafaility  and  such 
a  blending  of  the  two  people  wpuld  be  the 
consequence,  he  was  sure  it  would  be  ad- 
mitted, that  no  wish  would  then  exist  fbr 
separation.    Iveiand  would  then  be  like  n 
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coon^mEttgkMd'  liktKentarGloaeertqr. 
Thejr  need  not  trouUe  thcmaelves^  dien,  to 
be  diaritaUeto  Iralaiid-;  she  would  not  want 
our  charitiefl.    Sir  Walter  Scott  had  made 
Seotknd  known  to  England.  Before  he  in- 
tooduoed  her  to  the  notioe  of  the  public  hy 
bit  ezoeUcnt  wzitingpi  she  was  an  ohnmre 
and  impoverished  country.    Now,  every 
ene  went  to  Scotland,  and  her  natund 
beantses  were  highly  veUshed.  Why  should 
not  Irehmd  have  the  same  good  fortune? 
He  saw  no  reason.    If  the  Parliament 
went  over,  no  doubt  new  markets  would 
spring  ua    If  the  Court  were  to  go  there, 
mid  dbe  Fariiament  were  to  go  there,  th^ 
would  find  the   country  in  every  way 
adapted  im  them.  No  doubt  new  watering 
ylaoes,  audi  as  Brighton,  Margate  Haat* 
mga^  and  Tunbri^e-wells,  would  also  be 
built  there,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  there 
was  plenty  of  mineral  and  other  waters  in 
Irdand  for  their  gratification.     Such  a 
course  of  proceeding  would  add  immeasuiw 
aUy  to  the  wealth  and  security  of  Ireland. 
He  thou^t  it  would  be  advantageous  and 
agreeable  to  the  King  himself  thus  oo- 
casionally  to  visit  his  Insh  dominions.  For 
bis  part,  he  never  could  understand  why 
the  King  should  be  confined,  as  at  present, 
in  a  State  prison.    Before,  his  Majesty 
came  to  the  throne  be  could  do  what  he 
pleased,  and  go  where  be  pleased,  and  no- 
body took  any  notice  of  bim.    Much  good 
mif^t  be  done  by  his  Majesty's  traveOing 
through  the  country.   There  was  no  doubt 
that  it  would  be  an  inconvenience  to  some 
hon.  Members  to  be  obliged  to  attend  a 
Parliament  in  DuUin,  but,  to  the  great 
majority  of  them,  it  would  not,  as,  when 
they  left  their  homes,  it  was  of  little  con- 
sequence to  them  where  they  went.    The 
incouTenience  would,  in  some  degree,  be 
balanced  by  the  convenience  that  would 
ftrise  to  the  Iridi  Membem  by  Parliament 
sitting  in  Dublin.    He  had  himself  lately 
bemrd  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  the 
city  of  Dublin  draw  a  moving  picture  of 
the  inconvenience  to  whidi  Irish  Members 
were  exposed  in  being  dragged  over  to 
attend  the  Parliament  here.     He  could 
not  state  the  eloquent  terms  then  used  by 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member,  but  he 
could  mention  the  substance  of  them.  That 
hon.  and  learned  Member  complained,  that 
they  were  dragged  over  here  from  their 
bosaes  and  their  iamiUeSy  that  they  were 
transported  to  a  foreign  country,  obliged 
to  ait  in  a  House  of  foreigners,  to  submit 
to  the  dictation  of  foreigners,  and,  to  com. 
plete  their  misery,  the  hon.  and  learned 


member  said,  that  they  were  compelled  to 
live  in  cellars  and  garrets,  inst^  of  their 
own  houses.  He  was  aware  that  he  had 
made  a  very  rambling  speech,  but  he  was, 
nevertbelea^  much  mdebted  to  the  House 
for  the  attention  which  had  been  bestowed 
upon  him.  He  had  not  thought  proper  to 
ask  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  second  the 
Motion  with  which  he  should  condud^ 
and  which  he  should  leave  the  House  it* 
self  to  dispose  of.  The  hon.  Member  tbmi 
moved,  "that  an  humble  addren  be  pre* 
sented  to  bis  Majesty  that  he  would  be 
mciously  pleased  to  bold  his  Court  and 
Parliament  occasionally  in  that  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  called  Ireland." 

Mr.  RuiSven  rose,  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment  to  second  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,-*a  Mo., 
tion  to  which  he  was  sure  no  Iridnnan 
could  object,  but,  on  the  contrary,  every 
Irishman  would  receive  it  with  delight,  in- 
asmuch as,  iJT  adopted,  it  would  enable  the 
people  to  see  the  monarch  who  ruled  over 
them  more  frequently  than  was  at  present 
their  ^jood  fortune.  He  regretted,  that  the 
proposition  should  have  been  received  with 
that  mirth  which  its  importance  did  not 
merit  He  must,  however,  state,  that  even 
if  the  Motion  were  carried,  the  demand  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  repeal  would  not 
be  put  down,  for  they  sought  not  a  partial 
Parliament,  but  a  permanent  fLegialature 
sittins^  on  Coll^..green.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  House  further  than  to  second 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  Lalor  felt  bound  to  support  the  Mo« 
tion,  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would 
press  it  to  a  division. 

The  Motion  was  n^;atived  without  a 
division. 

Officb  of  PoencASTBiuGnKBBAJu] 
Mr.  Wallace  had  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  the  Houses  a  subject  which  he 
should  not  at  present  have  introduced,  were 
it  not  from  the  peculiar  situation  in  which 
the  matter  stood.  He  alluded  to  the 
propriety  of  putting  the  office  of  Postmaster- 
general  under  the  management  of  a  Board 
of  Commissioners.  This  course  had  been 
stronffly  recommended  by  th^  reports  of  no 
less  Uian  three  difierent  Commissions  of 
Inquiry,  and  he  was  satisfied  it  would  not 
only  be  beneficial  to  the  public  servicei  but 
also  a  measure  of  very  peat  economy. 
By  the  office  being  put  m  CommtBsion, 
a  saving  and  increase  of  revenue  would  be 
efiected,  amounting  together  to  not  less  than 
ZOOfiOOL  or  aOOfiOOL  per  annum ;  and  be 
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IhartiMe  «oaU  vatnat  tlie  Gvvtiiiaient 
Id  nake  iIm  ^oBpenmaat,  WilhoiH  haTuig 
vegaid  to  the  actual  aatlay,  he  hotitated  aat 
jto  aaj^  that  time  efficient  CoiiiiaiaiiWMini 
eould  he  fooni  to  diicharge  the  dolaea  for 
tha  aalaiy  which  had  hitherto  baea  paid  to 
the  Postmaater-genefal,  and  thus  would  he 
aeeured  the  aerrieet  of  three  men  of  hoi* 
neaiy  inatead  of  one  Peer  of  Parliaaient^ 
whoaa  dutsee  to  faia  country  in  the  other 
hnmctk  of  ike  Legialature  auat  aMtariallj 
iaterlere  wUfa  that  doee  attention  which 
wna  aeoeasary  ia  the  headof  ao  importaata 
departiaent  as  the  Poat^offiee  oafeabfishnent. 
He  lelt  it  Ua  duty  ako  to  atate,  that,  ia 
the  office  of  Poatmaater-genend,  there  waa 
aat  only  a  terfol  reaponaihility^  but  also 
vested  a  most  unoonatttutioDai  power  with 
immease  potnmaf^.  That  officer  had  the 
appoiatneat  of  every  person  within  the 
laoge  of  the  Post-office  eatabHabmeat  in 
Ea^and,  Ireland,  Scotland,  and  the  0(do» 
Dies.  Thai  patronage  had  beea,  aad  might 
again  be,  made  use  cf  for  polHical  purpoaea, 
and  thus  ptoduoe  an  efieci  upon  the  rape, 
aentation  of  every  city,  town,  aad  district 
in  the  realm.  The  extent  of  patreiiage  in 
England  alone  waa  immenae,  as  would  ap« 
pear  from  the  circumstance,  diat  the  Poat^ 
maateT'-geiiend  had  the  appointment  of  not 
leas  than  1,500  poatmaatersy  besides  all  the 
subordiaate  Krvants  employed  by  eadi. 
By  placing  the  office  in  the  hands  of  three 
Commiasionera — the  chief  with  a  salary  of 
1,0002.  per  annum,  and  the  other  two  800/. 
each,  an  effectual  benefit  and  advantage 
would  ensue  to  this  bianch  of  the  public 
aerviee,  aad  many  of  those  blots  and  evils 
would  be  removed  to  which,  on  an  early  day^ 
he  ahould  feel  it  his  duty  in  his  place  nu>re 
particularly  to  advert.  He  could  not  avoid 
expressing  his  gratification  at,  and  bearing 
his  testimony  to,  the  able  conduct  of  the 
noble  Duke  who  had  recently  seceded  from 
the  office  of  PostDUister^-geneial,  with  x&> 
gard  to  the  communication  with  France. 
He  must  join  also  in  thanking  that  aoble 
Duke  for  the  free  transmiaaion  of  the  lite* 
lary  productions  of  this  country,  and  for 
ths^  free  intercourse  which  aadsted  in  the 
extension  of  its  literary  knowledge  over 
the  whole  of  Europe,  and  especially  that 
most  important  branch  of  literatuce,  pcdi- 
tical  knowledge.  For  these  advantages 
the  country  was  indebted  to  the  exertions 
and  good  feeling  of  the  late  Postmaster- 
general,  whose  conduct,  when  lately  in 
communication  with  the  Post-office  De- 
partment in  France,  he  had  ascertained  to 
have  been  of  the  most  conciliatory  natuvc. 


Hasiag  ftaadtt  to  ha  Us  duty  to 
personaUjr  on  Dr.  Bowrixig,  one  of  the 
aiohans  oi  the  report  just  put  aato  auaik- 
dam,  on  the  ammercial  relatioM  wilh 
France^  including  Post-office  swangcuieats 
af  coufst^  aad  who  had  just  xeturned  fsssa 
that  countnryi  that  Gentleman  had  aasutad 
him  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond  haviag 
been  no  less  liberal  and  generous  in  the 
late  great  achievcsnent  than  the  indivL 
doals  represoiting  the  French  Post^ofiee. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  leaving, 
**  that  an  iaimUe  address  be  presented  to 
his  Mmesty,  praying  that  he  will  he 
mciouuy  pleaed  to  place  the  ofiioe  of 
rostmaster-geneial  nnder  the  management 
of  a  Board  Si  Commissionen^  aa  had  heea 
simogly  lecoBuaended  from  time  to  tioM  in 
the  reports  made  by  three  Commissions 
eppointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the 
management  of  the  Peat-office^" 

Mr.  Hume  aeoonded  the  Motion.  His 
hon*  friend  had  foigoiten  to  state  a  veir^p 
important  reason  why  the  Postmaster* 
geaeial  ahould  not  be  a  political  nmn,  but 
which  had  been  mentioned  by  the  Conmiss* 
sioaem.  In  oonacquenoe  of  the  Poatmasteiw 
general  being  a  political  agent,  he  was 
changed  with  every  Administration,  aad 
the  result  was,  that  the  management  of  the 
departmeat  was  left  ia  the  .hands  of  die 
Secretary*  This  had  been  the  case  for  the 
last  lJiirty*five  years.  He  did  not  wish 
to  aay  anything  harsh  of  the  individual  who 
held  the  office  of  Secretary,  and  he  ad« 
mitted  that,  during  llie  time  that  Sir  F. 
Frading  had  held  that  office,  he  had  assu 
duously  attended  to  and  fhithfully  dis- 
charged his  public  duties.  Jt  was  impossible, 
however,  for  any  one  to  doubt,  who  had 
read  the  Reports  on  the  Table,  that. there 
was  no  department  of  Government  in  which 
fewer  improvements  had  been  made  during 
the  last  fifteen  years  than  in  the  Post-office. 
He  did  not  allude  to  the  last  three  o. 
four  years,  in  which  time  there  certainly 
had  been  made  many  desirable  changes. 
If,  however,  the  Post>office  had  been  under 
the  aumagement  of  Commissioners  inatead 
of  a  Postmaster-general,  he  had  no  doubt, 
that  a  veiy  different  state  of  things  would 
exist  thexe  firom  what  obtained  at  pre- 
sent. Had  proper  attention  been  paid, 
the  present  inequality  of  postage,  which 
caused  so  many  oomidaints,  would  not 
exist*  Why  not  manage  the  Postxiffioe 
as  the  Exotse,  Customsy  and  Stamps, 
namely,  have  Commissioneia,  who  diiould 
be  directed  to  communicate  with  oae  of 
the  Lords  of  the   Treasury  in   oases  of 
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vmarflvHsy  }  He  pwhapt  onmei  140  ndp 
tioiis  oa  Ihe  subjeol  fwrtber  than  mwl 
ponoiWy  a^  theuf^l  thai  tke  VotUtSBob 
Aovid  not  be  made  a  leueoe  ef  revemie 
IB  a  weU-rmilated  coimtiy,  but  araeelj 
the  neaiit  of  impaitiag  infonnatioQ*  In 
the  United  Stales,  a  letter  oould  be  asnt 
S^OOO  miles  for  very  iieaily  the  mne  turn 
that  waa  cbaiged  for  a  letter  brought 
from  St.  Alban'a  to  IjODdem.  In  a  eountiy 
1^  Enghmd,  with  its  excellent  roads 
and  other  faftilitles  «f  oommimioataon*  the 
ehaige  for  postage  should  be  Gpmparatively 
little.  At  the  present  moment  his  Majesty's 
Government  bad  the  opportunity  of  mikm 
mg  this  desirable  change  which  the  tn* 
terests  of  the  eountry  wled  for*  He  did 
not  ae  much  raaard  whether  duee  indivi* 
duak^  or  one  individual  only,  was  appointed, 
aatbat  care  should  betaken,  that  ample 
time  was  devoted  to  the  business  of  the 
office,  and  that  no  person  having  eontrol  in 
the  department  should  be  mixed  up  in 
polities.  He  was  sure,  if  the  change  whidi 
he  had  suggested  was  adopted,  that  the  re*, 
venue  wo^  be  increased,  the  inequality 
in  the  charge  for  postage  would  be  removed  ; 
and,  above  all,  that  a  great  reduction  would 
be  made  in  the  cbai|;e  for  postage.  He 
would  also  recommend,  that  the  laws  relative 
to  the  Post-oAce  should  be  consolidated,  as 
they  were  almost  unintelligible  at  present. 
Mr.  reman  Smith  admitted,  that  one 
strong  reason  had  been  urged  for  the  pre- 
sent Motion,  and  in  which  he  was  sure 
that  the  whole  country  would  ^x)ncur, 
namely,  the  extreme  difficulty  that  there 
would  be  in  finding  a  person  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  the  office  of  Postmaster- 
eeneral  so  efflciendy  as  they  had  been  per. 
nnmed  by  the  noble  Duke  who  recently 
fflled  that  office.  The  candid  and  manly 
manner  in  which  that  noble  Duke  treated 
all  those  who  were  called  upon  to  transact 
business  vnth  htm,  had  been  a  source  of 
general  gratification.  During  the  short 
period  of  his  own  public  life  he  never 
raoolleeted  a  person  with  whom  he  had 
been  called  upon  to  transact  business  who 
eachibited  more  anxiety  to  perform  the 
duties  of  his  offioe  to  the  satisfeetion  of  the 
country,  or  who  had  better  succeeded  in 
attaining  that  object.  To  speak,  howefer, 
on  the  question  be&re  the  House,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  oould  not  imagine  that  the 
House  oould  agree  to  the  present  Motion. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  stirted  that,  if 
reference  was  made  to  the  Reporto  of  the 
Coramtssioners  of  Revenue  Inquiry,  it 
would  be  (bund  that  they  all  coneuRvd  19 


the  news  he  entMmol  m  A0  aubjasfa 
fje  miflt  dtnf>  that  tfae  Beperts  bopaaueh 
iB  infacpeef  He  would,  however*  «isk 
m%ie  the  advantages  which  both  the  hen« 
Membem  said  would  be  derived  from  a 
ehai^e.  In  the  flmt  piace^  k  had  been 
eontcnded,  that  the  Postmaetwgenesal 
should  »>t  be  a  political  officer.  The  ben* 
Member,  howevei;  bad  eomphuned  om  a 
fiwmer  ocoaaioQ,  that  die  Poat-^iffice  was 
not  directly  xtpresented  in  ParliameRl* 
If  this  wese  to  he  done,  it  was  absolute* 
ly  necessary  thai  the  head  of  it  should 
be  in  Parliament.  With  xeferenee>  how 
ever,  to  the  appointment  of  CommisBioneBs^ 
it  was  unneoessary  &r  him  to  take  up 
much  time.  All  mmi  who  had  been  en^ 
gaged  in  business  must  know,  that  author- 
ity  in  certain  cases  must  emanate  frmn  an 
individual;  andj  if  a  Board  of  Commss- 
simiem  were  ai^poivted,  either  the  Chief 
Ckmunissioner  or  the  Secretary  must,  in 
certain  cases,  have  a  controlling  voice. 
This  was  the  case  in  the  £xmse»  Customs, 
and  Stampsy^n  all  which  Boards  the 
Chairman  decided  on  iosportant  oecasioM. 
This  was  also  the  case  at  the  Board  ef 
Treasury  ;  at  which  ^e  Cbaaeellor  af  the 
Exchequer,  or,  in  his  absence,  the  Seero* 
tary  of  the  Treasury*  had  th^  greater  in* 
fluence.  It  was  not  only  desicaUe,  buft 
absolutely  neoesaary,  that  such  a  contrail 
ling  power  ^ould  exist  Again,  the 
question  af  eoon^smy  could  be  much  better 
gone  into  when  the  document  for  which 
the  hen.  Member  had  moved  was  laid  ea 
the  Tahk;,  as  it  would  tend  gveat\y  to 
ehicidate  4he  subject  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  that  the  adoplaon  of  the  dmngs 
he  prcqpeaed  would  losd  to  a  ssiving  of 
between  i{0(^00(tf.  and  300,000^  Hew 
this  was  10  be  effected  he  l«id  yet  toleam ; 
and  he  was  sure  that  hisnehfefxieiid  (Land 
Althorp)  would  feel  very  glad  to  k^  hsa 
hands  on  SH<di  a  sum.  The  hon.  Geatle- 
man  seemed  to  assume,  liiat  it  was  mncb 
better  to  intrust  a  Board  with  patronage 
than  an  individuaL  That  was  also  a  mis- 
take ;  and  he  was  sure  the  House  would 
concur  with  him  in  thtnkwif^  that  it  waa 
miidt  hatter,  that  the  patronage  shoi^  be 
placed  under  the  control  of  one  individual, 
responsive  to  Farlisment,  dian  under  throe 
or  fimr  persons,  who  might  easily  shuffle 
the  responsibility  of  their  official  pntienage 
from  one  to  the  other.  He  was  anxious 
that  the  discussion  as  to  tim  advantages  of 
a  Board  of  Commissioneis  should  be  post- 
poned to  a  future  oecaabn,  when  th^ 
woidd  have  the  advasitage  of  the  attend* 
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8006  of  tan  nght  bon*  fnBOof  too  SocrctSfT 
fortba  Cdsniesy  wlio,  he  wii  happy  lo 
inftno  the  House,  had  joit  been  letunied 
vot  CelllWll^|B•  The  uoii>  neiiiber  unt 
uaBenoeK  ■ppeana-  u>  euiemuii  Tefy  pccu* 
Uar  nodoiu  on  the  sahjeet  of  Mtiooege : 
indeedi  he  (Mr.  South)  beBeted,  that  the 
hoo.  Member  formerljr  thought  that  the 
Memban  of  PariiaaMot  fhoold  have  dbe 
patronage  of  all  places  in  the  baranghs 
they  repsesented*  The  boo.  GentkooMn 
eontended^  that  the  head  of  the  Post-offioe 
should  be  apolitical  officer^  inaonuch  as  the 
duties  to  be  perfomied  hy  him  were>  for 
the  most  part»  of  a  political  natura  The 
admianoUf  for  instsaoe,  of  foreign  aew^ 
papers  into  every  part  of  the  country  was 
a  political  act;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  consent  to  place  that 
department  under  the  management  of  a 
Board,  instead  of  leaving  it,  as  at  present, 
in  the  bands  of  a  political  officer.  It  was 
utterly  impossible  tlmt  any  Board  could  regu- 
late the  patronage  or  administer  the  afl&s 
of  the  Post-office  as  efficiently  as  a  single 
individual,  and  upon  that  eiound  be  calkd 
upon  the  House  to  reject  £is  Motion. 

Mr.  Wallace,  in  reply,  said  be  bad  not, 
when  he  brought  bis  Motion  forward,  the 
least  expectation  that  it  would  be  succesa- 
fbl;  and,  therefore,  it  was  not  bis  inten- 
tion to  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
division.  The  reforms  which  be  desired 
to  see  eflfected  in  this  establishment  must 
idtimately  be  carried;  and,  although  be 
failed  now  in  the  object  which  be  bad  in 
view,  be  should  not  therefore  desist  from 
doing  an  in  his  power  to  accomplish  it. 
He  thoogbt,  that  there  was  no  necesnty 
whatever  for  having  the  management  of 
the  Post-oflioe  plaoni  in  the  lunds  of  a 
political  officer;  and  it  was  his  opinion, 
that  the  affidrs  of  that  department  would 
be  best  adounisteied  if  the  bead  of  it  re- 
sided on  the  spot,  and  had  no  other  duties 
to  attend  ta  He  agreed,  however,  wilh 
die  ban.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  dovm 
as  to  the  necessity  of  having  one  reaponsL 
Ue  public  person  at  the  head  of  every 
Board  or  department ;  and,  if  the  office 
ef  Postmaster-genersl  oouU  only  be  filled 
by  a  Peer  of  the  realm,  then  he  was  bound 
to  say,  that  he  should  be  very  dbd  indeed 
to  see  the  noUe  Duke,  who  had  retired 
from  that  office,  restored  to  it. 

Loid  Jlihorp  said,  that  no  one  could 
possibly  be  more  constant  or  unremitting 
in  his  attention  to  the  dutiv  of  bis  office 
than  bis  noUe  friend  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond  bad   been^   and,  if  his  sucoesior 


sbooU  be  ftrtunate  enough  to  disdttise 
the  duties  of  the  office  widi  equal  dm- 
oiency,  not  only  the  hon.  Member,  bat 
every  other  Member  of  tisat  House,  must 
be  perfectly  satis6ed  vridi  him.  Ofooune, 
a^mat  desl  of  patronage  attached  to  the 
ome  of  Fostmastei^general,  bat,  in  the 
distribotion  of  that  patronage,  his  noble 
friend  had  never  once  lost  sight  of  the  ptin* 
ciples  of  jastioe  and  eoonony.  His  aobia 
friend  was  the  peesoB  whohadeflbotedsook 
a  coasidenble  saving  in  the  retired  allow, 
anoes  of  Pest*offiee  dorks.  By  appointing 
these  derfcs  to  be  postmasters  in  couatxy 
towns  as  vacancies  oecnrred,  he  not  only 
did  the  individuals  themselves  a  great 
service,  but  saved  the  public  the  burthen 
of  tbefa'  pensions.  It  was  not  the  fruilt  of 
bis  noble  friend  that  arrangements  were 
not  made  for  the  free  transmission  of 
pamphlets  and  newspmrs  through  the 
medium  of  the  Post-office.  Sudi  an  ar- 
rangement bad  long  been  under  bis  noble 
friend's  consideratbo,  and  the  reason  why 
it  was  not  carried  into  effect  was,  because 
the  expense  it  would  occarion  would  be 
much  greater  than  any  advantages  which 
could  result  from  it 
Motion  withdrawn. 

Claims  ok  Spaiv.]  Lord  J56rtii^lofi 
said,  that  the  Motion  which  be  wished  to 
submit  to  the  House  had  for  its  object 
the  satisfaction  of  the  claims  of  certain 
British  subjects  for  compensation,  im 
return  for  the  loss  they  sustained  in  con- 
sequence of  the  confiscation  of  their 
property  by  Spain,  arising  out  of  the 
seizure  of  six  Spanish  vessels.  The  Act  of 
which  they  complained  was  considered  by 
many  persons  at  the  time  as  one  of  very 
questionable  justice,  especially  by  the 
noble  Earl  now  at  the  bead  of  bis  Majes* 
ty's  Government,  who  made  it  the  aubject 
of  a  specific  Motion.  He  bad  no  wish, 
however,  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the 
case,  be  was  merely  desirotts  of  stating 
the  facts  on  which  be  rested  his  case. 
Various  applications  had  been  made  by 
those  pemons  for  remuneration.  He  him- 
self  was  one  of  a  deputation  in  1818— at 
which  period  be  represented  the  county 
which  he  bad  still  the  honour  to  represent 
-^whicb  waited  on  the  Government,  and 
be  could  undertake  to  say,  that  the  justice 
of  the  claim  waa  never  disputed,  but  the 
remuneiation  was  always  thrown  upon 
Spsin.  Go  the  other  band,  a  variety  of 
applications  were  made  to  the  Spanish 
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GoveromeAt.    That  goveraaaent  equally 
admitted  the  justice  of  the  daim»  bat 
ttatedi  that  it  was  to  their  own  GoTern- 
ment  that  these  peraont  must  look  for 
redress.     The  last  application  made  to 
the  British  Government  on  the  subject, 
was  when  Mr.  Canning  was  at  the  bead 
of  the  Foreign  Department;    and  it  is 
somewhat  remarkable  that  his  principal 
fsason   for  not  conceding  these  daims 
was,  tiiat  his  acquiescence  in  them  would 
involve  the  necessity  of  acceding  to  the 
claims  of  those  peisbns  whose  property 
had  been  sequestered  by  the  Danish  go- 
▼ernment,  and  that  a  larger  sum  would 
be  required  for  their  satisfaction  than  the 
eountry  could  afford.    The  House  admit- 
ted the  josifce  of  those  claims  by  its  tote 
on  a  former  night.    The  sum  required  on 
this  occasion,  however,  did  not  exceed 
one-fourth  of  the  amount  on  account  of 
the  Danish  claims ;  and  that  a  seizure  of 
Spsnish  property  by  Great  Britain  had 
been   made  to  the  extent  of  800,000/. 
The  same  measure  of  justice  ought,  there- 
fore, to  be  extended  to  these  claimants. 
Without  trespassing  further  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  he  would  beg  to  move, 
*'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to    examine  into    the  claims  of  certain 
British  subjects,  to  be  indemnified  for  the 
confiscation  of  their   property    by    the 
Spanish  government,  in  1804  and  1805, 
previous  to  the  declaration  of  war  between 
Great  Britain  and  Spain.*' 

Mr.  Bawes  seconded  the  Motion,  and 
contended  that  the  cases  of  the  Spanish 
and  Danish  claims  were  identical,  and 
that  the  course  taken  with  respect  to  the 
one  furnished  a  precedent  which  ought  to 
be  followed  in  the  other.  The  whole 
amomit  of  the  Spanish  claims  did  not 
exceed  25,000/.  or  30,000/.,  and  when  the 
Government  had  received  800,000/.  from 
the  captures  that  had  been  made,  surely 
it  was  not  too  much  for  these  claimants  to 
say,  that  they  were  entitled  to  have  thehr 
debts  paid. 

IjOfd  Aithtorp  must  protest  against  the 
course  which  his  noble  friend  had  adopted. 
Many  Gentlemen  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  matter  had  left  the  House  under  the 
impression  that  the  Motion  would  not 
come  on  that  night.  He  must  say,  that 
there  was  no  analogy  whatever  between 
these  claims  and  the  Danish  claims.  The 
two  cases  were  distinct  (W>m  each  other ; 
they  stood'upon  totally  different  eroiinds, 
and  if  they  were  to  entertain  this  case 


they  would,'  hj  and  by,  bacfdled-upon  to 
give  satisfaction  for  every  capture  that 
bad  taken  fdace,  and  every  reprisal  that 
had  been  made  before  war  had  been  form<» 
ally  dedared*  The  princi]^  was  one, 
however,  which  they  could  not  possibly 
adopt.  The  Danish  claims  had  not  re* 
suited  from  either  capture  or  reprisals^ 
In  diat  case  there  was  no  confiscation  of 
property,  but  only  a  sequestration  .of  book 
debu,  and  this*  he  believed,  was  a  case 
which  had  never  before  occurred.  At  the 
time,  however,  he  thought  the  principle 
sought  to  be  established  objectionable,  and 
all  be  could  say  was,  that  if  it  were  adopt* 
ed  in  the  present  instance,  there  would 
be  no  knowin|;  to  what  inconvenience  and 
expense  it  might  lead.  It  was  on  this 
ground  that  he  objected  to  his  noble 
friend's  Motion. 

Dr.  Lushington  said,  that  he  felt  the 
utmost  difficulty  in  bringing  his  mind  to 
any  conclusion  on  the  case  which  his 
noble  friend  (Lord  Ebrington)  had  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House; 
but  he  could  not  agree  with  his  noble 
friend  (Lord  Althorp)  that  there  was  so 
obvious  a  distinction  between  the  two 
cases,  as  that  the  one  should  be  treated 
differently  from  the  other.  It  was  con- 
trary to  the  law  of  nations  to  confiscate 
property  not  afloat  at  the  commencement 
of  a  war,  and  if  the  attack  which  this 
country  had  made  upon  Copenhagen  had 
been  justified  would  not  the  Danish  claims 
have  been  rejected?  He  could  see  no 
distinction  between  the  two  oases  on  the 
ground  of  lapse  of  time»  and  he  had  yet 
to  be  convinced  that  tbecaoture  of  the 
Spanish  frigates,  which  baa  led  to  the 
sequestration  of  the  property  of  these 
claimants,  was  other  than  a  violation  of 
the  law  of  nations — an  act  of  atrociooa, 
cold-blooded  cruelty,  perpetrated  during 
a  time  of  peace.  Such  were  his  feelings 
with  respect  to  this  captore;  and  did  not 
the  massacre  of  some  of  the  noblest  fami- 
lies connected  with  Spain,  who  were  r^ 
turning  in  these  frigates  from  South  Ame- 
rica to  their  native  country,  produce  in 
the  minds  of  the  inhabitants  of  Cadiz  a 
feeling  that  rendered  it  very  difficult  in- 
deed to  bring  the  negotiations  for  peace  in 
1808  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  r 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  said,  that  as  the 
seizure  was  made  on  the  high  seas,  and 
not  in  the  ports  of  Spain,  and  as  there 
was  a  marked  difference  on  that  accoobt 
between  the  present  claim  and  the  Danish 
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oiaflMf  te  in>«M  ^tfom  lb*  If otion.  If 
^•itntaffvth  loBf -tctniiini;  wtta  eoier* 
tallied,  and  of  tach  a  looM  ebatactari 
whera  eoald  they  Mop?  If  lb«  Hoiiaa 
cfhose  to  maka  aa  ekemosynary  grants 
Yory  wollt  be  #oiikl  aot  oppose  it.  Bat 
to  call  on  dia  HoUbo  to  grtnl  a  sum  as  a 
lk(tiidation  of  sach  a  (Mt,  and  at  an  aet 
of  justice,  was  what  heooaid  aol  sanetioii. 

Mr,  Robins^  oondamned  the  practice 
of  graatfagCommittoes  fbr  the  purposes 
of  giring  indiiridaal  redreM  withoat  rigid 
proof  of  the  just  elaims  of  the  parties. 
He  should  protest,  in  behalf  of  hi*  consti- 
tbeiils,  onanist  a  series  6f  proceedings 
which  he  thought  at  once  anconstitotional 
and  injufious. 

Mr.  Rkhards  said,  that  On  teoral 
grounds  there  was  no  difibreace  between 
the  Spanish  and  Danish  olaimants^  Both 
suffered  injury  in  consequence  of  our  at- 
tiobing  other  countries  withoat  a  deMara^ 
tion  of  war.  A  mismber  of  the  Spanish 
Cortes  was  at  that  moment  sitting  under 
the  galley.  [*'  Oh,  oh."]  He  would, 
then,  only  suppose  such  a  person  was 
there,  and  what  would  his  feelings  be  if 
be  found  that  justice  was  not  ttiettd  out 
to  his  country,  and  thlt  the  ties  of  amity 
smd  brotherhood  were  not,  as  they  ought 
to  be,  drawn  dose  between  nations  ? 

Mr.  Hume  thought  the  whole  proceed- 
ing very  strange.  No  CommHtee  was 
appointed — no  petition  was  presented — 
but  forsooth  on  a  simple  proposition  of  an 
hon.  Member  public  money  was  to  be 
"voted  away  without  remonstrance  or  in- 
quiry, a  course  unheard  of  in  Parliament. 
He  would  take  the  opportunity  of  observ- 
ing, that  the  present  Motion  made  it 
necessary  to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the 
appropriation  of  the  droits  of  Admiralty, 
4ifld  necessary  to  introduce  a  very  different 
practice  with  regard  to  them.  It  was 
*hi^h  time  that  the  plunder  of  innocent 
Individuals  on  the  high  seas  should  not  be 
tMNMtdered  as  one  of  the  prerogatives  of 
tbe  Crown. 

T\ie  House  divided— Ayes  28;  Noes 
62 1  Majority  84. 
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Ihvrisowmbiit  Foa  Debt.]  The 
Att/otmmf  Qemeral  voae,  in  pursuaooa  of 
tlia  BOlica  ha  had  given,  to  move  for  leave 
to  bring  m  a  Bill  to  abolish  Imprisoameat 
for  Dabt»  OBeept  m  eases  of  fraud,  and  to 
amead  tlia  Law  of  Debtor  aad  Creditor. 
As  be,  bowever,  did  not  anticipate  aay 
serio«s  objeotiaa  ia  that  preUmioary  stage 
of  the  pioceedtag,  he  shooki  not  find  it 
naoessary  to  occupy  much  time  in  ex- 
pkiising  the  outlines  of  the  measure, 
which^  with  the  permissioo  of  the  House,  he 
shottki  have  the  honour  of  introducing. 
He  was  anxioua,  in  the  first  place,  to  jus- 
tify himself  ftom  the  imputation  of  any 
delay  in  bringing  the  subject  forward. 
Thore  was  nothing  nearer  his  heart  than 
Jifaat  imprisonment  for  debt  should  be 
abolished,  except  in  cases  of  fraod ;  and, 
on  the  first  day  of  the  Session,  he  had 
accofdingly  given  notice  of  a  Motion  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  in  order  to  ac- 
complish that  object ;  but  he  ceased  to  be 
a  Member  of  that  House  on  the  very  even- 
ing for  which  his  notice  stood*  The  very 
day,  however,  on  which  he  was  restored 
to  that  House,  he  renewed  the  notice; 
and  he  now  rose  to  make  the  Motion  as 
expeditiously  as  possible.  He  would  not 
go  into  the  general  merits  of  the  question, 
whether  there  should  be  the  power  of 
arresting  for  debt  or  not,— ^that  was  a 
subject  which  had  been  very  copiously 
discusied ;  and  those  who  wished  to  see 
the  arguments  stated  at  length  on  one 
side  ot  on  Uie  other,  would  find  them  in 
the  fonrth  Report  of  the  Common  Law 
CommissioaeRi;  but  there  was  one  antho- 
rity  in  which  he  was  disposed  to  place 
great  reliance,  and  which  had  not  been 
generally  adverted  to— he  meant  the 
authority  of  Edmund  Burke,  a  name 
illastrious  in  general  philosophical  joris- 
pnideaee  as  well  as  in  pohtics,  and  which 
he  would  shortly  refer  to  on  the  present 
occasion.  In  1780,  a  Bill  had  been  in- 
troduead  into  that  House  for  the  abolition 
of  Imprisonment  for  Debt  on  Mesne  Pro- 
cess; it  received  the  support  of  Mr. 
,BubIc«  ;  aad  when  he  west  to  Bristol,  he 
loproacfaed  for  having  given  it  his 
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and  1m  begged  leave  to  read  to  the  House 
an  extract  from  the  nsply  which  tkat  great 
flfma  made  upon  that  iKicasioa*  It  was 
not  the  fhte  of  many  busting;  speeches  to 
Mte  in  the  history  of  the  country,  but  that 
from  which  be  was  about  to  quotes  would 
be  read  and  referred  to  with  pleastre  and 
profit  as  long  as  the  Etiglish  ianguaip:e  re- 
mained. Mr4  Burke  said-^^  Lokxi  Beau- 
champ's  BiU  was  a  law  of  justice  and 
policy,  as  far  as  it  went ;  I  say,  as  lav  as 
it  went,  for  its  ibnlt  WttS)  tta  being,  in  the 
remedial  part,  misembly  defective.  The#e 
are  two  capital  faults  in  our  law  wiftfa 
relation  to  ciTi!  debte.  One  is^  thai  vv^ 
roan  is  presumed  solvent^a  prasutnp- 
tion,  in  tonnmemble  eases,  diteetly 
against  truth.  Therefore^  the  debtnr  is 
ordered)  on  a  suppotitioti  of  mbilily  tind 
fraud,  to  be  coerced  his  liberty  until  he 
makes  payment.  By  this  means,  in  all 
cases  of  civil  insolvency^  without  a 
pardon  from  his  creditor,  he  is  to  be  im*' 
prisoned  for  life ;  and  thus  a  miserable 
mistaken  invention  of  artificial  science 
operates  to  change  a  civil  into  a  criminal 
judgment,  and  to  scourge  misfortune  or 
indiscretion  with  a  {>initBbment  which 
the  law  does  not  infiict  on  the  great^t 
crimes.  The  neit  flkult  is^  that  the 
ioilictilkg  of  that  punishment  is  not  on 
the  opinion  of  an  equal  and  public 
judge ;  but  is  referred  to  the  at bitniry 
discretion  of  a  private,  nay  interested  and 
irritated,  individual.  He,  who  formally 
is,  and  sobstautially  ought  to  be,  the 
judge^  is  in  reality  no  more  than  minis- 
terial a  mere  executive  instrameot  of  a 
-private  man,  who  is  at  once  judge  and 
party.  Every  idea  of  judicial  order  is 
subverted  by  this  procedure,  if  the 
insolTency  be  no  crime,  why  is  it  punished 
with  arbitrak'y  imprisonment  ?  If  it  be  a 
crime,  why  is  it  delivered  into  private 
hands  to  pardon  without  discretion,  or 
to  punish  without  mercy  and  without 
meusEore  ?  I  knov^  that  credit  must  be 
preserved,  but  equity  most  be  preserved 
too;  and  it  is  impossible  th«t  anything 
should  be  necessary  to  commerce  whieh 
is  inconsistent  with  justice.'  Upon  that 
authority,  and  on  general  reasoning,  he 
aubmitted,  that  the  time  had  now  arrived 
when  imprisonment  for  debt,  both  on 
mesne  flnoeess  and  on  execution,  should, 
except  in  cases  of  fraud ,  be  abolished.  It 
was  monstrous,  that  in  a  free  country,  a 
man  might  be  deprited  of  bit  NbMy 


wttboM  the  joiftneot  of  any  conp^ot 
tribunal,  at  the  Instance  and  merely  on 
the  oathrof  a  vindictive  party ;  and  that^ 
too^  it  mig^t  be,  oa  fraudulent  pretenoes* 
The  expense  of  giving  bail  was  a  great 
detriment  to  the  debtor,  as  also  to  the 
creditor ;  because  its  effect  was  to  take 
away  from  the  funds  with  which  the  }uA 
debts  of  the  individual  ought  to  be  eatis* 
fied.  The  only  object  of  imprisonment 
Ibi^  debt  in  this  country  was^  to  get  at  tho 
property  of  the  debtor;  he  should  not^ 
therefore,  propose  abolishing  impriBon^ 
nrant,  unless  he  coald  offer  some  equiva-^ 
lent  to  the  -creditor,  and  introduce  a 
general  amendment  in  the  Law  of  Debtor 
and  Creditor.  There  were  several  im- 
provements to  be  now  proposed  which  he 
thought  would  operate  most  benefiotally^ 
and  to  which  hewould  very  briefly  r^er*  Ho 
proposed,  first  of  all,  that  there  should  be 
a  power  of  instinit  execution  upon  all  bills 
of  exchange,  promissory  notes,  and  bonds. 
When  a  man  put  his  hand  solemnly  to 
instruments  of  that  sort,  it  was  monstrous 
to  allow  him,  without  any  shadow  of  pre* 
tence,  to  have,  a  trial  to  pot  in  sham 
*  pleas ;  and  thus,  perhaps,  to  cause  greater 
expense  to  the  creditor  than  the  original 
amount  of  the  debL  There  was  nothing 
like  this  in  Bcotland,  in  France>  or  in  any 
other  country  of  Europe ;  and  why  should 
it  be  continued  in  England?  Another 
equivalent  proposed  to  be  given  to  the 
creditor  would  be  found  to  consist  in  the 
clauses  of  the  BiU  to  compel  the  debtor 
to  yield  and  surrender  up  his  property  to 
hie  creditors,  ^  to  be  fairly  distributed 
amongst  them,  reserving  to  his  own  use 
any  surplus  that  might  remain  af^er  the 
sale  or  disposal  of  such  property,  whether 
houses,  land ,  or  goods.  For  want  of  such 
a  provision  in  our  laws,  the  debtor  desti- 
tute of  principle  set  his  creditor  at  defiance 
— squandered  away  the  little  be  had  m 
gaol  in  riot  or  drunkenness ;  whilst  the  un^ 
princtpkad  rich  man  obtained  the  rules  of 
the  prison,  indulged  in  every  luxury ,:  and 
experienced  hanily  any  of  the  inconve- 
niences of  confinement.  It  was  singular, 
t^at  by  the  Act  called  the  Lords*  Act,  a 
person  detained  in  custody  for  debts 
amounting  to  900/. »  might,  at  amy  time, 
be  brought  up  on  an  allegation  that  he 
continued  in  prison  with  property  sofil- 
cient  to  pay  his  debts,  and  have  him  sub^ 
jected  to  examinsdion  in  open  Court, 
wher^,  if  he*  refused  to  give  up  his  pro- 
perty, lie  did  so  at  the  risk  of  being  sCM; 
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to  Botany  Bay  for  hitdofkaU;  but,  itniiwo 
to  iay,  if  the  amooot  of  his  debts  ezoeed- 
ed  that  sum  of  300/.  he  might  defy  the 
creditor,  continue  in  the  rules,  live  io  a 
palace  if  he  ooold  find  one  there*  and 
spend  his  money  before  his  creditors'  face, 
in  every  luxurious  or  extravagant  excess. 
The  Bill  he  now  moved  for,  would  con- 
tain a  provision,  that,  in  case  the  debtor 
refused  to  yield  up  to  the  receiver  ap- 
pointed under  the  Bill  his  property  for 
the  benefit  of  creditors,  whatever  it  might 
be,  he  should  be  kept  in  close  confinement 
within  the  actual  walls  of  the  prison,  and 
be  treated  as  a  criminal.  The  operation 
of  the  Bill  would  be  similar  to- that  of  the 
Bankrupt  Acts,  which  permitted  the 
debtor,  although  he  owed  100,000/.  to 
go  at  liberty,  and  be  freed  from  all  his 
present  liabilities,  upon  a  full  surrender 
of  his  property.  Another  compensatory 
clause  of  the  Bill  would  be,  one  making 
all  manner  of  property,  whether  real  or 
personal  property,  bonds,  bills,  or  secu- 
rities, liable  as  asseU  for  payment  of  a 
man*s  debts,  and  subject  to  be  taken  in 
execution  under  this  Bill.  By  our  pre- 
sent law  the  creditor  could  not  touch* 
copyhold  property,  bills  or  notes  in  the 
possession  of  the  debtor,  or  money  in  the 
Funds.  The  debtor  might  have  1 00,000/. 
in  Consok,  and  resist  the  payment  of  the 
most  trifling  demands ;  that  property  was 
inviolable,  and  he  could  not  be  forced  to 
surrender  any  part  of  it  for  the  payment 
of  his  debts.  The  creditor  now  had,  in 
such  a  case,  the  power  of  keeping  the 
debtor  in  confinement ;  but  would  it  not 
be  far  better  to  give  him  the  right  to 
compel  the  debtor  to  make  over  and  assign 
his  property  for  the  use  of  his  creditors  ? 
In  this  spirit,  then,  it  was  intended  to 
make  all  the  debtor's  property,  whether 
real  or  personal,  liable  to  his  debts,  and, 
in  default  of  his  surrendering  up  both,  he 
was  to  be  compelled  to  do  so  by  duress 
and  close  imprisonment.  A  part  of  the 
plan  of  improvement  in  our  law  was,  to 
mtroduce  the  cesno  bonorum  conformably 
to  the  practice  of  other  countries,  without 
rendering  it  necessary  that  the  debtor 
should  pass  the  ordeal  of  confinement. 
It  was  found  by  experience,  that  the  con- 
finement of  the  debtor  under  any  circum- 
stances was  prejudicial  to  the  moral 
character  of  the  man,  whilst  the  practice 
was  attended  wkh  expense  to  the  creditor. 
He  would  ask  what  object  was  obtained 
by  the   mediation  of  a  Sberifi^s  officer, 


the  tttdigoity  of  anesta,  or  the  pcokMigad 
incarceration  of  the  debtor  I  Toe  inceo«> 
tives  to  industry,  and  the  proper  feeling  of 
honourable  indlependence  loo  ofkea  wese 
sacrificed  to  the  creditor's  security,  with- 
out even  efi*ecting  that  object.  To  pre- 
serve these  valuable  attributes  of  the  macs 
where  they  existed,  it  was  proposed,  that 
when  the  debtor  had  made  the  surrender 
of  his  all,  and  it  was  so  certified  by  a 
majority  of  his  creditors,  he  should  be  re- 
leased from  all  debu  and  liabilities,  and 
be  to  all  intanta  and  purposes  a  new  man. 
He  felt  that  many  very  arbitrary  distinc- 
tions had  been  introduced  in  our  laws 
between  the  cases  of  insolvenU  and  bank- 
rupU  which  ought  not  to  exist.  To  pro- 
tect the  creditor  still  further,  there  was, 
however,  a  clause  in  the  Bill,  providiogp 
that  if  the  contract  had  been  made,  or 
debt  incurred  under  false  pretences,  or  if 
the  debtor  did  not  fairly  disclose  his  pro- 
perty, he  should,  upon  conviction  of  suck 
offence,  be  adjudged  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanour, and  be  subject  to  punishment 
for  the  offence.  He  believed  the  change 
in  our  law  would  be  most  salutary,  and 
antidpatad,  that  the  fraudulent  would  be 
hereafter  punished,  and  the  innocent  and 
unfortunata  protected  from  the  vindictive 
creditor.  It  must  naturally  be  expected 
that  in  substituting  this  state  of  the  Law 
of  Debtor  and  Creditor  for  the  present, 
some  expense  must  be  entailed  on  the 
country.  A  Court  consisting  of  compe- 
tent Commissioners  must  be  created,  and 
provisional  assignees  must  be  appointed, 
to  whom  the  property  of  debtors  might  be 
handed  over  in  trust  for  the  general  body 
of  creditors.  But  the  expense  of  this 
system  would  be,  he  fondly  expected, 
trivial,  compared  with  the  benefita  pro« 
cured.  Already  the  constitution  and 
maintenance  of  ue  Insolvent  Debtor  sys- 
tem cost  300,000/.  a-year,  a  great  portion 
of  which  ought  to  go  into  the  fond  for  the 
payment  of  the  insolvente'  creditors.  He 
felt  very  confident,  that  the  many  bene- 
ficial resulta  which  must  flow  from  this 
alteration  in  the  law,  would,  even  to  the 
creditor,  more  than  compensate  the  injury 
he  sustained,  if  injury  it  were,  by  using 
his  power  over  the  person  of  his  debtor^ 
by  arresting  him  for  the  debt  in  the  'first 
instance,  or  finally  taking  his  body  in 
execution.  He  was  encoun^ed  to  hope 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  the  Mo- 
tion he  was  about  to  make  would  not  be 
met  by  any  serious  objeetion.     The  sub- 
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j€ct  of  imprisonment  for  debt  was  one  on 
which  men  of  great  name  and  influence 
hady  it  was  true,  differed  in  opinion.  It 
was  one  which  required  serious  and  ample 
investigation.  That  the  attention  would  be 
paid  to  it  by  the  House  which  so  grave 
a  subject  of  investigation  demanded 
he  had  no  doubt;  but  from  their  as- 
senting to  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill  he 
now  proposed,  guarded,  as  it  would  be 
found  to  be,  by  limitations  and  securities, 
amply  sufficient  to  protect  the  creditor 
from  the  effect  of  fraud,  concealment  of 
property,  or  wilful  delay,  in  making  the 
assignment  of  the  property  for  the  bene- 
fit of  creditors,  he  anticipated  the  most 
fefourable  results,  not  only  as  to  the  two 
classes  more  immediately  concerned,  but 
as  to  the  moral  influence  which  that  im- 
provement of  our  laws  would  produce  on 
the  state  of  society  at  large.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
fnaking  his  Motion.  Before  he  sat 
down,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
stated,  in  reply  to  questions,  that  to  in- 
clude Ireland  within  similar  provisions,  it 
would  be  the  better  way  to  bring  in  a 
separate  Bill,  which  should  have  all  the 
aid  he  could  give  it.  The  functions  of 
the  present  Insolvent  Debtors'  Commis- 
sioners would  be  at  an  end,  as  soon  as 
arrest  for  debt  were  abolished;  yet, 
though  such  a  result  would  follow,  he  had 
no  doubt  their  services  could  be  obtained 
to  enable  the  Government  to  carry  into 
effect  the  beneficial  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
It  was  in  contemplation,  that  there  should 
be  a  Court  of  Review,  to  which,  in  par- 
ticular cases,  an  appeal  should  lie. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thomvson  said,  there 
was  another  point  which  appeared  to 
have  been  omitted  in  the  Bill.  It  was 
well  known,  that  since  the  establishment 
of  the'  Insolvent  Debtors'  Court,  many 
millions  of  debts  had  been  proved,  and 
not  more  than  a  farthing  in  the  pound 
had  been  recovered.  Now,  though,  by 
the  Bill  of  the  Attorney  General,  execu- 
tion would  issue  for  the  recovery  of  bills 
of  exchange  and  bond  debts^  there  was 
no<  facility  afforded  for  the  recovery  of 
book  debts.  If  some  clause  were  not  in- 
troduced to  provide  greater  facility  for  the 
recovery  of  book  debts,  he  was  afraid  the 
Bill  would  cause  great  injury  to  trade. 

Leave  was  given,  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  and  read  a  first  time. 


Chimney -Sweepert. 
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MiiruTAi^]  P«atk»i  pmeDted.  By  the  Earl  of  Winchu^ 
UA,  and  ttie  Bishop  of  London,  from  several  Places, — 
against  the  Separation  of  Church  and  State— By  the  Earl 
of  WorcHiuiBA,  Cram  three  Plaoas,  for  aa  Alteration  in 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act— By  the  Bishops  of  London  and  St. 
Asaph,  ttoai  several  Bodies  of  Clergymen, — against  the 
AdmiMon  of  Dissenters  to  the  UnivenltieB.->By  Lord 
S«nrn«LO,  flron  aevcral  Plaoes,— for  the  Better  Observwee 
of  the  Sabbath.— By  the  Dukes  of  Richmond  and  Slthebt 
XJiND,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  Lord  Sufpield, 
fWun  several  Plaees,— in  fiiTour  of  the  Chinmey  Smcpep* 
R^gulalioii  BilL-ay  the  Earl  of  Habbwood.  Lords 
KsNTON  and  Rolls,  and  the  Bishop  of  London,  from 
several  Places,— for  Protection  to  the  Established  Church. 
—By  the  Earl  of  Harbwood,  and  Lords  Kbnton  and 
RouuB,  firom  several  Places,  igainiir  the  Clatana  of  the 
Disaenterk 

Chimney-Sweepers.]  The  Duke  of 
Sutherland,  in  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Chimney-sweepers'  Regulation  Bill, 
observed,  that  it  would  be  admitted,  he 
believed,  looking  to  every  species  of  trade 
and  avocation,  that  to  which  this  Bill 
related,  gave  rise  to  more  misery  and 
wretchedness  than  almost  any  other. 
When  formerly  he  had  proposed  a  mea- 
sure of  this  nature,  there  appeared  to  be 
no  difference  of  opinion  with  respect  to 
the  propriety  of  removing  the  evil,  which 
was  on  all  hands  allowed  to  exist.  A 
general  feeling  prevailed  that  the  system 
ought  to  be  altered,  that  climbing-boys 
ought  not  to  be  employed,  and  that 
machinery  should  be  substituted,  if  the 
change  could  be  effected.  Since  that 
time,  it  had  been  proved  that  chimnies 
could  be  most  effectually  swept  by  ma- 
chinery. At  present  the  chimnies  of  not 
less  than  150  public  buildings  were  swept 
by  machinery.  In  all  those  cases  it  was 
found  that  chimnies  were  better  swept  by 
machinery  than  by  boys.  The  system  had 
also  been  introduced,  and  was  found  to 
answer  extremely  well,  in  many  private 
houses.  It  had  been  objected  to  the 
measure,  that  the  use  of  machinery  would 
lead  to  an  increased  rate  of  insurance. 
The  contrary  had  been  proved  by  evidence. 
It  was  stated  before  the  Committee,  that 
no  notion  was  entertained  on  the  part  of 
the  insurance-offices,  of  increasing  the 
premium.  Another  objection  to  the  Bill 
was,  thai  it  would  throw  many  individuals 
out  of  employment.  Such,  however,  was 
not  the  fact.  By  this  Bill,  no  one  would 
be  thrown  out  of  employment,  but  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  fixing  a  limit  to 
great  oppression  and  cruelty.  If  the  Bill 
wrere  carried,  a  disgrace  would  be  removed 
from  this  country.     The  noble  Duke  con- 
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eluded  by  mofiiig  the  tecood  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Lord  Kmnf&n  had  had  this  queiuoii 
under  his  consideration  seyeraQ  yeart  ago, 
when  it  waa  referred  to  a  Committee ;  and 
though  he  went  into  that  Committee  with 
a  strong  impression  on  his  mind  in  faTOnr 
of  some  such  measure  as  the  present,  yet 
he  left  it  fully  impressed  with  the  feeling 
that  the  welfare  and  safety  of  the  metro- 
polis required  the  aasislance  of  climbing* 
boys  in  the  sweeping  of  chimnies.  The 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee 
which  had  lately  sat,  did  not  make  out  a 
case  for  the  Bill.  If  read  a  second  time, 
he  should  wish  the  Bill  to  be  referred  to 
a  Committee  up-stairs. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  bore  testimony 
to  the  advantageous  use  of  machinery  for 
the  cleansing  of  chimnies  in  the  public 
office  over  which  he  had  presided.  He 
would  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill ;  it  might  then  go  to  a  Committee  up 
stairs,  and  before  that  bommittee  the 
evidence  of  the  master  chimney-sweepers 
might  be  heard. 

The  Duke  of  Hamilton  observed,  that 
this  Bill  was  calculated  to  alter  the  whole 
system  of  building  in  the  city  of  London. 
According  to  it,  individuals  must  erect 
their  chimnies  after  a  particular  fashion. 
This  he  thought  was  carrying  legislation  a 
little  further  than  was  necessary. 

Viscount  Melville  was  in  favour  of 
sending  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  above 
stairs. 

Lord  Suffield  saw  no  necessity  for  post- 
poning the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  had  always  remarked,  lK>th  with  refer- 
ence to  that  and  to  the  other  House,  that 
when  a  case  was  fully  made  out  for  any 
measure,  which  its  opponents  could  not 
overturn  by  fair  reasoning  and  just  argu- 
ment, they  immediately  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee, as  the  best  way  of  getting  rid  of 
it.  That  appeared  to  be  the  course  now 
proposed.  The  master  chimney-sweepers 
opposed  the  Bill,  because,  as  they  said, 
it  would  virtually  tend  to  the  abolition  of 
Bweeping-boys  altogether.  The  Bill  would 
not  operate  to  such  an  extent,  at  the  same 
time  it  went  to  mitigate  a  great  evil.  The 
master  chimney-sweepers  had,  in  some 
instances,  attempted  to  prevent  the  use  of 
machinery,  by  declaring  that  it  could  not 
be  advantageously  used.  He  knew  cases, 
however,  where  master  chimney-sweepers, 
who  refused  on  one  day  to  use  machinery, 
found  it  answer  extremely  well  on  the 


next,  when  they  were  informed,  that  if 
they  did  not  cleanse  the. chimnies  by 
means  of  those  ingenious  contrivances,  the 
servants  of  the  parties  who  had  appli^  to 
them  should  perform  the  operation. 

Earl  Chrey  had  no  objection  to  the  mea- 
sure ;  but,  in  order  that  it  might  be  duly 
considered,  he  wished  it  to  be  referred  to 
a  Committee.  He  had  received  a  com- 
munication, signed  by  individuals  con- 
nected with  the  Sun  Fire-office,  the 
Phoenix  Fire-office,  the  Westminster  Fire- 
office,  the  County  Fire-office,  the  Globe 
Insurance-office,  and  the  Royal  Exchange 
Insurance-office,  all  deprecating  the  pass- 
ing of  this  measure.  They  statedf  the 
impossibility  of  doing  without  the  aid  of 
climbing-boys,  in  cases  where  there  were 
flues  and  other  peculiarly-constructed  out- 
lets for  smoke.  Most  of  the  other  in- 
surance companies,  it  was  right  to  observe, 
were  favourable  to  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  he  had 
not  offered  any  opposition  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  he  had  merely  pro- 
posed that  the  second  reading  should  be 
postponed  till  Monday,  in  order  to  give  a 
noble  and  learned  Lorti  who  was  absent 
an  opportunity  for  presenting  the  petition 
whicn  had  been  intrusted  to  him.  Neither 
had  he  called  for  a  Committee.  With 
reference  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he 
thought,  that  in  point  of  humanity  it  was 
most  desirable  to  lessen,  as  much  as  pos- 
sible the  evil  complained  of. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  and 
was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  13,  1834. 

MxwYins.]  BiUi.  RMdaflrrtttau:— Sales  of  Tea.— Read 
a  neond  time  i— Oomt  of  Chaneny  (Iidand)  t  CouaCy 
Bri<]gM  (Ireland) ;  Gicenwich  HoipUal  Aoniiitjr.— Read 
attilidtlme:— Efcbaatii  Valuation  of  Ccnintiea  (Ireland). 

PattCioni  iwfeanfwl  By  llr.  Roswaoif ,  fkom  AH  SaiaCa, 
Wonaiter,  for  ProCacOon  to  the  KeTabHahed  Clniicb.---Bjr 
Mr.  SKAwa,  from  Debenham,  ^alnat  the  Pwpoeed  Measure 
of  Clrardi  Ratei. — ^By  Mr.  RoBAara.  ftom  M^ditooe, 
agaimt  tbe  Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill.— ^  Sir  Um »t 
Paut JILL*  ftom  Dundee^  for  Amcndii^  the  Tea  Dutiaa 
Act.— By  Lord  FoRmncB,  ftom  Canterliury«  for  the 
Removal  of  tbe  Ciril  Diaatiilitiei  of  tbe  J««a.— By  Mr. 
RoiBOCKf  ftom  Joumeymeo  and  oUicn  of  tbe  MMiopoiie* 
for  Repealing  the  Restrictive  Laws  with  rq^aid  to  the 
Sabbath ;  from  Dumfries,  for  Relief  to  the  Polish  Exiles. 
—By  Mr.  Hums,  from  Balmerino,  for  tbe  Repeal  of  tbe 
Taxes  on  Knowledfe  aad  Trade;  from  0ie  Medioal  Prao* 
titionen  of  Ayr,  for  an  Inquiry  into  tbe  State  of  tbe  Pro- 
ftssiont  firom  St  Mary,  Islii^gtoB,  for  Prohibiting  the 
Employment  of  Cbikben  in  Cleaniiv  Chimneys;  from 
the  Debtors  in  tbe  four  Courts  Dublin,  for  Extending  tiie 
BUI  for  the  Abolition  of  Imprisonment  for  DdA  to  Ireland ; 
from  tbe  Tobacco Maaufactmeri of  Irondoo,  agaliHtthe 


421 


Qhbe  AavMS 


{Juke  13} 


(Ireland,) 


422 


iBB^icitittato  of  tbft  DnMid  Weeds  ftdn  Ifontrow*  fixr 
AboUihiiv  llie  PriTikgei  Tested  In  Coiponte  Bodies; 
from  two  PUmss,  in  fkvour  of  TricDnial  PuUamonti: 
ftomlhe  Linen  Wccfen of  Bi0ddn«  Itar  a  And  Rateof 
W^fss;  ftoin  Focthr,  tat  tiie  Repeal  of  the  Com  Lansi 
ftom  St  Jamest,  deriunwdl,  for  Placing  the  Control  of 
die  VdSob  Forae  in  the  Vestry  of  each  Pftriahi  from 
Uxhridge,  against  Plnnllties  and  Non-«sUcnee>  and 
j^pinst  the  Bishops  having  Seats  in  the  Upper  House. — 
By  Mr.  Bainib,  ftom  East  Retfind,  for  the  Better  Obsenr- 
anee  of  tiie  Loid^  Day;  and  hy  Sir  Rohatd  Fnaonsoir, 
ftom  LoodondcRy,  for  E&tcnding  the  L«|islatiTe  Me»> 
sore  to  that  eflbet  to  Irdaad.— By  Lord  HsHxmn,  Sir 
RoBBBT  broLra*  and  Mr.  GouLsnaii,  ftom  several 
Places  against  tfte  Separation  of  Chnxdi  and  Stato;  by 
the  same»  ftom  aevend  Piaoes,  against  the  Clainis  of  the 
Diaentexs.— By  Mr.  FaABOoa  O'CoirNoa,  ftom  Kilcar. 
Bnngannon,  and  Banagfacr,  against  Tithes,  and  ftom  tibe 
flntPlaaa»  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Unions— By  M».  Bmn- 
aon  TaniiBiiTf  ftom  Belftst,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty 
on  Cotton;  and  firom  the  Bakers  of  Bdftst,  for  a  fixed 
Standard  of  Welght^By  Mr.  Gooumair,  ftov  Gam- 
bridge  Unifwilty,  agrimt  the  Admission  of  DiMntan^^ 
By  Sir  Roannr  In^uai  and  Messrs.  Moamr,  K.  Ttnts» 
BxLL*  DuoDAUi,  and  Goolbubit,  fkom  a  Nmnber  of 
Pkecs,  agataist  the  UnlTersity  Admission  BiD^-By  Mr. 
PABnoT.  ftom  several  Plaees»  against  the  Poor  Law 
Amcuiment  Bill.— By  Mr.  Sravt  MAonirna,  ftom 
several  Plaoes,  for  Protection  to  the  Church  of  Sootfamd; 
ftom  the  Parodiial  Schootanastsm  of  Levris»  for  an  fat- 
Btaassd  Stipend* — By  Mr.  Tookb,  ftom  Breage,  against 
die  English  Tithe  Commutation  Bill.-- By  Mr.  R.  Okakt, 
fkom  severs!  Metropolitan  Parishes,  for  Assessing  all  extra- 
parodiial  Plaafi,  towards  the  Maintenance  of  Um  Poor^— 
By  Mr.  Wiixa,  ftom  Boston,  liar  trsnsforriqg  all  Church 
Property  to  the  National  Creditors  towards  the  Liquida. 
tion  of  the  National  Ddit^^By  Messrs.  Hawh,  Wilkb, 
and  BAurca,  ftom  several  Dissenting  Congregations,  far 
Relief  to  the  Dissenters.^— By  Geneod  SnABPX,  and 
Mr.  HAwna,  finm  two  Dissenting  Coogregatioos,  against 
the  Proposed  Measure  of  Church  Ratea.-^  Losd  DvoLBT 
SroABT,  ftom  two  Plaoee,  for  an  Alteration  in  tlie  present 
Syrtem  of  Churdi  Patxonivc  in  Sootland. — By  Lord 
HamrunB,  Sir  JormTtbbll,  Sir  Robbbt  Iwoua,  and 
MesBB.  E.  Stamlbt,  Dvodaui,  mod  Roornn,  ftom  a 
NifiDber  of  Placd.— for  Prolectiop  to  the  Church  of 
EngUnd. 

Glebe  Houses  (Ireland).]  Mr. 
Emerson  Tennent  held  in  his  hand  a 
Petition,  to  which  he  felt  a  more  than 
ordinary  anxiety  to  direct  the  attentbn  of 
the  House,  as  well  from  the  intrinsic 
importance  of  its  prayer,  as  from  the  fact 
of  its  deeply  infolving  the  interests  of  one 
class  of  the  community,  in  whose  behalf, 
whatever  differences  of  opinion  might 
exis.t  with  regard  to  other  points  connect- 
ed with  the  Church  of  Ireland,  he  (Mr. 
Emerson  Tennent)  believed  there  existed 
but  one  feeling  of  respect,  and,  he  re- 
gretted to  add,  of  commiseration  ;  he 
referred  to  the  working  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church  in  that  country. 
Their  present  appeal  was  one  directed, 
not  to  the  feelings  of  the  House  as  secta- 
rians or  partisans,  but  to  their  sense  of 
justice  as  Legislators,  and  to  their  feel- 
ings of  humanity  as  men  ;  and  he  trusted 
although  he  was  not  prepared  to  bring 
forward  an^  specific  motion  on  the  subject 
«f  the  petition,  this  notice  of  its  prayer 


would  not  be  witkosl  practical  and  bene- 
ficial effects  to  the  petitioners.  It  would 
be  in  the  lecollectioM  of  the  House,  that 
by  an  Act  of  18(^  (the  43rd  of  Geo.  3rd, 
c.  106),  the  Commissioners  of  First  Fruits 
in  Ireland,  were  empowered  to  advance 
certain  sums  of  money  without  interest, 
to  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church, 
for  the  erection  and  repairs  of  glebe-houses 
in  their  several  parishes.  The  amount  of 
these  sums  was  to  be  calculated  in  pro- 

Krtion  to  the  value  of  the  respective 
iogs,  and  never  exceeded  be  believed 
one  and  a  half  or  two  years  net  income  of 
the  several  incumbents,  which  was  to  be 
refunded  by  sixteen  instalments  of  six  per 
cent  each,  and  one  of  four  per  cent>  pay- 
able to  the  Treasury  by  the  various  reci- 
pients. This  Act  was  amended  by  a  sub- 
sequent one  in  1823  (the  4th  George  4tb, 
c.  86),  by  which  it  was  enacted,  that  all 
balances  then  owing,  and  all  loans  to  be 
thereafter  made,  were  to  be  repaid  by 
tweoty-five  annual  instalments  of  four 
per  cent  each,  recoverable  by  summary 
process  by  the  Commissioners  of  First 
Fruits ;  and  thus  the  law  at  present  stood, 
exclusive  grants  having  under  its  provi- 
sions been  made  to  numbers  of  the  Irish 
clergy  proportionally,  as  he  before  stated, 
to  the  annual  value  of  their  living.  It 
was  needless  to  remind  the  House,  that 
since  that  period,  immense  reductions  had 
by  various  events  been  made  in  the  in- 
comes of  the  Irish  clergy,  as  well  by  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  country  as 
by  the  legislative  measures  for  their  relief, 
and  particularly  by  the  regulation  of  tithes 
and  the  heavy  per  centage  payable  on  the 
advances  made  to  the  clergy  under  the 
Million  Act  (3rd  and  4th  William  4ih, 
c.  100.)  In  numerous  instances,  these 
reductions  had  amounted  to  thirty  per 
cent.  Ha  knew  of  one  case  in  his  own 
immediate  neighbourhood  where  the  re« 
duction  was  thirty-four  per  cent,  and  he 
had  reason  to  believe,  that  they  had 
mounted  so  high  as  even  fifty-six  per 
cent  on  the  net  income  of  the  incumbent. 
The  House  were  likewise  well  aware  that, 
even  under  these  circumstances  of  decline 
in  the  amount,  the  clergy  in  several  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland,  had  found  it  impossible 
for  some  time  past,  more  especially  in  the 
years  1832  and  1833,  to  collect  even  the 
residue  of  the  nominal  incomes,  and  that 
in  numerous  instances  they  had  been 
reduced,  with  their  families,  to  a  state  of 
houseless  and  literal  destitution.  During 
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this  period,  the  ioftalmeiiit  of  these  loeos 
from  the  Board  of  First  Fruits  hsd  re- 
roainedy  and  still  remaioed,  for  the  roost 
part  unpaid,  and  pay  nest  of  these  was 
now  promptly  demanded  by  the  Board  of 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  Should  this 
demand  be  enforced,  attended  aa  such  a 
process  must  be  by  the  costs  of  law  pro- 
ceedings, the  resuits  must  be,  to  many  of 
the  clergy,  of  the  most  ruinous  and  dis- 
astrous kind.    The  petition  which  he  had 
then  to  present,  after  briefly  setting  forth 
these    circumstances,    sought   from  the 
House  what  he  conceived  to  be  a  most 
moderate  and  reasonable  species  of  relief. 
With  regard  to  the  arrears  accumulated 
during  the  last  two  yearn,  the  petitioners 
asked  not  for  their  remission,  though  even 
this  he  oould  scarcely,  under  such  trying 
circumstances,  consider  an  unreasonable 
request;  but  simply,  that  the  payment, 
instead  of  being  summarily  insisted  upon 
now,  should  be  postponed  to  the  end  of 
the  term,  at  which  it  was  originallv  calcu- 
lated that  the  whole  sum  should  have 
been  refunded,  and  that  these  two  last 
years  should  be  regarded  altogether  as 
ojiat  non ;  in  other  words,  that  the  term 
for  the  repayment  of  the  sums  advanced 
^ould  be  extended  from  twenty- five  to 
twenty-seven  years.     As  a  mere  matter  of 
computation,  the  loss  of  interest  on  the 
debt  whidi  «N>uld  thus  be  incurred,  would 
be  but  trifling  in  comparison  to  the  benefits 
which  would  result  from  the  measure. 
The  total  amount  of  instalments  due  on 
the  let  of  July,  1832.  amounted  to  7,564/. 
J  4s.  4d,    Of  this  a  small  proportion  had 
been  paid  ;  as  much,  at  least,  as  would  be 
an  equivalent  for  any  increase  to  the  ori- 
ginal debt,  by  sums  which  had  since  been 
lent.     So  that  he  might  feirly  say,  taking 
the  amount  due  in  1833  to  be  the  same 
as  in  1832,  that  the  entire  arrears  did  not 
exceed   15,000/.,  which  the  Irish  clergy 
asked  an  extension  of  time  to  enable  them 
to  refund.     Under  all  the  pressure  of  ex- 
tsttng  circumstances,  and   the  admitted 
sufierings  of  the  parties,  he  hoped  that 
such  a  request  would  not  be  without  its 
due  weight  in  the  quarter  by  which  relief 
could  be  afforded.     But  the  petition  con- 
tained likewise  another  prayer,  which  on 
every  principle  of  justice  and  of  equity  he 
considered  to  be  entitled  to  consideration. 
By  the  intention  as  well  as  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  AcU  of  1803  and  1823,  the 
advances  to  be  made  by  the  Board  of  First 
Ftaita  "vvFe  ta  be  calcuhted  in  proportion 


to  the  existing  annual  value  of  the  livings 
for  the  benefit  of  which  they  were  design- 
ed ;  that  was  to  say,  that  the  sums  thus 
expended  were  to  be  in  proportion  to  the 
means  and  ability  of  the  clergy  for  their 
repayment.    Those  means  had  now  been 
diminished,  chiefly  by  the  operation  of  the 
law  itself;  and  the  petitioners  now  asked, 
as  they  were  entitled  to  ask,  that  the  in- 
stalments for  which  they  were  responsible 
should  be  reduced  in  a  like  proportion. 
The  House  would  at  once  perceive,  that 
this   was  a  very  different  demand  from 
that  of  any  private  individual  who  might 
wish  to  deviate  from  a  previous  contract 
for  his  own  private  advantage;  for  in  this 
case  the  incumbent,  who  was  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  debtor  to  the  Commissioners, 
was  in  reality  contributing  from  his  private 
income  for  the  erection  of  houses  which 
were  hereafter  to  be  the  property  of  his 
successors  in  the  Church,  and  in  such  a 
point  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  lighten,  as  far  as  was  just  and  equita- 
ble, the  burthen  of  his  contribution.    The 
Petition  contained  likewise  some  sugges- 
tions for  the  regulation  of  some  minor 
points  connected  with  the  subject;   but, 
as  he  had  alluded  to  its  more  important 
suggestions,  he  would  not  further  trouble 
the  House.      He  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
sav  thus  much  on  behalf  of  a  class  of  men 
whose  merits,  tliough  much  iind  deservedly 
extolled,  were  still,*  he  believed,  but  im- 
perfectly known — the  really  working  clergy 
of  the  Irish  Church.     The  reform  which 
he  would  wish  to  see  introduced  into  our 
Church  Establishments  would  tend  to  give 
a  permanent  relief  and  an  honourable  in- 
dependence to  the  men  on  whose  exertions 
the  maintenance  of  the  Church  and  the 
extension  of  its  doctrines  really  depended. 
And  if,  instead  of  proceeding  to  violate 
what  he  considered  to  be  a  legal  and  an 
equitable  right — the  right  of  the  Church 
to  its  endowments  and  its  property — if,  in- 
stead of  proceeding  to  violate  this,  and  to 
secularize  that  which  was  designed  by  its 
donors  for  ecclesiastical  purposes  alone, 
the  Legislature,  as  guardians  of  the  trust, 
would  make  such  a  fresh  appropriation  of 
the  property  of  the  Church  as  would  take 
from  the  pampered  prelates  and  overpaid 
dignitaries  of  the  Establishment,  to  bestow 
the  surplus  on  the  struggling  clergy  and 
the  indigent  curates,  they  would  be  effect- 
ing such  a  reform  as  the  Church  really 
required  and  the  country  had  a  right  to 
demand.    Nor  did  he  believe,  if  that  were 


425 


Business  of 


{Joke  IS} 


ike  House. 


426 


effected, — if  a  fair  and  Bubstantial  inde- 
pendence were  conferred  upon  every  mem- 
ber of  the  Establishment, — that  the  funds 
of  the  Church  would  be  found  too  ample 
for  the  purpose,  or  that  any  **  surplus " 
would  remain  to  excite  the  envy  or  give 
rise  to  the  contentions  of  other  sects.  Tlie 
Petition,  in  addition  to  other  clergy,  was 
signed  by  the  Rectors,  Prebends,  and 
Vicars,  and  the  Archdeacons,  Deans,  and 
other  dignitaries  of  the  dioceses  of  Down, 
Armagh,  and  Dromore. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Business  of  the  House.]  Lord  Ai- 
thorps  before  he  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  Committee  on  the  Poor-laws' 
Amendment  Bill,  begged  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  hon.  Members  to  a  proposition 
he  desired  to  make  connected  with  the 
business  of  the  House.  Though  it  had 
l>een  settled  that  the  mornings  of  Tues- 
day and  Thursday  should  be  set  apart 
for  the  Committee  on  the  Poor-laws' 
Amendment  Bill,  it  did  not  appear  to  him 
that  any  very  great  progress  had  been 
made  in  the  Bill  during  the  morning  sit- 
tings. It  had  also  been  determined  that, 
during  the  present  Session,  Orders  of  the 
Day  should  on  Wednesday  take  prece- 
dence in  the  order  in  which  they  stood  on 
the  paper;  and  as  yet  no  request  had 
been  made  to  any  hon.  Member  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  any  order  fixed 
for  Wednesdays,  for  the  purpose  of  allow- 
ing the  Government  business  to  be  brought 
on.  Under  these  circumstances,  he  was 
induced  to  propose,  that  Government  or- 
ders should  in  future  have  precedence  on 
Wednesdays,  as  they  had  on  Mondays 
and  Fridays,  with  the  understanding,  that 
henceforth  Government  would  not  ask  for 
precedence  on  the  mornings  of  Tuesday 
and  Thursday. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  no  objection  to 
allowing  the  Government  to  take  prece- 
dence on  Wednesday ;  but  he  wished  to 
impress  upon  the  noble  Lord  the  absolute 
necessity  of  fixing  some  immediate  day 
for  the  discussion  of  those  measures  which 
were  of  the  most  pressingpublic  importance. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  on 
the  20th  of  February  last,  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  that  part  of  his 
Majesty's  Speech  which  referred  to  tithes 
in  Ireland ;  and,  though  it  was  now  the 
13th  of  June,  being  a  lapse  of  no  less  than 
four  months,  nothing  definite  had  been 
done,  notwithstanding  the  great  public 


anxiety  which  existed  on  that  subject. 
He  therefore  did  hope  that,  whatever 
arrangement  might  be  made  with  respect 
to  the  Poor-laws'  Amendment  Bill,  the 
noble  Lord  would  fix  some  early  day  in 
the  course  of  next  week  on  which  the  dis- 
cussion on  that  question  should  come  on. 
Another  very  important  measure,  relating 
to  the  admission  of  Dissenters  into  the 
Universities,  stood  on  the  paper  for  Mon- 
day next,  and  the  general  impression  was, 
that  the  discussion  on  that  Bill  would 
then  come  on. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  that  the  discussion 
of  the  principle  of  any  measure  must  ne- 
cessarily, by  consoming  the  time  of  the 
House,  interrupt  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Poor-laws'  Amendment 
Bill.  He,  therefore,  thought  it  desirable 
to  finish  the  Committee  oo  that  Bill  before 
any  new  business  was  taken  up. 

Sir  Edward  Knaichbull  said,  that  if  it 
was  the  general  understanding  that  Govern- 
ment Orders  should  take  precedence  on 
Wednesdays,  no  other  measures  but  those 
introduced  by  Government  would  have 
any  chance  of  being  discussed. 

Mr.  Oeorge  Wood  said,  he  shonld  be 
prepared  to  bring  forward  the  Bill  for  the 
admission  of  Dissenters  into  the  Univer- 
sities in  the  morning  siuing  of  Tuesday 
next. 

Mr.  Chulburn  objected  to  bringing  for- 
ward so  important  a  Bill  as  that  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member  in  a  morning 
sitting.  It  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
public  business  could  commence  before 
one  o'clock,  and  at  three  o'clock  the  sit- 
ting must  necessarily  terminate. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  said,  that  if  those 
who  had  the  control  of  that  House  wished 
to  exclude  professional  men,  they  would 
proceed  with  public  business  in  the  morn- 
ing. He  did  not  think  the  plan  of  doing 
business  in  the  morning  any  improvement 
on  the  old  practice. 

Mr.  (yCkmnell  thought  the  House  was 
already  sufficiently  pestered  with  lawyers, 
not  to  postpone  the  public  convenience 
for  their  accommodation.  It  was  extra- 
ordinary, that  any  set  of  gentlemen,  how- 
ever respectable  they  might  be,  should 
think  that  the  House  ought  to  prefer  tlieir 
particular  interests  to  the  public  business. 
They  ought  to  recollect,  that  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  that  House  were  obliged  to 
come  from  the  remote  paru  of  Ireland 
and  Scotland  to  attend  their  duties  there. 
In  his  opinioD,  the  House  woukl  uever 
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properly  perform  the  buftiness  of  legisla- 
tion until  it  sat  bj  day  iostead  of  by 
night. 

Sir  Jame9  Scarlett  was  sure,  that  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  proposition 
of  sitting  in  the  morning  were  agreed  to, 
the  House  would  not  t>e  less  pestered 
than  at  present  with  lawyers;  but  then 
they  would  be  exclusivdy  Irish  lawyers. 

Mr.  Robinson  admitted,  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  entitled  to  every  indulgence  for 
carrying  on  the  business  of  the  Qo?em- 
ment ;  but  he  thought  that  some  means 
should  be  adopted  to  prevent  so  large  a 
mass  of  business  from  being  thrown  into 
the  arena  for  discussion  on  every  evening. 
It  was  a  common  thing  to  see  twenty 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  as  many  notices 
of  motion  fixed  for  one  evening,  and  for  a 
succession  of  evenings,  though  it  was  well 
known  that  a  twentieth  part  of  them  could 
not  be  gone  through.  It  was  shameful  to 
have  the  business  of  any  deliberative  as- 
sembly carried  on  in  that  manner.  Much 
of  the  inconvenience  would  be  obviated,  if 
Ministers  would  bring  on  the  pnblic  busi- 
ness at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session. 

Lord  Althorp  did  not  see  that  Ministers 
were  to  blame.  The  estimates  were 
brought  forward  at  an  early  period,  and 
occupied  the  House  nearly  the  whole  of 
the  time,  or  at  least  a  considerable  portion 
of  it,  until  Easter ;  and  the  other  business 
of  the  Government  was  brought  forward 
as  soon  as  possible  after. 

Lord  Morpeth  thought,  that  these  com- 
plaints were  rather  hard  on  the  Govern- 
ment, one  party  complaining  that  the 
Government  did  nothing,  and  another  sec- 
tion objecting  that  it  did  too  much.  No 
arrangement  to  save  the  time  of  the  House 
and  advance  the  despatch  of  business 
would  be  of  any  avail,  unless  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen agreed  to  a  curtailment  of  their 
frequent  addresses  to  the  House. 

Poor-laws'  Amevdhbnt  Commit- 
tee.] The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
House  to  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on 
the  Poor-laws'  Amendment  Bill  was  read. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  Cobbeit  objected  to  die  principle 
of  passing  a  Bill  founded  on  voluminous 
reports  of  Commissioners,  the  one-twen- 
tieth part  of  which  not  one  Member  in 
1 00  had  read.  Was  this  the  way  in  which 
the  business  was  to  be  done  in  a  Reform- 
ed Parliament?     He  thought,  that  in- 


stead of  bemg  called  upon  lo  pass 
bill  in  a  hurry,  and  without  reaoing  the 
evidence  on  which  it  rested,  they  ought  to 
have  at  least  365  days  to  read  that  evi- 
dence; at  all  events,  they  ought  to  have 
before  them  an  account  of  the  expenses  of 
these  Commissioners ;  he  would  therefore 
move  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  for 
the  Speakei's  leavrag  the  Chair,  that  there 
be  laid  before  the  Honse  an  accoont  of 
all  salaries,  allowances,  printing  expenses, 
expenses  of  messengers,  and  expenses  of 
every  descriptbn  occasioned  by  the  Poor- 
law  Commission ;  also  a  statement  whe- 
ther any  of  the  Commissioners  hold  other 
Commissions,  or  fill  any  offices  for  which 
they  receive  pay  out  of  the  public  purse, 
specifying  what  Commission  or  what 
office,  and  also  specifying  the  sum  or 
sums  so  received,  and  stating  further, 
whether  the  secretary  to  the  Commis- 
sioners holds  any  other  pnblic  post  of 
emolument,  and  what  post,  and  the 
amount  of  such  emoluments.  Would  the 
noble  Lord  object  to  this  Motion  ?  [Lord 
Althorp  s  No !  ]  Then  he  should  say  no- 
thing fiirther. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  House  went  into  the  Committee. 

The  Question  was  a  proviso  proposed 
(by  the  Government)  to  be  added  to  the 
46th  Clause :  to  the  effect,  **  that  in  case  at 
any  time  or  times  after  the  said  1st  day 
of  June,  1835,  the  overseers  or  guardians 
of  any  parish  or  union  shall  deem  it  ad- 
visable that  relief  should  be  given  to  any 
able-bodied  person,  wholly  or  partially  in 
the  employment  of  any  person  or  persons, 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  overseers  or 
guardians  to  make  a  statement  and  to  re* 
port  to  the  said  Commissioners  the  spe-* 
cial  circumstances  which  in  their  judg- 
ment render  such  relief  expedient. 

Mr.  Hardy  had  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment on  Thursday,  to  enable  overseers  or 
guardians  to  grant  relief  in  cases  of  emer- 
gency, without  making  beforehand  a  state- 
ment of  the  circumstances  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  would  be  unjust  and  cruel  to 
deprive  the  poor  of  such  a  resource  in  case 
of  emergency,  and  he  therefore  should 
press  his  Amendment. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  if  such  a  power 
were  given  to  the  overseers  without  ap- 
plication to  the  general  Board,  it  would 
defeat  the  whole  object  of  the  Bill.  He 
had  before  admitted,  that  in  cases  of  in- 
dividual emergency  there  should  be  a 
power  to  grant  relief  by  the  overseer,  but 
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he  ooDsidered  tfiat  wm  alresidy  BHffieieotr 
ly  provided  for  by  the  45tb  Qlau«e. 

Sir  Oearge  PkifUp$  was  glad  that  the 
noble  Lord  diaseDted  from  the  Amend- 
numt.  Such  an  AmeDdment  would  bring 
the  vicious  administratioa  of  the  agricul- 
tural districts  into  the  towns.  The  Bill 
would  be  inoperative  if  the  necessary  con- 
trol which  this  and  other  Clauses  gave  tp 
the  Central  Board  were  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Pease  thought  th^  Amendment  was 
called  for.  It  was  a  mistake  to  supponie 
that  there  was  no  making  qp  of  wages  by 
the  poor-rates  in  maaufacturing  districts. 

Mr.  Hardy  withdrew  the  Amendment. 

On  the  Question  that  the  proviso  he 
added  to  the  Clause, 

Mr.  Cobbeit  remarked,  that  this  Clause 
would  place  the  labouring  classes  in  a 
,worse  condition  than  they  were  at  present. 
He  trusted,  that  he  should  never  see  the 
system  that  was  so  much  lauded,  and  so 
often  referred  to  in  the  north  of  England, 
introduced  into  the  south.  With  regard 
to  the  Ckuise  itself,  be  would  just  say 
this — that  they  had  now  under  their  con- 
trol three  countries;  one  of  them  had 
meat  and  bread  and  knives  and  forks,  the 
other  had  oatmeal  and  brose  and  horn 
.spoons,  and  the  third  had  only  potatoes 
and  paws.  In  the  first  country  he  had 
mentioned,  a  system  of  Poor-laws  had 
been  in  existence  for  240  years — in  the 
second  they  had  an  inefficient  system  of 
Poor-laws— -and  io  the  third  there  were  no 
Poor«laws  at  all,  and  the  object  of  this 
Bill  was,  to  reduce  the  first  country  to  the 
condition  of  the  last. 

The  Clause  (46th)  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

On  Clause  48,  which  provides,  that  in 
future  no  relief  should  be  given  except  by 
the  guardians  of  the  poor  or  select  vestry, 
and  as  amended  taking  away  the  power 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  order,  or  over- 
seers to  afford  relief,  except  in  cases 
of  urgent  necessity,  being  put  by  the 
Chairman, 

Lord  AUhorp  admitted,  that  the  effect 
of  this  clause  would  take  away  the  power 
of  Magistrates  to  order  relief  out  of  the 
workhouse  in  places  where  workhouses 
existed,  or.  in  united  parishes  in  which 
there  were  guardians  of  the  poor.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  where  there  were  no 
workhouses  and  no  select  vestries,  the 
power  was  reserved  to  the  Magistrates  to 
order  relief  precisely  as  they  now  possessed 
that  power. 


Mr.  PouAbU  Scrape  contended,  that  tbe 
securitv  of  the  pauper  population  for 
relief  depended  upon  the  reservation  of 
the  power  to  Justices  of  the  Peace  to 
order  it.  In  this  opinion  he  was  supported 
by  the  provisions  of  every  enactment 
relating  to  the  relief  of  the  poor  which 
had  passed  during  the  last  300  years, 
commencing  in  the  year  1536,  and  snob 
powers  were  embooied  in  the  statutes, 
27th  Henry  8th;  5th,  14th,  and  2ard 
Elizabeth;  3rd  and  4th  William  and 
Maryi  and  in  every  Statqte  down  to  the 
Act  of  1796.  He  must,  therefore,  ask 
the  House  to  pause  before  it  consented  to 
do  away  with  the  astringent  and  com- 
pulsory powers  to  order  relief,  and  in 
their  stead  erect  merely  a  voluntary  and 
discretionary  power  in  other  individuals. 
He  was  borne  out  in  this  fi^eling  by  the 
answers  which  had  been  given  to  the 
queries  generally  circulated  by  the  Poor- 
law  Commissioners  themselves.  He  must 
advert  to  one  of  the  queries,  which  was 
in  these  terms — *<  What  do  you  think 
would  be  the  immediate  and  ultimate 
effect  of  making  the  decisions  of  the 
Select  Vestry  or  the  guardians  of  the 
poor  final  on  questions  of  relief?  "  He 
begged  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  the 
answer  to  that  query,  from  at  least  two- 
thirds  of  those  to  whom  it  had  been  put, 
and  who  included  not  only  Magistrates, 
but  ^vestrymen,  guardians  of  the  poor, 
clergymen,  and  overseers.  The  replies 
had  been—-''  Great  injustice  to  the  poor ; 
the  effect  woold  be  starvation,  and  the 
result  of  this  change  would  be  cruel 
tyranny  and  oppressive  iniustice  upon  the 
pauper  population  of  this  country."  He 
was  still  further  assisted  in  his  opposition 
to  this  change  by  the  opinions  of  no  less 
than  two  of  the  sub-commissioners,  Mr. 
M'Clean  and  Captain  Chapman.  The 
House  ought  not  to  forget,  that,  by  the 
adoption  of  the  last  clause,  theyhad  already 
gone  very  far  in  trenching  upon  the  vested 
rights  of  relief — ^rights  which  had  accumu- 
lated during  the  last  forty  years,  for  it 
should  be  remembered,  that  the  Statute 
of  1796  declared,  that  under  all  circum- 
stances, the  pauper  was  entitled  to  relief 
at  his  own  home.  He,  on  the  whole, 
contended,  that  the  power  of  a  bench  of 
justices,  comprising  three,  four,  or  five, 
should  still  have  the  power  reserved  to 
them  under  preceding  Statutes.  He 
should,  therefore,  move  an  Amendment 
to  the  effect  '*  of  reserving  a  power  to  two 
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Justices  at  petty  seesions,  after  complaint 
upon  the  oath  of  the  pauper,  and  after  the 
summons  and  hearing  of  the  ovemeer,  to 
order  relief.'* 

Lord  Althorp  conceived,  that  the 
Amendment  deserved  considecation.  It 
had  certainly  occurred  to  the  Government, 
•on  framing  this  Bill,  that  in  order  to 
bring  the  Poor-laws  into  that  state  in 
•which  they  ought  to  be,  it  would  be  right 
to  take  away  the  power  now  contended 
for,  under  the  supposition,  that  in  practice 
it  had  led  to  many  evils  that  had  been 
complained  of.  He  denied,  that  the 
clause  took  away  the  positive  right  of  the 
pauper  to  relief,  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  contended,  and  still  farther  he  denied 
that  such  positive  right  existed  under  the 
present  laws,  for,  on  the  contrary,  the 
ordering  relief  was  discretionary  in  the 
breast  of  any  individual  Magistrate.  As 
to  what  had  been  said  with  respect  to  the 
severity  likely  to  prevail  on  the  vestries 
and  the  guardians  of  the  poor,  he  must 
observe,  that  he  did  not  think  it  at  all 
probable  they  would  prove  as  hard-hearted 
as  was  imputed  to  them.  He  considered^ 
too,  that  the  discretion  given  to  these 
bodies  would  be  at  the  least  as  well 
executed  as  that  ^previously  granted  to 
Magistrates.  At  the  same  time,  consider- 
ing that  the  opinion  of  the  House  was 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  he  should 
rather  abide  by  its  decision,  than  urge 
strongly  his  own  views. 

Sir  Thomas  Freeman  tie  thought  it 
dangerous  to  oust  the  old  Magistrates 
from  their  jurisdiction,  and  to*  transfer 
their  powers  to  bodies  which  might,  like 
the  Select  Vestries,  work  well  at  first,  but 
afterwards  conduct  the  business  ill  and 
negligently. 

Mr.  Slaney  thought  it  would  be  advis- 
able to  leave  some  mitigated  power  to  the 
Magistrates. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley  was  opposed  to 
the  Amendment,  and  ready  to  rely  dn 
private  charity  for  meeting  all  cases  of 
emergency. 

•  Mr.  Cobbett  said,  the  clause  would  de- 
prive the  Magistrates,  throughout  the 
country  of  all  their  authority,  and  convert 
them  into  mere  beggar* whippers,  objects 
of  contempt  among  those  over,  whom  they 
had  hitherto  exercised  a  verv  wholesome 
authority. 

Sir  Edward  Knatchbull  ^expressed  his 
determination  to  support  the  Amendment, 
not  with   the  view    of  maintaining    the 


station  and  authority  of  the  Maratntet, 
whom  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  on 
the  pesent  occasion,  no  doubt  most  sin- 
cerely, applauded ;  but  in  order  to  preserve 
and  chensh  that  community  of  feeling 
between  the  Magistrates  and  the  lower 
classes  of  society  which  was  so  essential 
to  the  satisfactory  administration  of  the 
Poor-laws. 

Lord  Althorp  had  not  heard  anything  to 
convince  him  of  the  propriety  of  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  proposed.  He 
did  not  think  the  evils  which  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  seemed  to  deprecate,  were 
likely  to  occur.  The  Boeid  of  Guardians 
was  so  constituted,  that  it  would,  in  his 
opinkm,  lead  to  a  most  satisfactory  and 
well-regulated  provision  for  the  deserving 
industrious  poor;  and  as  to  the  interference 
of  the  Magistrates,  although  in  some  cases 
it  might  have  been  advantageous,  it  was  in 
no  way  generally  essential,  or  even  advis- 
able in  the  administration  of  the  Poor* 
laws. 

Mr.  Cobbett  maintained,  that  the  clause 
would  create  a  parcel  of  paid  overseers, 
who  would  be  the  curse  of  the  country. 
Paid  overseers  had  produced  all  the 
riots  and  burnings  in  Hampshire  [^  iVb, 
no'*'\  and  so  great  was  the  aversion  they 
had  excited,  that  twenty  of  them  had  been 
carted  by  the  people  out  of  their  parishes. 
[''  iVb,  no."]  What  hon.  Member  was  there 
who  dared  to  contradict  him  ?  [laughter,'] 

Mr.  Halcomb  begged  distinctly  to  con- 
tradict the  hon.  Member.  He  had  him- 
self been  present  at  the  trials  in  Hamp- 
shire, and  the  hon.  Member  was  quite 
wrong  in  his  assertions. 

Mr.  Goring  also  denied  the  correctness 
of  the  hon.  Member's  allegations.  If 
that  hon.  Member  would  look  to  his  own 
writings  he  would  find  the  true  cause  of 
the  burnings  and  riots  to  which  he  had 
referred.  Had  that  hon.  Member  forgot- 
ten the  case  of  Goodman,  and  the  confes- 
sion made  by  that  unfortunate  individual 
previous  to  his  ascending  the  scaffold,  that 
the  writings  and  speeches  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Oldham  had  induced  him  to 
commit  those  crimes  of  incendiarism  for 
which  he  was  about  to  suffer? 

Mr.  Cobbett  denied  having  ever  uttered 
the  sentiments  which  the  paper,  purport- 
ing to  be  the  confession  of  Goodman 
ascribed  to  him;  and  stated  that  103 
respectable  individuals  from  Battle  were 
ready  to  confirm  his  declaration.  In 
fact,  it  had  been  proved  at  the  trial  that 
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Goodman  had  set  fire  to  levetal  stacks 
from  private  malice,  and  had  been  stimu- 
lated by  the  parson  and  others  to  make 
the  £abricated  confession  with  the  view  of 
fomishing  the  merciful  and  gracious  Whig 
Government  with  some  pretext  for  bring- 
ing him  (Mr.  Cobbett)  to  trial.  The 
whole  was  a  base  conspiracy;  and  even 
now  he  was  ready  to  prove,  that  several 
individuals  in  Battle  had  actually  received 
public  money  for  carrying  it  on.  The 
charge  was  as  false  as  the  hon.  Member's 
assertions  would  be  if  he  did  not  believe 
them  to  be  true.  The  life  of  the  indivi- 
dual, too,  had  actually  been  spared,  be- 
cause he  had  put  his  band  to  the  fabri- 
oafed  confession ;  while  another  unfortu- 
nate man  had  b^n  taken  from  the  same 
gaol,  and,  although  not  half  so  guilty, 
had  suffered  the  extreme  penalty  of  the 
law. 

Mr.  Goring  had  seen  the  original  con- 
fession, and  to  show  that  there  had  been 
no  fabrication  in  the  document,  the  first 
name  appended  to  it  as  a  witness  was 
that  of  the  sheriff  of  the  place. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment: Ayes  25;  Noes  127 — Majority 
102. 

The  Clause  agreed  to. 

List  of  the  Aybs. 


Aslley,  Sir  J. 
Attwood,  T. 
Baines,  £. 
Bennett,  J. 
BlackstoDe,  W.  S. 
Butler,  Colonel 
Cobbett,  W. 
Durham,  Sir  P. 
Finn,\V.F. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Godson,  R. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
>Hodge«,  T.  L. 
Jacob,  £• 


Knatchbull,  Sir  £. 
O'Connell,  M. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A, 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Tower,  C.  T. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J. 
Vy  vyan,  Sir  R. 
Williams,  Colonel 
Willonghby,  Sir  H. 
Wood,  Colonel 

TELLEB. 

Scrope,  P. 


The  Clauses  to  the  69th  inclusive 
were  agreed  to,  except  the  55th  and  57th 
which  were  postponed. 

The  House  resumed.  The  Committee 
to  sit  again. 

London  Port  Dues  Acts.]  The 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
on  the  London  Port  Dues  Acts. 
'  Mr.  Pouleit  Thomson  said,  that  his 
object  was,  to  introduce  a  Bill,  founded 
upon  the  Resolution  of  the  Committee 
for  the  reduction  of  these  dues,  wherehy 
the  city  of  London  would  be  benefited 


to  the  extent  of  40,000/.  a-year.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  with  the 
details,  but  would  enter  fully  into  them 
when  the  Bill  was  before  it. 

The  Resolution  agreed  to,  and  the 
House  resumed. 

Capital  Punishment  Bill.]  On 
the  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  for  the 
third  reading  of  this  Bill, 

The  Attorney  General  objected  to  the 
burglary  Clause,  which  he  considered 
would  leave  the  law  in  a  state  of  greater 
absurdity  than  at  present.  It  was  in- 
tended that  no  man  should  be  punished 
with  death  unless  he  entered  a  house  with 
his  whole  body,  it  being  now  sufficient, 
in  order  to  constitute  a  burglary,  that  a 
pane  of  glass  be  broken.  But  the  getters- 
up  of  burglaries,  and  the  most  guilty  per- 
sons, aiding  in  the  crime,  if  they  abstained 
from  entenng  the  house,  would  escape 
capital  punishment.  It  was  well  known, 
that  the  practice  was,  for  those  who  plan- 
ned the  offence  to  induce  boys  to  get 
inside,  and  thus  the  guilty  would,  if  this 
clause  were  continued,  escape  the  severer 
punishment.  With  every  disposition  to 
abate  the  severity  of  our  law,  he  could 
not  consent  to  this  clause. 

Mr.  Bemal  admitted,  that  there  were 
and  must  be,  unavoidable  anomalies  in 
dealing  with  the  law  upon  this  subject ; 
but  he  trusted,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  not  press  his  objection 
to  this  clause. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,  that,  though  the  Bill 
might  be  open  to  some  objections,  yet 
upon  the  whole  he  thought  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  proposed  alteration 
was  preferable  to  the  existing  law. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  third  time. 

The  Attorney  General  moved  the  omis- 
sion of  the  Clause  to  which  he  objected, 
which  was  assented  to,  and  the  Bill 
passed. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday 9  June  16,  1834. 

MfNOTSS.]  Bilb.  The  Royal  Anent  was  given  by  Com- 
nladoa  to  Um  Hoiue  Duty  Repeal ;  Equitable  Apportioo- 
menti  t  and  fovty-aevon  private  BiUi.— Bilb  brought  in : — 
Valuation  of  Counties;  Capital  Puniihmenta.— Read  a 
fliiid  time :— Mhiistan  of  Chuxcfaet  (Scotland). 

PMUoiia  pnaentad.  By  the  Bad  of  Elsqm,  Lorda  Cawdob, 
RoLUB,  and  another  Nobls  Lord,  ftom  a  Number  of 
Plaoes,  for  ProteetUm  to  the  EstabHahed  Church,  and 
agiUiMt  the  Ctaimi  of  the  Ditaentera.— By  Lord  Cawdor, 
and  another  Nobls  Loan,  ftom  aeveral  PhuM,— againat 
the  Adminion  of  the  Diiaenten  to  the  Univerritiei.—- By 
the  Duke  of  SornsBiiANO,  ftom  the  Staflbtdihire  Coal 


436 


Lonimamd 


{LORDS} 


Wu^min  BanIL 


495 


HUM  rmpiiilmi,  te  Bscvpttiig  mth  Pwpmftf  Awn 

r>om  Iueei.—ByViteou]it  Lorton,  from  Um  Ckfgy  of 
IreUnd,  fbr  Relief.— By  die  Eart  of  RosatnT,  from 
GMguBMk.  for  proteifliMtotlieOmiAotfnifltlMi 
By  the  Itoqueaof  LAiieBOWii,  from  Cekuttit,  lor  the 
Exteoskm  of  TrUl  by  Jury  to  Civil  Cases  t  from  Britiah 
end  Native  Indiem  of  Cekotle,  to  enefale  ttiem  to  hold 
end  taiMnitto  tlMlr  Heire  Reel  Piiopirty«*By  «  Hobuk 
hom»,  from  aeveral  Plaoaa.  egainat  the  Sepantion  of 
Church  and  State.— By  the  Earl  of  HABVTsaron,  from 
KincaidiDe,  for  a  Clanae  ia  the  Miaialm  «f  Chadia^ 
BBl. 

Ministers  of  Chueches  (Scot- 
land.] On  the  MotioQ  of  the  Earl  of 
Rosebery,  the  Ministers  of  Churches 
(Scotland)  Bill  was  read  a  third  time. 

On  the  Motion,  that  the  Bill  do  pats. 

The  Earl  of  Haddingtw^  proposed  an 
additional  clause,  the  first  [mrt  of  which 
provided,  that  in  any  parish  in  which  the 
pation  bad  built  or  endowed  a  chapel  at 
bis  own  expense,  the  law  should  remain 
as  it  stood,  with  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  minister ;  and  the  second  part 
provided,  that  where  a  patron  and  heritors 
united  in  building  and  endowing  a  chapel, 
there  the  law  should  stand  as  it  did,  unless 
heritors  who  had  contributed  to  the  amount 
of  a  >  fourth  part  of  the  money  expended 
should  object,  in  which  case  the  appoint* 
ment  of  the  minister  should  fall  under  the 
operation  of  the  new  measure. 

The  Earl  of  Ronbery  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  first  part  of  the  noble  Earl's 
proposition;  but  maintained,  that  the 
adoption  of  the  second  part  would  produce 
very  injurious  effects  to  the  general  work* 
ing  of  the  Bill.  The  distinction  it  would 
create  would  be  a  great  evil,  and  would 
excite  dissatisfaction,  by  separating  the 
higher  and  the  lower  classes.  He  there- 
fore could  not  agree  to  the  second  part  of 
the  clause. 

The  Earl  of  Haddmgton  had  no  wish 
to  sow  dissension,  as  bis  noble  friend  said 
would  be  the  effect  of  his  clause ;  what  he 
wished  was,  to  prevent  the  unnecessary  in- 
terference of  Church  Courts  which,  though 
necessary 'in  large  towns  where  the  contri- 
butors were  numerous,  would  be  injurious 
in  country  places  where  the  chapels  were 
built  by  a  few  score  persons. 

The  first  part  of  the  clause  was  agreed 
to.  On  the  second  part  their  Lordships 
divided — Contents  33 ;  Not  Contents  43. 
Majority  10. 

The  Bill  waa  passed. 

LoNboK  AND  Westminster  Bank.] 
The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  London  and  Westminster 


Bank  was  laad.    Counsel  were  heisd  on 
the  Bill. 

The  Lord  ChamoBlUnr  then  aaid,  partly 
fffom  the  great  number  of  pmoos,  and 
from  the  extent  of  the  iateiests  involved  in 
this  concern  or  aoheme— he  did  not  wish 
to  use  an  offensive  tem^— partly  (though 
th«re  was  not  the  least  g^round  fi>r  an  isa* 
putalion  of  impropriety  in  this  caae)  on 
aceoont  of  the  use  that  might  be  made  /of 
it,  if  the  decision  come  to  was  not  per> 
fectly  satisfectory  to  the  mind  of  hb  Ma>> 
jesty's  sulqects,  for  this  woukl  probably 
not  be  the  only  application  that  would  be 
made*-*knowMig,  too,  that  the  opinkma 
in  Westminster  Hall  were  not  nnanimons 
on  the  matter,  inasmuch  as  several  very 
eminent  lawyers  and  other  individuals,  on 
whose  opinions  the  public  placed  much 
reliance  (and  th^  certainly  were  entitki 
to  great  respect)  disagreed  as  to  the  legidity 
of  this  Bill ;  and  partly*  also,  because  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  for  the  Bank  of. 
England  itself,  as  well  as  more  to  be  de- 
sin^,  widi  reference  to  the  Legislature  s — 
on  these  accounts,  in  his  opinion,  this 
question  oug^t  to  be  properly  discussed, 
and  once  for  all  decided.  With  these 
views,  he  was  about  to  suggest  to  .their 
Lordships  a  course  of  preceding  which 
would  give  them  little  or  no  trouble,  and, 
in  hisjudgment,  would  lead  to  a  satisfactory 
result.  He  proposed,  that  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  who, 
in  his  absence,  acted  for  him  as  Deputy 
Speaker  of  their  Lordships'  House,  should 
be  allowed  to  sit  any  morning  that  might 
be  convenient  to  the  learned  Judges,  and 
with  them  decide  the  question  he  would 
submit  to  them.  He  proposed  merely  to 
bring  under  their  view  the  former  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  the  provisions  of  the  pre* 
sent  Act.  Having  looked  at  which,  he 
would  ask  them  whether  it  would  be  an 
infraction  of  the  rights  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, secured  to  them  by  the  existing  sta- 
tutes, to  pass  the  present  Bill  ?  If  their 
answer  was  in  the  affirmative,  that 
would  put  an  end  to  all  doubt  on  the 
subject.  But  be  was  not  equally  certain, 
if  they  were  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  no 
infraction,  regard  being  had  to  the  under- 
standing of  the  parties  at  the  time  the 
contract  was  made  with  the  Bank ;  if  they 
were  of  opinion  that,  legally  and  techpicaliy 
speaking,  there  would  be  no  infraction, 
he  was  not,  he  repeated,  equally  cer- 
tain that  Uie  parties  interested  in  the 
London  and  Westminster  B«ik  would 
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tfaeic^  «cq«im  a  light  to  deiMiiid  a 
decision,  which  the  passing  of  the  Bjll 
wobU  oerlaidy  be  ia  their  f«v«nr.  If 
their  Lordships  were  sRting  only  jndi- 
cially,  the  case  would  be  very  different; 
but  if  the  parties  had  the  law  with 
tiiem,  it  did  not  follow  that  their  Loitl- 
ships,  as  a  legislative  assembly,  woidd 
decide  in  fatour  of  tlie  ezpediettey  of 
the  measure.  He  had  a  strong  opinion 
as  to  what  was  likely  to  be  the  fesult  of 
the  opinions  of  the  Judges.  He  thought 
that,  on  the  whole,  this  would  be  the  most 
aatislactory  mode.  li  would  gm  their 
Lordships  no  trouble.  One  counsel  could 
state  what  were  the  Acts,  and  then  the 
Judges  oeuld  d^ver  their  opioioDS  on  tiie 
Act. 

The  Duke  of  TTeOu^lo)!  attached  gmat 
importance  to  Ifie  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  if  the  opinion  of  the  Judges 
was,  that  legally  there  would  be  so  in- 
fraction, that  would  not  decide  the  ques- 
tion. Re  came  down  to  the  House  to 
support  his  Msjesty's  Government  in  the 
bargain  it  had  made  with  the  Bank.  An 
officer  of  the  Government  having  stated, 
in  another  place,  that  it  had  made  that 
bargain  with  the  Bank,  in  his  opinion  it 
ou^t  to  be  confirmed.  He  did  not  like 
any  part  of  this  transaction.  He  did  not 
like,  that  the  Bank  of  Engird  should  be 
placed  in  the  hands. of  Government  or 
Parliament,  in  order  to  have  it  determined 
whether  its  rights  should  be  granted  or 
not.  He  believed,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  stated  quite  truly  when  he  said,  that, 
if  the  application  now  made  to  them  were 
approved,  it  would  not  be  the  only  ap» 
plication  of  the  kind  they  would  have. 
The  difficulty  they  were  now  in  was  one 
of  the  consequences  of  the  declaratory 
clause  introduced  in  the  Bill  of  last  Sea* 
sion,  and  foreseen  and  foretold  when  that 
Bill  was  under  discussion.  He  was  sorry 
to  see  the  Bank  of  England  exposed  to 
this  descriptwn  of  discussion  ;  because, 
on  some  future  occasion,  their  Lordships 
might  be  influenced  by  it.  He  agreed, 
that  the  only  way  was,  to  refer  the  ques- 
tion to  the  Judges;  but,  after  their  opinion 
was  given,  if  it  was  unfavourable  to  the 
Bank  of  England,  he  should  be  ready  to 
come  down  to  support  his  Majesty's  Go* 
vemment  in  carrying  into  effect  that  bar- 
gain, to  the  full  execution  of  which  the 
Government  was  pledged. 

The  Lord  ChanceUor^  in  order  that 
there  might  be  tio  doubt  on  the  eqlyect, 


would  express  his  fuH  concurrence  in  the 
view  taken  by  the  noble  Duke  as  to  what 
ought  to  be  their  ooorse,  if  it  should  be 
found  that  the  law  was  not  with  the  Bank 
of  England*  If,  from  any  communication, 
or  any  eerrespondeoce  between  the  Bank 
of  England  and  the  Government,  it  should 
appear  to  him  that,  to  concede  to  the  pse- 
sent  applicants  the  legal  right  would  be 
to  involve  a  breach  of  confidence  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  he  would  not 
call  on  them  to  act  on  the  strict  right, 
but  would  put  the  question  to  them  on 
the  higher  ground  of  legislative  expedi* 
ency,  and  ask  them  to  give  that  view  of  it 
the  preference. 

The  Mnquess  of  Bute  said,  that  the 
pieties  interested  in  the  London  and  West- 
minster bank  were  anxioos  and  ready  to 
have  the  question  decided*  He  had  no 
private  interest  in  this  matter,  but,  if  be 
had,  he  trusted,  that  none  of  their  Lord^ 
ships,  nor,  indeed,  any  individual  in  the 
country,  would  believe  he  would,  on  that 
account,  endeavour  to  influence  their 
Lordships  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Unless, 
however,  the  Government  should  be  able 
to  show  a  specific  contract  with  the  Bank 
of  England,  or  such  a  contract  as  would 
render  it  dishonest  to  pass  the  Bill,  he 
hoped,  that  those  who  were  interested 
would  not  be  debarred  from  a  common- 
law  right. 

The  Earl  oY  Sldon  said,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve, that  there  was  a  more  honest  man 
in  the  kingdom  than  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down,  but  he,  nevertheless, 
must  dissent  fromthe  noble  Lord's  opinion 
on  the  present  question.  IfWonld  be  im- 
possible for  him  to  give  his  consent  to  this 
measure,  if  it  should  turn  out  that  there 
existed  an  understanding  between  the 
Bank  and  the  Government  that  no  such 
company  as  the  one  proposed  should  be 
established. 

Earl  Qrey  was  quite  sure,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  was  quite  incapable  of  being  in- 
fluenced by  any  private  interest  he  might 
have  in  the  present  question.  For  his  own 
part,  he  'had  a  strong  opinion,  that  to 
grant  the  privileges  sought  by  the  Lon- 
don and  Westminster  ^Bank  would  be  in- 
consistent with  those  exclusive  privileges 
which  the  Bank  of  England  by  law  pos- 
sessed. Though  he  could  not  say,  that 
any  specific  contract,  such  as  that  alluded 
to  by  the  noble  Marquess  had  been  made, 
yet,  no  doubt,  there  was  an  understanding 
between  Government  and  the  Bank  of 
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Engiaod,. that  those  priftlagw  whieh  it 
had  before  poeseseedt  ^oold  be  preserved 
to  it.  In  the  first  instaBce,  he  thought^ 
it  wduld  be  better  to  hsre  the  opinion  of 
the  Jodges;  nor  could  he  conceive  there 
could  be  any  doubt  of  the  Judges  giving 
their  opinion.  The  question  was,  whether 
the  granting  of  certain  privileges  to  this 
Joint  Stock  Company  would  be  inoon* 
sistent  with  those  privileges  which  were 
enjoyed  under  the  existing  laws  by  the 
Bank  of  England.  He  believed,  that 
similar  questions  had  been  put  to  the 
Judges  l)efbre ;  and  he  did  not  know  any 
instance  in  which  they  had  declined 
answering.  If  their  Lordships  would,  in 
the  first  place,  then,  depend  on  the  con- 
struction of  the  law,  and  next,  on  that 
general  consideration  of  good  faith  arising 
out  of  the  contract  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Bank,  he  had  no  difficulty 
in  saying,  that,  in  introducing  the  decla- 
ratory clause  they  had  no  idea  whatever 
that  any  privileges,  secured  to  the  Bank 
under  the  existing  laws,  would  be  in  any 
degree  affected. 

Further  consideration  of  the  question 
adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  June  16,  1834. 

MiiruTBi^l  New  Write  oidarad.  On  Um  Motion  oT  Mr. 
CBABUI8  Wood,  for  Ch«tbam«  in  the  room  of  W.  L. 
Mabseliy,  Esq.,  Commivkmer  of  Customs;  for  Elgin 
Buiglis,  in  the  loom  of  A.  L.  Hat«  Bs^,  Clfltli  of  ttie 


Bill.    Reed  a  thUd  time : — County  Coronen. 

Petitions  pfCKntcd.  By  Mr.  EwAmr,  tram  Uveipool;  md 
by  Mr.  Wiuca,  ftom  «  GeogRfilloa  la  SouUmaifc,— 
•giiast  the  Propped  Meeiure  of  Church  lUtci.*-By  Mr. 
StanucTi  ftxnn  St.  Mary,  Newington,  for  Protection  to 
the  EstdiUshed  Church.-^By  Sir  Jamis  6cAnLRT«  fkom 
Bpnm,  egiriutthe  VnknaiA&f  Admiwion  BilL— By  Mr. 
J.  Mazwsll,  from  Roiemarkiei  in  Support  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland. — By  Sir  Wiluam  Horxs,  firom  the 
Debtors  Confined  in  the  Gaols  of  London  and  MliMUatA, 
for  the  AboUtioa  of  ImprisQiimeDt  for  Debt.— By  Mr. 
DuNOOMBS.  Lord  Osbcuton,  and  others,  ttam.  several 
Places,— against  the  Claims  of  the  Dissenters. — ^By  Mr. 
Fabakbklbt,  ftom  Stoodley,  ag&lnst  the  SepaiallOD  of 
Chiuch  and  StatSb-^By  the  Lobj>  Aj>tocatb»  ftom  the 
General  Aawmbly  of  Sootland,  for  Endowing  Sdiools  in 
all  Highland  Distzicts.— By  Mr.  Fbbdbrick  Shait,  Atom 
Um  Clotgy  of  Ivdaad,  afitnit  Ineantanta  paying  Anther 
Instatayeote  on  Loans  for  Glebe-Houses.  By  Colonel 
Abbutrrot,  Mr.  Robbbt  Palmbb,  and  Mr.  Wood, 
from  four  Ptoees,— agslnst  Uie  Poor  Law  Amendneat 
BUL— By  Sir  Ronsr  PBMiuaoiif  Iktui  Lw^dundairy, 
for  an  Inquiry  into  the  Constitution  of  the  Irish  Society.— 
By  Sir  Ricbabd  Naoli,  fkom  Multiftmbam,  forapplyiqg 
Tithes  and  Church  Pn^perty  towards  the  Support  of  the 
Chmch;  fkom  Kilbiggu,  for.  the  AboUtian  of  Tithes^— 
By  Colonel  L.  Hat,  firom  Arbroath,  for  the  Repeal  ot  the 
Reciprocity  of  Duties  Act— By  Colonel  Sbalb,  fkom 
Toibay  and  Brizhan,  igBinrt  the  InpoitMioQ  of  Forrign 
Fish  In  Foreign  VeMds  into  the  London  Markets.— By 
MiOor  Bbauclbbk,  firom  the  Thames  Tunnel  Company, 
for  a  Loan  of  Exchequer  Bills  to  coaUe  Chan  to  eom- 


ptole  fStm  TnupL-.By  Mr.  Lm  Lb*,-..*-.         ,  „,^ 

against  the  General  R^istar  BllL— By  the  Lobd  Asto- 
cAn,  fhm  the  Piesbytaiy  of  Bdintaffh,  for  ai  taeraMd 
Doer  on  SpWtot  tett  ttie  gahnnlmaslwt  of  Abwdbsn, 
and  other  Plaoest  and  by  Colonel  L.  Hat,  from  thoae 
of  sereral  Places,  ftyr  an  Increaied  Stipend.— By  Mr. 
Airmnw  JoBMemm,  ftom  St.  Aadraw^ 

Captain  WBMvaa,  from  sereral  Places,  for  a 
System  of  Church  Patronise  In  Scotland.— By  Mr.  A«- 
M»ir  JonfaiowB,  ftom  Copir,  for  Um  Repeal  of  the 
Oon  Lawa.— By  Mr.  Caixaitdab,  ftom  Fordiayi  for  the 
Support  of  the  Church  of  Scotland.— By  Mr.  J.  H. 
YiTiAif ,  ftom  Swansea  t  and  Mr.  Lbb  Lbs,  ftom  Walk, 
•«for  Rdtof  to  the  DlssiiHets  By  Sir  Gbobob  Sninn- 
LAjro,  ftoca  the  Sodatyof  Friends,  ooUeetlTely,  for  the 
AboBtion  of  Tithes,  Church  Rates,  and  all  other  Ecrirsha- 
tleal  Impoets^— By  Mr.  Fbbdbbick  Sbaw,  Mr.  Caiaav- 
»BB,  Colonel  Lirra  Hat«  and  Mr.  Lbb  Lbb,  ftom  fonr 
Places,  for  the  Better  Obserranoeof  the  Sabbath.— By  Mr. 
Ajn»BBW  JoBBBTON,  fhBB  B  Soottleh  GoogRgBtion  in 
London,  hs  foToorof  the  Lotd%  Day  Ohwrfauus 
By  Sir  SowABB  KMATcanuLL,  flmn  Peekham, 
Beer-hottsee;  and  ftom  two  Places,  against  the  Sale  of 
Beer  Aet — ^By  Mr.  Hall  Dabb.  fkom  St  Albaali,  afeiasC 
the  AdniiBlon  of  FmeaBien  BUL— By  Mesas.  Robbbt 
Palkbb.  Fasaxbblbt,  Roaa,  Hall  Dabb*  Doboombb, 
and  Sir  Eowabb  Kkatckbull,  fkom  sereral  Places^— for 
Prateetlon  to  the  Established  Chuieh.— By  Sir  Robbbt 
Batbboit,  ikom  DramaclinaB,  gainst  the  Mal-apptOpi<atfon 
of  the  Money  leried  under  the  Cliolem  Prevention  Acti 
fkom  Newtownllmaverfy,  and  by  Mr.  A.  SsMroBO,  frata. 
tinea  Pboes,  gainst  DrankcUMSs.— By  Mr.  Fimnnir, 
ftom  Balhrigpw,  fbr  Inquiry  and  Relief  to  ttie  Wsh 
Fisheries ;  fkom  two  Places,  against  the  Roed  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment  Bni.— By  Mr.  HAtroBO,  and  Mr.  Hoobbb 
Hiw8B%  fkom  sefeval  Plaee*,  afsinet  the  UnivanMes 
BJJL 


Burning  of  a  Bible.]  Mr.  Shaw 
said,  that  he  mast  beg  the  particular  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  petition  whieh 
he  had  to  present;  it  was  of  a  very  un- 
common  nature,  and  one  which  it  was 
extremely  painful  to  him  to  bring  forward. 
It  related  to  an  act  committed  by  a  Roman 
Catholic  clergyman,  which  had  caused  a 
great  sensation,  and  given  very  just  ofience 
in  the  neighbourhood  in  which  it  occurred : 
it  was  the  ostentatious  burning  of  a  Bible 
at  Shinrone,  in  the  King's  County,  at 
noon-day,  in  the  most  public  manner,  and 
under  very  aggravating  circumstances. 
He  did  not  desire  to  accompany  the  pre- 
sentation of  the  petition  wiilk  a  single  ob- 
servation that  could  give  rise  to  an  un- 
pleasant discussion  in  the  House,  or  hurt 
the  feelings  of  any  person  out  of  the 
House.  It  was,  however,  right,  that  the 
facts  should  be  known;  and  it  was, 
moreover,  his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of 

'  e» 

the  House  to  the  petition,  which  was  most 
respectfully,  and,  indeed,  mildly  worded, 
as  well  as  most  respectably  and  nume- 
rously signed.  He  should,  on  that  point, 
have  been  glad  to  have  referred  to  the 
members  of  the  King's  County,  had  they 
been  in  their  places.  It  was  signed  by 
about  600'  persons,  including  the  names 
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of  ft  deputy  lieutenanf — a  near  relative*  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Oxraantown)  who 
•represented  the  county — of  several  Magis- 
trates, and  all  the  respectable  residents  of 
the  neighbourhood,  without  distinction  of 
political  opinion.  The  facts  he  had  taken 
pains  to  ascertain.  They  had  been  fur- 
nished to  him  by  a  Mr.  Atkinson,  a 
Magistrate  of  the  county,  and  a  resident 
gentleman  of  the  highest  character  and 
station,  and  they  were  as  follows:-^ There 
was  on  the  estate  of  that  gentleman,  a 
poor  family  of  the  name  of  M*Guinness  : 
the  eldest  daughter  was  on  her  death*bed 
in  the  last  stage  of  consumption,  and  the 
priest  of  the  parish  came  to  visit  her ;  he 
observed  on  a  shelf,  in  her  sick  room, 
some  books,  from  which  he  took  the  Bible 
in  question ;  he  inveighed  against  its 
mischievous  and  dangerous  tendency; 
and  much  and  sincerely  as  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
differed  from  him  in  that  respect,  it  was 
not  of  those  opinions,  or  the  expression  of 
them  to  the  poor  family,  that  he  (Mr.  | 
Shaw)  complained --but  of  the  act  which 
immediately  followed.  The  priest  required 
that  the  Bible  should  be  forthwith  burned ; 
the  mother  and  daughter  strongly  pro- 
tested against  any  such  desecration  of  a 
book  from  which  they  had  derived  so 
much  gratification  and  comfort;  for  it 
seemed,  that  the  daughter  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  reading  this  Bible  to  her 
father  when  he  returned  from  his  daily 
labour;  however,  the  priest  persisted, 
carried  out  the  Bil>le  to  the  public  road, 
where  he  called  for  fire ;  after  some  hesi- 
tation, a  lighted  coal  was  brought  by  an 
old  woman  from  the  adjoining  hamlet, 
which  was  applied  by  the  priest  to  the 
Bible,  and  he  then  carried  it  back  into 
the  cottage  and  threw  it  into  the  fire.  In 
the  mean  time  (and  this  proves  the  value 
the  owner  set  upon  that  book)  the  poor 
sick  girl  had  concealed  a  Testament  which 
bad  stood  by  the  Bible  in  her  bed,  and 
the  yonnger  daughter  was  despatched  to 
the  field  to  call  her  father ;  he  hastened 
to  the  cottage,  and  Mr.  Atkinson's  letter 
quotes  the  very  words  of  that  poor  roan : 
be  said  "he  saw  the  Bible  spread  out 
open  a  large  fire,  and  the  priest  standing 
over  it— that  he  (M'Guinness)  took  up  a 
spade,  upon  which  be  lifted  it  out  of  the 
fire,  but  it  had  been  quite  consumed/' 
Mr.  Atkinson's  letter  continues.  "  This 
short  statement  of  the  facts  is  all  that  has 
transpired ;  and  the  only  surprise  ist  that 
»pon  such  a  subject  even  so  much  inform*- 


ation  should- be  obtained.  I  owe  my 
knowledge  of  it  to  the  accident  of  the 
a&ir  having  taken  place  upon  my  own 
property;  w^ere,  perhaps,  my  trifling  in- 
fluence procured  me  information  which 
another  might  not  have  obtained.  Although 
there  were  many  witnesses,  all  of  whom 
strongly,  and  many  I  believe  sincerely, 
reprobate  the  act,  yet  they  are  unwilling 
and  afraid  to  speak  of  it;  the  fact  is, 
however,  so  notorious,  that  no  attempt 
has  been  made  to  deny  it."  He  wouU, 
on  the  present  occasion,  abstain  from  any 
comment  on  the  transaction  as  regarded 
its  religious  character ;  he  only  held  then 
to  impeach  it  as  a  gross  violation  of  the 
rights  of  conscience  and  of  private  pro- 
perty, and  as  a  great  offence  against  pub- 
lic decency  and  decorum.  He  disclaimed 
all  political  motive  in  presenting  the  peti- 
tion, and  in  that  he  could  be  borne  out 
by  the  worthy  Alderman  (Alderman 
Copeland),  the  member  for  Coleraine,  in 
whose  hands  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  hoped, 
and  was  most  anxious,  that  the  petition 
should  have  been  placed,  and  from  whom 
he  believed  -it  would  receive  every  sup- 
port. That  circumstance,  and  also  an 
application  to  the  authorities  in  Ireland 
having  been  made  for  redress,  but  without 
any  good  effect,  had  caused  some  delay 
in  the  matter  being  brought  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  Alderman  Copeland  did  not  rise  to 
prolong  the  discussion ;  but,  having  taken 
pains  to  ascertain  the  facts  of  the  case,  he 
felt  bound  to  say,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  had' stated  them  most  correctly. 
The  conduct  of  the  priest,  on  that  occa- 
sion, was  such  as  all  men  must  deprecate. 
He  regretted,  that  Government  had  not 
noticed  the  conduct  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin,  which  he  (Alderman  Copeland) 
considered  to  be  very  improper.  He  con- 
curred entirely  in  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tion, and  he  felt  great  pleasure  in  sup- 
porting it. 

Mr.  O^Dwyer  said,  that  the  Archbishop 
of  Dublin  had  already  paid  every  attention 
to  this  afiair,  and  he  thought  the  whole 
matter  was  to  be  attributed  to  the  attempts 
of  certain  fanatical  gentlemen  of  the 
Establishment,  one  of  whom  had  impro- 
perly interfered  with  the  priest,  and  the 
latter  seemed  to  have  retaliated  in  a  very 
improper  manner  certainly ;  but  he  begged 
the  House  to*  suspend  their  judgment  on 
the  case.  . 
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Mr.  Feargui  ffCkmner  wMf  ike  tet 
that  the  priest  could  get  no  one  to  nsiit 
him  in  this  act,  was  a  proof  of  the  moralily 
of  the  people  of  Queen's  Coonty. 

Mr.  Fimeh  said,  h  was  a  matter  of 
great  importance,  that  the  Protestants  of 
EDgland  should  know  the  trae  spirit  and 
character  of  the  Church  of  Rome*— parti- 
Cttlerly  at  the  present  asooMnt,  waca  k 
was  not  at  aU  improbable,  that  a  Motion 
wonid  be  submitted  to  the  Honse  for  the 
purpose  of  diyertiog  a  portion  of  the  reve- 
nues (rom  the  uses  of  the  Established 
Church  and  appropriating  them  to  the 
Church  of  Rome.  Every  one  who  was  at 
all  acquainted  with  Ireland  must  know  the 
influence  the  Roman  Catholic  priests 
possessed,  and  how  that  iofloeaoe  was 
used  to  prevent  the  people  from  reading 
the  Bible.  If  any  person  was  found  with  a 
Bible  in  his  possession  without  permission 
ftom  the  priest,  remission  of  his  sins  was 
refused  him.  [^^  NoJ*]  Heknew  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  of  tfome  better  than 
those  of  her  members  who  cried  *'  no,'*  and 
in  proof  of  his  assertion  would  read  an  ex- 
tract from  the  fourth  rule  de  iikrig  prohi' 
biiiif  set  forth  by  the  select  fathers, 
to  whom  the  Synod  of  Trent  committed 
this  charge,  and  approved  and  confirmed 
by  Pius  4th. — **  Since  it  is  manifest  by 
experience,  that  if  the  holy  Bibles  in  the 
vulgar  lauguage  are  permitted  to  be  read 
every  where  without  discrimination,  more 
harm  than  good  arises,  let  the  judgment 
of  the  bishop  or  inquisitor  be  abided  by 
in  this  particular.  So  that,  after  con- 
sulting with  the  parish  minister  or  the 
confessor,  they  may  grant  permission  to 
read  translations  of  the  scriptures  made 
by  Cathcdic  authors,  to  those  whom 
they  diall  have  understood  to  be  able  to 
receive  no  harm,  but  an  increase  of  faith 
and  piety  from  such  reading,  which 
faculty  let  them  have  in  writing.  But 
whosoever  shall  presume  to  read  these 
Bibles,  or  have  them  in  poesession  without 
such  faculty,  shall  not  be  capable  of  re- 
ceiving absdution  of  their  sins,  unless 
they  have  first  given  up  their  Bibles  to 
the  ordinary."  The  boa.  Member  said 
it  was  notorious  that  the  priests  in  Ireland 
acted  in  strict  accordance  with  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  Council  of  Trent, 
and  in  proof  of  this  he  would  read  an  ex- 
tract from  a  work  of  Dr.  Doyle's,  signed 
J.  K.  L.  '<!  heard,"  said  Dr.  Doyle, 
**  of  a  poor  man  in  the  county  of  Kildare, 
who  when  I  gave  him  a  Biblei  venerated 


it  osons  dian  any  thing  he  poesessed,  but 
having  been  fisvonred  by  tne  lady  of  his 
master  with  one  of  the  society's  Bibles 
without  note  or  comment,  aooepted  it 
with  all  the  reverence  whic^  the  fear  of 
losing  his  situation  inspired.  But  behold  I 
when  the  night  closed,  and  all  danger  of 
detection  was  removed,  he,  lest  he  should 
be  infected  with  heresy,  exhaled  from  the 
Protestant  bible  during  his  sleep,  took  it 
with  a  tongs,  for  he  woukl  not  defile  his 
touch  with  it,  and  buried  it  in  a  grave 
which  he  had  prepared  for  it  in  his  gar- 
den 1  I  do  admire  the  orthodoxy  of  thb 
Kildare  peasant,  nay,  I  admire  it  greatly, 
and  should  I  happen  to  meet  him,  I  shidt 
reward  him  for  his  zeal."  With  respect 
to  the  fenatical  attempts  of  the  Protestant 
clergy  to  propagate  truth,  he  contended 
that  they  were  pledged  at  their  ordination 
to  do  so ;  and  all  he  claimed  for  them 
was  the  same  degree  of  liberty  that  was 
enjoyed  by  the  Roman  Catholic  priests. 
It  was  notorious  that  in  the  north  of  Eng- 
land the  Roman  Catholic  priests  were  in 
the  habit  of  preaching  by  the  road  side, 
and  that  the  missionaries  of  the  Church 
of  Rome  were  most  indefatigable  in  their 
exertions  to  make  converts  to  their  creed. 
He  did  not  blame  them  for  this ;  but  he 
Uiooght  he  was  not  requiring  too  much, 
in  this  Protestant  country,  when  he 
claimed  the  same  privilege  for  the  Protest- 
ant clergy. 

Mr.  C.  Fiiziinum  denied,  that  it  was 
necessary  for  a  Roman  Catholic  to  have 
the  written  permission,  or  indeed  any 
permission  from  his  priest,  to  have  a  Bible 
in  his  possession.  He  stood  there  as  an 
avowed  Roman  Catholic,  and  he  defied 
contradiction  to  his  statement. 

Mr.  Plumptre  supported  the  prayer 
of  the  petition,  and  said,  that  there 
could  be  no  doubt  bat  that  the  mem- 
ben  of  the  Church  of  Rome  in  Ireland 
were  tyrannically  deprived  of  the  use 
of  the  Bible.  The  conduct]  of  the  priest 
on  the  occasion  alluded  to  was  of  a  dis- 
graceful and  afflicting  nature,  and  he 
could  scarcely  conceive  any  crime  of  a 
higher  character,  than  depriving  pervms 
who  were  willing  to  consult  it,  of  the  holy 
volume. 

Colonel  Perceval  considered  it  one  of 
the  greatest  outrages  that  could  be  com- 
mitted, to  take  away  the  Word  of  God, 
without  the  consent  of  the  poor  creatures, 
as  stated  by  his  hoo.  friend  (Mr.  Shaw,) 
and  confirmed  by  the  hon.  member  (at 
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Coferttine,  and,  not  •coDlent  with  this,  la- 
crilegiousl  J  to  bum  it.  Where,  he  would 
ask,  were  the  persons  aggrieved  to  seek 
for  redress  when  religion  merged  into  a 
political  despotism  ?—*when  the  Roman 
Catholic  priests  exercised  a  right  above 
the  law  ?  Where,  he  would  ask,  were  the 
.Representatives  of  the  people  at  large  to 
apply  for  redress  upon  such  oppressive 
and  unchristian  proceedings,  except  to 
Parliament  ?  He  thought  it  one  of  the 
greatest  corses  to  Ireland  that  the  priests 
were  above  the  law,  and  were  permitted 
to  do  what  they  liked  with  impunity.  No 
man  who  knew  anything  of  Ireland  could 
ttonbt,  that  the  Roman  Catholics  were 
prevented,  as  far  as  the  priests  could  pre» 
vent  them,  from  reading  the  Bible.  His 
authority  might  be  doubted,  but  if  the 
House  would  permit  him,  he  would  read 
a  short  extract,  which,  coming  from  the 
authority  it  dki,  would  satisfy  those  who 
appeared  to  have  a  doubt  upon  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  read  the  fbU 
lowing  extract  from  the  encyclical  letter  of 
Pope  Leo  16tfa,  dated  May  3,  1824,  and 
pablished  with  **  Pastoral  Instructions  to 
all  the  faithful,"  by  the  Archbishops  and 
Bishops  of  Ireland—'^  We,  also,  venerable 
brethren,  in  confonnity  with  our  apostolic 
duty,  exhort  you  to  turn  away  your  flock  by 
ail  means  from  these  poisonous  pastures 
(the  Scriptures  traoslatied  into  the  vulgar 
tongue).  Reprove,  beseech,  be  comtont, 
in  season  and  out  of  season,  in  all  patience 
and  doctrine,  that  the  faithful  intrusted  to 
you  (adhering  strictly  to  the  rules  of  our 
congregation  of  the  Index)  be  pefsmded, 
that  if  the  sacred  Scriptures  be  everywhere 
indiscriminately  published,  more  evil  than 
advantage  will  arise  thence,  on  account 
of  the  rashness  of  men'*— page  16,  Dr. 
Doyle,  it  was  notorious,  interdicted  the 
use  of  the  Scriptures  in  his  diooese,  and, 
in  the  sentiments  contained  in  the  passage 
which  he  had  just  read,  the  Irish  Prelates 
Goneurred.  Dr.  Doyle,  in  his  **  Pastoral 
Instructions,"  refers,  in  the  ibllowkig 
tevros,  to  the  passage : — **  Our  holy 
Father  recommends  to  the  observance  of 
the  faithful  a  rule  of  the  Congregation  of 
the  Index,  which  piohibrts  the  perusafl  of 
the  Sacred  Scriptures  in  the  vulgar  tongue, 
without  the  sanction  of  the  competent  au^ 
thorities.  His  Hdltness  wisely  remarks, 
*  that  more  evil  than  good  is  found  to  re- 
sult from  the  indiscriminate  persual  of 
them,'  and  in  this  sentiment  of  our  head 
and  chief  we  fully  concur."    It  was  the 


bounden  duty  of  Pariiament  to  protect 
the  peasantry  of  Ireland  in  the  free  exer-^ 
cise  of  opmion,  and  allow  no  man  to  ^le^ 
vent  his  reading  the  Word  of  Life.  No 
person  should  be  permitted  with  impunity 
to  invade  the  privacy  of  their  dwellings, 
and  lay  his  sarcrtlegtous  hands  upon  the 
Word  of  God.  He  hoped  the  time  was 
not  far  distant  when  the  Roman  Catholic 
priests  in  Ireland  would  be  brought  within 
the  law,  and  not  permitted  with  impunity 
to  oppress  those  who  wem  committed  to 
their  care.  Until  such  an  event  occurred, 
he  (Colonel  Perceval)  deqxiired  of  seeing 
Ireland  restored  to  tranquillity. 

Sk  Robert  Bataon  could  not  remain 
silent  when  he  heard  it  stated  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  priests  did  not  interfere 
to  prevent  the  peasantry  in  Ireland  from 
reading  the  Bible.  Residing  as  he  did  in 
the  north  of  Ireland,  where  the  majority  of 
the  people  were  Protestants,  he  knew,  ^at 
even  there  the  priests  did  interfere  to  pre- 
vent the  free  circulation  of  the  Scriptures. 
They  denied  the  rights  of  their  Chardi  to 
whole  families  where  even  the  ohildiea 
were  discovered  to  be  possessed  of  a  Bible. 
He  (Sir  Robert  Bateson)  could  not  oon« 
ceive  anything  more  calculated  to  shock 
the  feeliTigs  of  a  Christian  than  a  person 
forcibly  taking  away  the  Word  of  God 
from  a  sick  peasant  and  then  forcibly 
burning  it.  He  should  be  glad  to  becon* 
vinoed  that  this  was  the  only  histance  of 
such  disgraceful  conduct,  but  he  knew  the 
fact  to  1^  otherwise.  The  priesthood  of 
Ireland  possessed  a  power  above  the  law, 
and  they  exercised  that  power  so  tyranni- 
cally that  they  had  reduced  the  peasantry 
of  Ireland  to  the  most  abject  slavery. 
Cireumstances  of  the  nature  referred  to  in 
the  petition  were  of  frequent  occurrence 
in  Ireland,  and  he  hoped  some  means 
would  be  devised  to  pniee  the  Roumui 
CathoUc  priesthood  under  the  control  of 
the  law. 

The  Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Poor-laws'  Ambndmekt  < —  Com- 
mittee.] On  the  Question  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair  for  the  House  to 
go  into  a  Committee  on  the  Pter-laws 
Amendment  Bill, 

Mr.  Cobbett  rose  to  move  the  Resolu- 
tion of  whidi  be  had  given  notice.  The 
hon.  Member  read  the  Resolution  as  fol- 
lows :  — "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  whether  it  be  just  and 
expedient  to  enact^  that,  before  any  as- 
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•essment  forthe  relief  of  the  poor  shall  here- 
after be  made  apon  the  general  property, 
in  any  parish  of  England  or  Wales,  an  as- 
sessment shall  be  made  on  the  revenue  of 
the  incumbent  of  such  parish,  arising  outof 
the  benefice  thereof,  to  the  amount  of  one- 
fourth  of  the  nett  annual  amount  of  the 
said  revenue ;  that  a  like  assessment,  for 
the  same  purpose,  shall  be  made  on  all 
abbey  lands,  and  on  impropriate  tithes 
(if  such  there  be),  in  each  parish  respec- 
tively, to  the  amount  of  one-fourth  of  the 
nett  annual  receipt  from  the  rents  or  pro- 
fits of  such  abbey-lands,  or  such  impro- 
priate or  lay  tithes ;  that  no  other  assess- 
ment for  the  relief  of  the  poor  shall  be 
made  in  any  parish,  unless  the  amount 
of  these  assessments  shall  be  found  in- 
sufficient for  giving  relief  to  the  poor, 
according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
the  43rd  year  of  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth  ;  and  that,  if  these  assessments 
be  found  insufficient  in  any  parish,  there 
shall  be  made,  in  aid  thereof,  on  the  whole 
of  the  lands  and  tenements  and  tithes  in 
such  parish,  including  the  abbey-land«, 
the  impropriate  or  lay-tithes,  and  also  the 
tithes,  manse,  and  glebe,  of  the  incum- 
bent of  the  parish,  an  assessment  agreeably 
to  the  said  Act  passed  in  the  43rd  year  of 
Elizabeth/*  His  main  object  was,  to  estab- 
lish the  right  of  the  poor  to  receive  re- 
lief. That  was  his  main  object.  If  he 
made  out  the  justice  of  an  assessment 
upon  parochial  tithes,  he  should  not  find 
much  difficulty  in  making  out  the  expedi- 
ency. It  was  stated,  in  justification  of  the 
noble  Lord's  Bill,  that  the  amount  of  the 
Poor-rates  was  so  great,  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  them  so  corrupt,  that  all  pro- 
perty would  in  time  be  swallowed  up  if 
the  present  system  were  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed. When  it  was  urged  that  the  rich 
alone  would  derive  benefit  from  the  Bill, 
it  was  stated  that  such  was  not  the  case, 
and  that  the  middle  classes  would  be 
benefited.  Now  if  his  plan  were  adopted, 
the  effect  of  it  would  be  to  relieve  the 
middle  classes  to  a  great  extent.  With 
regard  to  the  principle  of  his  Motion,  it 
would  not  be  denied,  that  from  time  im- 
memorial the  poor  had  been  relieved  out 
of  tithes  and  abbey-lands.  As  to  the 
course  which  he  wished  to  be  adopted,  he 
begged  them  to  observe  that  the  project 
was  not  new,  or  one  devised  by  himself. 
This  very  proposition  was  made  in  1793 
by  Mr.  Morton  Pitt,  a  great  landed  pro- 
prietor, a  Magistrate  of  two  counties,  who 


bad  been  a  lawyer,  and  had  retired  firooi 
the  Bar.  That  Gentleman  saw  «tbe 
reasonableness  of  the  proposition :  but  its 
consideration  was  put  aside,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  breaking  out  of  the  French 
Revolution  which  turned  the  attention  of 
all  men  to  it.  The  poor  had  a  right  to  re- 
lief according  to  the  Canon-law, 
the  Common-law,  and  the  Statute-law. 
When,  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation, 
the  aristocracy  took  possession  of  the 
tithes  and  abbey  lands,  they  not  only 
robbed  the  clergy,  but  also  the  poor, 
whose  right  to  a  certain  portion  of  those 
tithes  had  been  legally  confirmed  to  them. 
Many  attempts  were  afterwards  made,  to 
enforce  the  relief  of  the  poor,  but  this 
having  failed,  gave  occasion  to  the  passing 
of  the  43rd  of  Elizabeth.  This  measure 
acknowledged  the  right  of  the  poor  to 
relief,  but,  instead  of  its  compulsory 
enactments  being  confined  to  the  abbey- 
lands  proprietors,  they  fell  equally  upon 
all  landed  proprietors  throughout  the 
country.  Still  that  measure  gave  the 
poor  compensation  for  that  of  which  they 
had  been  forcibly  deprived.  As  that 
compensation,  as  that  right  which  the  poor 
possessed  both  by  law  and  by  prescription, 
would  be  taken  away  by  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  he  had  brought  forward  the 
present  Motion,  and  he  should  like  to 
hear  any  Gentleman  controvert  the  doc- 
trines which  he  held  upon  the  subject,  or 
bring  forward  arguments  against  the  pro- 
position which  he  made.  If  the  House 
did  take  away  from  the  poor  the  right 
which  had  thus  been  confirmed  to  them 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  then  the  poor  must 
go  back  to  their  prescriptive  right.  It 
was  very  well  known  that  during  the  riots 
in  the  rural  districts  it  was  frequently 
asserted  that  the  tithes  belonged  to  the 

Gor.  The  third  part  of  the  tithes  did 
long  to  them,  and  the  rents  of  the 
abbey-lands  belonged  to  them  in  the  like 
proportion.  If  the  House  took  from  them 
what  the  43rd  of  Elizabeth  had  confirmed 
to  them,  then  he  hoped  the  House  .would 
enforce  their  prescriptive  rights,  whatever 
means  might  be  adopted  for  so  doing* 
He  again  asserted,  that  a  third  part  of  the 
tithes,  and  of  the  abbey-lands,  belonged 
to  the  poor,  and  Parliament  could  not 
take  those  rights  from  them  without  giving 
them  compensation.  If  Parliament  passed 
the  present  Bill,  and  repealed  the  43rd  of 
Elizabeth,  the  poor  would  have  a  right  to 
go  back  and  enjoy  the  prescriptive  rights 
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which  they  had  upon   those  tithes  and 
abbey -lands.      Some    people,    perhaps, 
night  imagine,  that  this  was  a  side  blow 
at  the  Church,  as  he  proposed  to  take  a 
part  of  the  revenues  of  the  incumbents  of 
Churches.     But  he  could  tell  them  that 
the  rights  of  the  poor  and  the  rights  of 
the  Church  would  stand  and  fall  together. 
If  one  was  robbed,  the  other  would  shortly 
after  be  obliged  to  submit  to  the  same 
injustice.     That  was  the  opinion  of  one 
of  the  best  advocates  of  the  Church  of 
England,  who  was  himself  a  clergyman. 
An  eminent   clergyman   (he  meant  Mr. 
Townshend)     prebendary     of     Durham, 
accused  the  owners  of  abbey-lands  and 
of  great  tithes    of  having   broken  their 
original  compacts,  by  which  they  became 
possessed  of  such  description  of  property. 
He  would  read  a  quotation  from  a  work 
of  that  reverend  gentleman,  in  which  it 
was  stated,  that  the  author  "  could  enume- 
rate a  long    and    painful    catalogue  of 
instances  in  which  the  lay  impropriators 
and  owners  of  abbey-lands  had  betrayed 
this  trust,  and  broken  the  original  com- 
pact by  which  they  had  become  first  pos- 
sessed of  tithes  and  abbey-lands.    They 
had  betrayed  their  trust  and  broken  their 
compact ;  first,  as  regarded  the  rights  and 
claims  of  the  poor ;  and,  secondly,  they 
had  most  scandalously  broken  them  as  I 
regarded  the  clergy,  and  particularly  the 
working  clergy."  He  knew  many  instances 
in  which  in  parishes  the  lay  impropriators 
took  away  in  shape  of  tithes   300/.  or 
400/.  a-year,  and   left   to  the  working 
clergyman  the  miserable  pittance  of  10/. 
a-year.    That  was  the  case  in  Aldershot, 
a  parish  in  Hampshire,  with  which  he  was 
acquainted.     \Vhy,    it  was  even  worse. 
In  that  parish  600/.  a-year  were  taken 
away,  and  only  15/.  a-year  were  left  to 
the  working  clergyman.     He  would  make 
a  bet  with  the  noble  Lord  opposite — he 
would    stake   all    he  was  worth   in    the 
world — that  his    Resolutions  would    be 
adopted  by  an  English  Parliament,  and 
be  made  the  law  of  the  land,  before  the 
detestable  Bill  that  was  then  before  the 
House.   How  could  it  be  expected,  that  a 
clergyman  would  residi^  in  the  parish  to 
which  he  had  just  ref^ed  when  he  was 
only  left  15/.  a-year,  whilst  the  lay  im- 
propriator took  away  yearly  the  sum  of 
600/.  ?     ht  Botley,  the  parish  in  which 
he  was  born,  900/.  a-year  was  taken  away 
by  the  lay  impropriator,  who  allowed  no 
more  than  28/.  a-year  to  the  working 
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clergyman.    The  consequence  was,  that 
the  clergyman  could  not  reside  in   the 
parish,  and  only  went  to  perform  Divine 
service  there  once  a  month,  or  thereabouts. 
The  parishioners,  of  course,  were  very  much 
dissatisfied  at  such  a  state  of  things.  The 
Church,  taking  it  in  the  gross  and  dividing 
it  fairly,  did  not  receive  one-fifth  part  of 
the  property  that  really  belonged  to  it. 
If  the  Church  was  in  danger,  and  if  it  fell 
now,  it  was  because  on  the  present  mea* 
sure  it  was  not  making  common  cause 
with  the  poor.      He  repeated,  that  the 
measure  before  the  House  tended  equally 
to  plunder  the  Church  and  the  poor.    Mr* 
Townshend,  when  he  wrote  his  book  and 
made  his  statements,  never  dreamt  of  the 
noble  Lord's  plan  and  advice ;  he  never 
dreamt,  that  Poor-law  Commissioners  were 
to  take  away  from  the  poor  the  Act  of 
Elizabeth.    The  reverend  gentleman  must 
know  it  now,  and  he  was  sure  would  think 
as  he  (Mr.  Cobbett)  did  on  the  question. 
If  that  statute  were  taken  away — if  the 
rights  of  the  poor  to  compensation  were 
taken  away,  (and  such  would  be  the  effect 
of   the  passing  of   the  Bill  before  the 
House) — Englishmen  would  have  a  right 
to  go  back  to  tithes  and  abbey-lands,  and 
to  take  with  their  own  hands  what  be* 
longed  to  them  formerly  by  right.    They 
would  be  doing  no  more  than  takinjg  what 
was  their  prescriptive  right,  and  for  so 
doing  they  would  be  defended  and  justified 
in  any  Court  of  Law  in  England.     If  they 
did  not  do  so  they  would  not  be  showing 
themselves  awake  to  their  own  rights  as 
they  generally  were.     At  the  time  of  the 
riots  it  was  not  explained  to  the  people 
that  their  claim  on  the  tithes  was  taken 
away  from  them  by  certain  Lords,  Gentle- 
men, and  lay  impropriators.   If  the  people 
had  received  that  explanation,  their  acts 
of  violence  would  not  have  been  directed 
towards  the  clergy.     If  the  tithes  were 
now  restored  to  their  original  use,  then 
would  he  say,  that  the  Church  was  built 
upon  a  rock.     But  it  would  be  built  on 
sand  and  would  certainly  fall  if  the  rights 
of  the  poor  were  taken  away  by  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  before  the  House.    He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  by  reading  a  second 
time  his  Resolution,  and  would  conclude 
by  merely  moving  it. 

Lord  Althorp  entreated  hoo.  Members 
not  to  delay  tne  House  from  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill  by  agreeing  to  the 
hon.  Member's  Amendment.  The  question 
was  one  that  might  be  discussed  at  any 
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other  time,  even  after  the  Bill  before  them 
had  been  passed.  He  agreed  to  the  inti- 
mation made  bv  the  hon.  Member,  that 
the  object  of  nis  Amendment  was  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  and  such  was  also  the 
object  of  the  Bill  before  the  House.  But 
he  would  not  then  go  into  the  subject, 
because  if  hon.  Members  might  discuss 
such  Motions  when  a  different  Order  of 
the  Day  was  fixed,  he  saw  no  use  in 
appointing  any  Order  at  all. 

Mr.  Godson  said,  that  if  the  poor  were 
bound  to  be  relieved,  it  was  not  sufficient 
to  have  that  relief  administered  to  them 
in  the  shape  of  emigration,  and  by  sending 
them  away  into  foreign  lands.  In  words 
they  had  repealed  the  statute  of  Elizabeth, 
since  the  power  granted  to  the  Commis- 
sioners did  away  with  the  stipulations  of 
that  Act.  There  was  a  very  material 
Question  to  be  discussed,  namely,  whether 
the  poor  had  a  right  to  relief,  and  he 
thought  it  should  be  known  whether  they 
had  or  had  not,  before  the  Bill  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  was  passed, 
and  became  the  law  of  the  land.  If  they 
had  no  such  right  to  relief,  then  must  they 
be  satisfied  with  the  amount  of  charity 
doled  out  to  them.  A  long  time  back, 
when  St.  Augustin  was  in  this  country, 
the  question  as  to  the  right  of  the  poor  to 
be  relieved  out  of  tithes  was  propounded 
to  Pope  Gregory,  and  his  Holiness  then 
decided,  that  the  poor  had  a  right  to  one- 
fourth  of  the  amount  of  tithes.  Now, 
when  Government  repealed  the  Act  of 
Elizabeth,  by  which  compensation  was 
allowed  to  the  poor,  he  thought  they  were 
throwing  back  the  poor  on  their  original 
right  to  a  portion  of  the  tithes,  and  he 
considered  that  then  the  question  would 
be  very  naturally  raised  about  the  rights 
of  those  who  possessed  all  abbey-lands,  as 
well  as  about  all  tithes  held  by  lay  im- 
propriators. He  did  not  mean  to  detain 
the  House,  or  prevent  it  from  going  into 
Committee ;  but  he  thought,  that  before 
the  Bill  was  finally  dispossd  of,  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  rights  of  the  poor  to  relief 
ought  to  be  maturely  discussed. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Resolution 
— Ayes  111 ;  Noes  3  :  Majority  108. 

The  House  went  into  Committee. 

The  60th  Clause  relating  to  Emigration 
having  been  put, 

Mr.  Wolryche  Whitmore  said,  that  he 
was  anxious  to  trouble  the  House  with  a 
few  observations   respecting  this    clause.  I 
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•uppW  he  thought  very  great  facilities  t# 
the  nnal  passing  of  the  measure  before 
them.  The  question  of  emigration  had 
often  been  on  former  occasions  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  and  the 
opinions  he  then  expressed  on  the  subject, 
he  confessed  were  not  perfectly  the  same  as 
those  he  entertained  at  the  present  time. 
Great  good  he  now  considered  might  be 
done  if  a  surplus  labouring  population 
were  sent  out  of  an  old  and  over-peopled 
country  to  new  countries,  or  to  countries 
destitute  of  population,  where  labour  was 
necessarily  in  great  demand,  or  where  it 
might  be  profitably  employed.  The  ob- 
jection to  sending  away  a  surplus  po- 
pulation was  the  constant  and  heavy 
expenditure  it  would  entail  on  the 
country  if  a  large  stream  of  emigrants 
was  continued  to  be  sent  off.  For  this 
reason  he  was  not  formerly  a  strenuous 
advocate  for  emigration.  Before  he  pro- 
ceeded to  make  observations  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  thought  it  necessary  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  propriety  of  combining  this 
clause  with  other  parts  of  the  Bill.  If  the 
surplus  labourers  in  some  parishes  were 
found  to  be  only  a  few,  it  was  no  reason 
for  not  having  recourse  to  emigration  in 
those  parishes,  since  when  that  surplus 
was  extended  all  over  the  country,  and 
taken  in  one  general  amount,  it  would 
produce  a  large  one.  He  certainlv  was  of 
opinion  that  in  some  parts  of  England 
there  was  a  surplus  labouring  population ; 
there  was  more  labour  than  was  demanded. 
In  the  ten  years  preceding  1821,  the 
general  increase  of  population  was  nine- 
teen per  cent ;  in  the  ten  years  preceding 
1831  it  was  fourteen  per  cent  In  the 
counties  of  Buckingham  and  Nottingham, 
it  was,  in  1821,  about  fifteen  per  cent,  and 
nine  per  cent  in  1831.  In  Cambridge- 
shire the  returns  exhibited  an  increase, 
in  1821,  of  twenty  per  cent,  and,  in  1831, 
of  eight  per  cent  The  increase  he  had 
mentioned  was  an  increase  on  the  great 
amount  to  which  the  population  had 
reached  in  1811  and  1821  respectively. 
In  Sussex  it  was  stated,  that  the  amount 
of  population  for  the  last  twenty  years  had 
increased  from  161,577  to  204,707,  or 
about  an  average  of  twenty-six  per  cent* 
From  1811  to  1831  he  found  that  in 
thirteen  counties  in  which  the  Poor-laws 
were  ill-administered  there  was  an  increase 
of  48,425  families.  Now,  when  he  con- 
trasted these  thirteen  counties  with  thir-^ 
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laws  were  well  administered,  he  found  that 
the  increase  in  the  same  period  of  the 
agricultural  population  of  the  latter  was 
not  more  than  5,000  families.  If  in  the 
southern  counties  it  were  found,  that  no 
extension  had  taken  place  in  agriculture, 
was  it  not  a  reason  for  believing  that  there 
was  a  considerable  surplus  in  the  a^icul- 
tural  population  of  those  counties  in 
which  the  Poor-laws  were  ill-administered  ? 
He  confessed,  that  he  was  one  of  those  who 
entertained  the  opinion  that  in  those  last- 
mentioned  counties  the  population  was 
somewhat  redundant.  If  there  had  not  been 
so  much  Poor-rates  taken  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  farmers  in  those  counties  they 
would  have  been  enabled  to  afford  more 
employment  to  agricultural  labourers.  He 
ttUl,  however,  believed,  that  in  certain  dis- 
tricts of  the  country  there  was  not  suffi* 
cient  employment  to  afford  its  fair  remu- 
neration to  labour.  If  such  were  the  case 
— he  would  say  with  respect  to  this  clause, 
which  gave  the  Commissioners  the  power 
of  raising  money  to  promote  emigration, 
that  it  deserved  to  be  supported.  When 
it  was  a  fact  that  there  was  a  surplus  la- 
bouring population,  they  ought  to  allow 
every  facility  for  the  levying  of  money,  in 
order  to  bring  about  the  accomplishment 
of  the  objects  of  the  clause.  In  the  view 
which  he  took  of  England  he  considered 
that  it  was  perfectly  possible  to  introduce 
a  system  of  emigration,  the  expenditure 
attendant  upon  which  would  not  depend 
on  any  funds  raised  in  this  country,  but 
on  funds  that  would  accrue  from  the  sale 
of  colonial  waste  lands.  He  would  give  the 
House  an  idea  of  the  extent  of  those  waste 
lands.  In  our  North  American  Colonies 
the  extent  of  land  ungranted  and  uncul- 
tivated amounted  to  23,000,000  of  acres. 
In  Australia  there  was  an  extent  of  terri- 
tory measuring  from  east  to  west  2,000 
miles,  and  from  north  to  south  1,700 
miles.  At  the  Cape  there  was  unoc- 
cupied a  tract  of  land  measuring  in 
breadth  240  miles  and  in  length  270. 
The  question  was  as  to  the  value  of 
these  waste  lands  if  they  were  brought 
into  the  market  to  be  sold.  There  was 
very  little  doubt  but  that  there  would  be 
a  considerable  sum  arising  from  such  a 
sale.  When  capital  and  labour  were  ap- 
plied to  these  lands  no  one  could  doubt 
but  they  would  yield  considerable  value, 
and  he  believed,  that  the  amount  would  be 
greater  than  many  Gentlemen  imagined. 
He  founds  that  the  proceedings  of  the 


Canada  Company  had  been  attended  with 
very  great  profits.  Large  sums  had  ac- 
crued to  them  from  sales  of  land,  and 
their  profits  were  likely  to  go  on  increas- 
ing. He  had  in  his  possession  several 
statements  showing  the  large  profits  made 
by  this  Company.  The  shares  were  no- 
minally of  100/.  each,  on  which  18/.  had 
been  paid,  and  these  were  now  selling  in 
the  market  for  49Z.  This  was  to  him  a 
conclusive  proof  of  the  increased  value 
given  to  land  by  emigration.  The  pro- 
gress that  bad  been  made  in  the  United 
States  was  also  very  striking.  Formerly 
uncleared  land  in  the  United  States  sold 
for  less  than  a  dollar  an  acre.  At  pre- 
sent uncleared  land  sold  for  from  two  to 
four  dollars,  and  land  partially  cleared 
for  from  four  to  sixty  dollars.  If  they 
looked  also  to  the  land  in  the  different 
townships  they  would  find  a  correspond- 
ing increase  of  value.  A  document  had 
been  put  into  his  hand  as  he  came  down 
to  the  House  showing  the  change  that 
had  taken  place  in  the  value  of  land  in  a 
township  at  the  extremity  of  Lake 
Michigan,  where  building  land,  which  a 
short  time  ago  sold  for  400  dollars  an 
acre,  was  now  selling  for  3,000  dollars. 
The  same  fact  was  true  of  our  own  colo- 
nies. In  York  and  in  Sydney  the  price  of 
land  had  increased  wonaerfulty.  Indeed, 
so  great  was  the  change  that  it  was  al- 
most startling.  He  was  extremely  anxious 
to  impress  upon  the  House  the  fact,  that 
to  whatever  point  the  stream  of  emigration 
had  been  directed  there  the  price  of  land 
had  been  raised.  The  question,  then,  was 
when  by  the  application  of  labour  and 
capital,  the  value  of  uninclosed  land  was 
raised,  whether  the  money  obtained  by  the 
sale  of  such  land  should  not  be  appropri- 
ated towards  promoting  emigration  ?  No 
one  would  for  a  moment  assert  that  emi- 
gration could  be  injurious  to  the  colonies. 
It  was  giving  to  the  colonies  labour  and 
capital,  and  pointing  out  the  best  means 
of  applying  both.  At  the  same  time  a 
great  advantage  was  conferred  on  the  la- 
bourers who  were  induced  to  emigrate,  as 
they  were  then  enabled  by  their  exertions 
to  raise  themselves  to  a  state  of  independ- 
ence. Emigration  was  beneficial  also  to 
the  labourers  remaining  at  home,  as  the 
competition  in  the  market  for  labour  was 
lessened,  and  wages  of  course  rose.  But 
it  might  be  said,  perhaps,  that  the  amount 
so  obtained  from  the  sale  of  our  waste 
lands  in  Canada  would  be  but  small. 
Q  2 
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The  United  States  at  the  pretent  momeot 
were  in  the  receipt  of  3,000,000  dollaii  an- 
nually (very  nearly  700,000/.)  from  the  sale' 
of  their  waste  lands.  It  would  be  seen, 
therefore,  that  the  amount  which  we  were 
likely  to  receive  from  the  sale  of  our  Crown 
lands  iu  Canada  would  not  be  inconsider* 
able;  indeed  there  was  every  reason  to 
suppose,  that  we  should,  in  the  course  of  a 
few  years  derive  as  much  revenue  in  that 
way  as  the  United  States  did,  and  the  ap- 
plication of  such  a  sum  to  the  purposesof 
emigration  would  no  doubt  be  productive  of 
the  greatest  possible  benefit  to  this  coun- 
try. He  had  been  compelled  thus  incon- 
veniently, and,  as  many  might  think,  out 
of  place,  to  bring  this  important  question 
before  the  House.  It  was  his  determina- 
tion to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  the  subject,  as  it  was  one 
that  could  be  best  investigated  before 
such  a  tribunal ;  but  the  advanced  period 
at  which  the  Session  had  now  arrived,  put 
it  out  of  his  power  to  carry  that  determ  - 
nation  into  eflfect.  If,  however,  the  ques- 
tion should  appear  to  the  House  and  the 
country  to  be  what  he  conceived  it  was — 
one  of  national  importance — he  would 
certainly  move  for  the  appointment  of  such 
a  Committee  next  Session.  With  regard 
to  the  Bill  immediately  before  the  Com- 
mittee, he  begged  to  say,  that  never  since 
he  had  a  seat  in  Parliament,  did  he  re- 
member a  measure  so  pregnant  with  bene- 
fit to  the  country,  and  he  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  everything  would  be  done  to 
facilitate  its  progress  through  the  House. 
Some  hon.  Members  seemed  to  think  dif- 
ferently of  this  measure,  but  they  would 
give  him  leave  to  say,  that  those  who  did 
so  took  short-sighted  views  of  the  subject. 
No  class  was  S9  immediately  concerned  in 
the  passing  of  this  measure  as  the  poor. 
The  system  at  present  in  operation,  and 
to  remedy  which  this  measure  was  intend- 
ed, would  seem  to  be  the  production,  not 
80  much  of  the  perversity  of  human  judg- 
ment, as  of  the  malignity  of  a  fiend*  It 
was  one  which  converted  the  labourers  of 
this' country  into  degraded  slaves,  which 
dried  up  all  the  sources  of  charity,  and 
which  spread  vice  and  immorality  through- 
out the  land.  If  they  were  anxious  to 
remove  such  a  state  of  things,  they  would 
pass  this  Bill  in  its  present  shape ;  and 
he  trusted,  that  it  would  also  be  success- 
ful in  its  progress  through  the  other 
House.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  insertion  of  a  proviso  to  the 


effect  that»  after  the  monies  so  raised  or 
borrowed  by  the  Commissioners  had  beeo 
applied  to  the  purposes  of  emigration, 
they  should  be  empowered  to  apply  lo 
the  Secretary  of  the  Colonies,  and  he 
should  be  authorized  to  hand  over  to  them 
an  equal  sum  out  of  such  monies  as  might 
be  disposable,  arising  from  the  sale  of 
Crown-lands  in  the  colonies,  to  beapplied 
to  defray  the  expense  attendant  upon  the 
emigration  of  labouring  men  and  their 
wives  and  families,  such  persons  being 
settled  in  the  parishes  and  receiving  sup- 
port out  of  the  monies  raised  by  the  Com- 
missioners as  aforesaid. 

Colonel  Torrent  had  heard  with  great 
satisfaction  the  speech  of  his  hon.  friend, 
the  member  for  Wolverhampton.  The  prin- 
ciples therein  so  ably  propounded  were  pe- 
culiarly applicable  to  the  actual  state  of 
the  country,  and  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  He  had  from  the  first  distinctly 
stated,  that  he  approved  the  principles 
upon  which  it  was  proposed  to  reform  the 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws;  but  while 
he  approved  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
whicn  had  been  introduced,  he  conceived 
that  several  of  its  provisions  were  of  too 
stringent  a  character,  and  could  not  be 
carried  into  practical  effect  without  con- 
siderable difficulty.  He  regarded  the  Bill 
as  a  species  of  high-pressureengine,  which, 
without  the  safety-valve  of  emigration, 
could  not  be  worked  except  at  the  hazard 
of  destructive  explosion.  The  allowance 
system,  paying  the  industrious  labourer 
not  wholly  by  his  employer,  but  partly 
out  of  the  parish-rates,  was  the  great 
abomination  of  the  Poor-laws,  which  had 
degraded  the  rural  population,  which  had 
reversed  the  progressive  improvement  of 
society,  and  had  brought  back  a  worse 
than  feudal  system,  reducing  the  people 
to  predial  bondage,  and  rendering  them 
serfs  and  villeins  on  the  soil.  But  how 
was  this  abomination  to  be  got  rid  of? 
The  46th  clause,  abolishing  the  allowance 
system,  would  work  well  in  those  agricul- 
tural parishes  in  which  there  was  not  a 
surplus  population.  In  these  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause  would  be,  to  withdraw 
from  the  labour-market  the  labourers  with 
large  families  who  were  partly  supported 
from  the  parish ;  this  would  reduce  the 
supply  of  labour  below  the  demand,  and 
raise  wages  until  they  became  sufficiently 
high  to  afford  married  labourers  with  fa- 
milies independent  support.  This  reme- 
dial  process,   however,    would   not  take 
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place  in  parishes  where  the  population 
was  redundant.     In    th^se,  withdrawing 
from  the  laboar-market  those  who  might 
receive    relief   out   of    the    parish-rates 
would  not  reduce  the  supply  of  labour 
below  the  demand,  and,  therefore,  would 
not  raise  wages  so  as  to  enable  married 
labourers    with    families    to   earn    inde- 
pendent support.      These  would  remain 
permanent  Durthens  upon  their  parishes. 
If  the  parishes  supplied  them  with  su6B- 
cient  subsistence,    their  numbers  would 
increase ;  and  it  could  not  be  attempted 
to  subsist  them  so  scimtily  as  to  prevent 
their  increase,  ami  to  cause  them  to  decay. 
In  every  agricultural  parish  having  more 
labourers  than  were  sufficient  for  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  soil,  a  permanent  pauper 
settlement  would  be  established.     How 
was  this  evil  to  be  obviated  ?    Only  by 
acting  on  the  principles  propounded  by 
his  hon.  friend,  and  adopting  an  extensive 
system  of  colonization.      But  it  was  not 
merely  with  respect  to  the  agricultural  pa- 
rishes having  a  surplus  population  that  the 
Poor-laws  Amendment  could  not  work  for 
good,  unless  accompanied  by  a  system  of 
emigration.    To  improve  the  condition  of 
the  English  labourer,  without  at  the  same 
time  improving  that  of  the  Irish,  would  be 
impracticable.      Unless   the    Legislature 
improved  the  condition  of  the  Irish,  the 
English  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill  would 
be  abortive.      In  two  countries  so  inti- 
mately connected,  and  now  brought  into 
such  immediate  contact  by  steam -naviga- 
tion, two  different  rates  of  wages  could  not 
be  permanently    maintained.      Equality 
must  be  produced  either  by  the  English 
falling  to  the  level  of  the  Irish,  or  by  the 
Irish  rising  to  the  level  of  the  English. 
But  how  could  the  scale  of  comfort  in 
Ireland  be  raised  to  the  English  level? 
Only  by  drawing  off  her  surplus  popula- 
tion by  a  constant  stream  of  self-supported 
emigration  to  the  colonies.     Examine  the 
cause  of  Ireland's  inferiority.     Her  Asses- 
sed-taxes  had  been  repealed,  her  land  was 
not  burthened  with  Poor-rates,  much  of  it 
was  tithe  free,  and  she  had  for  her  produce 
a  monopoly  in  the  richest  market  of  the 
world.     Why,  then;  were  the  cultivators 
of  the  soil  so  wretchedly  supplied  with  all 
the  comforts,  and  even  decencies,  of  life  ? 
From  the  defective  state  of  agricultural 
industry,  almost  the  whole  of  the  popula- 
tion were  employed  in  raising  raw  produce 
from  the  soil,  and  few  remained  to  work 
it  up  into  aecottdary  necessaries  and  de- 


cent comforts.    The  smaller  the  propor- 
tion of  the  population  of  a  country  re- 
quired to  raise  tne  food  of  the  whole  popu- 
lation, the   greater  became  the  number 
available  for  the  production  of  clothing 
and  furniture,  and  ornaments  and  decora- 
tions.    In  England,  four  men  were  suffi- 
cient to  cultivate  100  acres  of  land ;  and 
the  produce  of  1 00  acres,  after  subsisting 
the  primary  producers,  went  to  feed  se- 
condary producers,  who  supplied  comforts 
and  luxuries.     But,  in  Ireland,  100  acres 
might  be  occupied  by  100  cultivators;  and 
it  was  only  that  portion  of  the  produce 
which  remained  -  after  feeding  100  culti- 
vators,  which  could  be  applied  to  sup- 
porting those  who  supplied  comforts.   The 
condition  of  the  Irish  could  not  be  im- 
proved until  a  new  distribution  of  the  in- 
dustrious classes  had  been  effected — until 
a  smaller  proportion  of  the  population  was 
employed  upon  the  soil,  and  a  larger  pro- 
portion left  free  to  produce  comforts  and 
conveniences.     But,  if  the  English  and 
Scots  system  of  managing  land  were  in* 
troduced    into    Ireland, — if  farms   were 
consolidated,   and   100  acres  were  cul- 
tivated by   the  labour  of  four  persons^ 
how  was  the  rural  population,  thus  cast 
out   from    their   small    holdings,   to   be 
disposed  of?    Without  emigration,  there 
was  an  almost   insuperable  obstacle   to 
the  improvement  of  Ireland.     While  al- 
most the  whole  of  the  population  dwelt 
upon  the  soil,  competing  with  each  other 
for  small  patches  of  land  at  enormous 
rents,  predial  poverty  must  continue,  and 
predial  outrage  and  insurrection  periodi- 
cally recur.     It  was  not  political,  it  was 
economical,   causes  which  produced  the 
evil.      No  remedy  had  yet  reached  the 
canker  at  the  core.     In  vain  the  Legisla- 
ture had  mitigated  the  barbarous  penal 
code ;  in  vain  passed  the  Catholic  Relief 
Bill  and  the  Coercion  Bill ;  and  equally 
in  vain,  for  the  relief  and  pacification  of 
Ireland,  would  be  the  abolition  of  tithes 
and  a  new  distribution  of  the  property  of 
the    Protestant    Church.      For   all   this 
would    avail    nothing   while  almost  the 
whole  population  of  the  country  were  em- 
ployed in  cultivating  small  patches  of  land 
at  enormous  rents.    The  first  step  towards 
improvement  must    be,  a  more  effectual 
system  of  agriculture,  allowing  a  smaller 
proportion  of  the  population  to  raise  food 
for  the  whole.     But  this  first  step  was  a 
perilous   and   agonizing    operation.      In 
taking  it,  one  half  of  the  rural  population 
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would  be  ejected  from  the  toil.  How 
could  tbey  be  dealt  with  ?  If  left  desti- 
tute,  they  would  rebel,  and  do  the  work 
of  destruction.  If  supported  by  a  Poor- 
rate,  the  rental  would  be  toon  iDtufficieot ; 
if  allowed  to  come  to  Eogland  apd  swamp 
the  labour-market,  the  people  of  England 
would  be  reduced  to  the  Irish  ieveU  There 
could  be  no  safety,  no  improvement,  with- 
out planting  in  the  colonies  the  rural  po- 
pulation of  Ireland  thrown  out  by  the  con- 
solidation of  farms.  Without  an  extensive 
system  of  colonization,  this  Poor-law 
Amendment  Bill  could  network  for  goods 
it  would  be  a  piece  of  incomplete,  abort- 
ive, and  pernicious  legislation,  accelerating 
the  period  when  England  should  be  re- 
duced to  the  Irish  level.  Emigration  from 
Ireland  must  be  part  and  parcel  of  the 
measure  for  reforming  the  English  Poor- 
laws.  The  hon.  member  for  Oldham  dis- 
sented from  the  principle  he  had  now  ven- 
tured to  propound.  He  was  glad  of  that. 
He  was  glad,  that  the  hon.  member  dis- 
approved of  colonization,  for  that  was 
a  fair  presumptive  proof  that  coloniz- 
ation  would  be  beneficial  to  the  country. 
The  hon.  Member  was  opposed  to  educa- 
tion and  improvement,  and  it  was  quite 
consistent  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
be  opposed  to  emigration.  On  the  princi- 
ples of  the  hon.  Member,  be  must  be  op- 
posed to  the  existence  of  the  United  States 
of  North  America,  as  being  the  creation 
of  emigration  from  England.  He  should 
recall  the  United  States,  and  replant  their 
population  in  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
was  the  advocate  of  ignoj^ance  and  barbar- 
ism, and  belonged  to  an  age  that  was  past. 
The  advocates  of  what  was  caUed  home  co- 
lonization would  object  to  the  plan  so  ably 
expounded  by  his  hon.  friend.  They 
would  contend,  that  the  waste  lands  of  the 
United  Kingdom  should  be  brought  into 
cultivation  before  we  planted  our  increas- 
ing population  upon  the  lands  of  the  colo- 
nies. The  question  of  home  colonization 
resolved  itself  into  this :  were  the  waste 
lands  of  the  United  Kingdom  more  or  less 
fertile  than  the  unappropriated  lands  of 
the  colonies  ?  Let  the  facts  be  accurately 
ascertained ;  let  the  experiment  be  fairly 
made, — cultivate,  he  said,  commons, 
heaths,  moors,  bogs,  and  even  mountain 
tops,  provided  you  can  obtain  from  them 
a  produce  sufficient  to  replace  capital  and 
amply  to  subsist  the  cultivators.  But  let 
them  not  perpetrate  the  folly  of  planting 
home  colonies  on  lands  yielding  a  soanty 


retora,  instead  of  planting  foreign  colonies 
on  lands  yielding  an  ample  return,    if 
the  cultivators  (^  lands  yielding   eight 
bushels  of  corn  per  acre  obtained   low 
wages  and  low  profits,  do  not  commit  the 
absurdity  of  attempting  to  afford  them 
relief  bv  planting  them  on  lands  yielding 
six  bushels  an  acre.    If  profits  and  wages 
were  reduced,  as  there  was  a  necesaty  to 
resort  to  soil  yielding  a  scanty  return  in 
proportion  to  the  outlay,  let  them  not 
entitle  themselves  to  apartments  in  Bedlam 
by  dreaming  that  they  could  relieve  distfest 
by  resorting  to  soils  of  a  stiU  more  inferior 
quality.    If  they  would  acquire  the  cha- 
racter of  practical  legislators,  let  them 
take  their  lessons  from  experience.    Why 
did  the  people  of  the  United  States  of 
North  America  enjoy  so  high  a  scale  of 
comfort,    and    so    rapid    a    prosperity  ? 
Was  it  by  home  or  by  remote  coloniz- 
ation?      Waa    it   by    cultivating   the 
w^te  lends  of  the   eastern  States,  or 
b^  pouring  out  upon  the  immense  alio* 
vial  plains  of  the   Mississippi?    Unleae 
the  waste  lands  of  the  United  Kingdom 
were  superior  in  quality  to  the  last  soils 
already  under  tillage,  resortine  to  them 
could  not  by  possibility  remove  the  existing 
pieosttfe.    It  had  been  supposed,  and  not 
unfrequently  asserted,  that  colonization 
must  abstract  from  the  mother  country 
capitalists  as  well  as  labourers ;  and  that, 
inasmuch  as  capital  was  abstracted,  the 
funds  which  put  industry  in  motion  would 
be  diminishad,  and  the  home  demand  for 
labour  contracted,  and  the  country  im- 
poverished. Thia  objection  sounded  plaus- 
ibly— it  was  put  forward  with  pretension 
and  with  an  air  of  scientific  accuracy;  but 
it  was  unsound — it  was  valueless— it  pro* 
ceeded  upon  an  entire  misconception  and 
an  utter  ignorance  of  the  sources  of  wealth 
and  of  tl^  causes  of  a  nation's  advance 
through  the  progressive  to  the  stationary 
state.      Capital  required  to  be  in  co- 
operation with  land»  in  order  to  reproduce 
itself.    Considered  as  a  thing  by  its^, 
and  disconnected  ftom  the  soil,  and  from 
the  raw  produce  of  the  soil,  it  was  not  a 
source  of  wealth ;  it  neither  afforded  em- 
ployment to  labour,  nor  could  be  itself 
reproductively  employed.    If  the  fanner, 
however  abundant  his  capitaUdid  not  ap- 
ply it  to  land  yielding  some  greater  quan- 
tity of  food  and  seed  than  that  expended 
in  cultivation,  then  agricultural  capital, 
instead  of  affording  permanent  employ- 
m«iit  to  the  rural  population,  would  gra- 
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dually  melt  away  and  perish.  And  if  the 
manafaibtttnsr,  however  abtindaat  hid  capi- 
tal|  consisting  of  fbod  and  materials,  could 
not  find  cultivators  able  to  gite  for  his 
finished  articles  at  least  as  much  food  and 
uat^ials  as  were  expended  in  preparing 
them,  manufacturing  capital  would  be  re- 
dundant, there  would  be  no  profitable 
field  for  its  employment,  and  it  could  not 
create  a  demand  for  the  labour  Of  the 
operathre.  In  proportion  as  capital  be- 
came more  and  more  itbundant  in  rela- 
tion to  the  ezt^tit  of  the  fertile  sdls  from 
which  the  supplies  of  food  and  rav^  mate- 
rials were  obtained,  profits  became  less 
and  less,  until  no  additional  capital  could 
be  beneficially  employed,  and  until  new 
accumulations  from  revenue  Ceased  to  be 
reproductive,  and  lost  the  capacity  o^f 
giving  employtnent  to  labour.  Where  a 
plethora  of  capital  existed,  an  abstraction 
rembved  the  paralysing  pressure,  and  re- 
stored to  induslrV  her  suspended  anima- 
tion. Was  a  plethora  of  capital  the  exist- 
ing disease  of  the  country  ?  An  examina- 
tion of  the  symptoms  would  tell.  Through- 
out all  the  departments  of  the  hational 
industry,  the  complaint  of  inadequate  pro- 
fits prevailed.  The  landed  interest  affirmed, 
that  the  profits  of  the  farmer  were  reduced 
to  nothing ;  the  shipping  interest  told  a 
like  tale ;  and  the  manufacturer,  though 
he  exeetfted  more  work,  redized  less  gain. 
A  growing  difficulty  in  obtaining  beneficial 
employment  for  eapHal  was  everywhere 
felt.  How  could  they  remove  the  pres- 
s^ire  by  which  they  were  pent  in  ?  And 
by  what  process  could  the  field  of  employ- 
ment be  enlarged,'  and  high  profits  re- 
stored ?  Only  by  an  extensive  system  of 
celonization.  In  Ireland  there  was  re- 
dundant labour ;  in  England,  redundant 
capital,  and  in  the  colonies  boundless 
tratts  of  rich*and  unoccupied  land.  Let 
them  collect  and  pface  in  juxta-posrtion 
these  scattered  elements  of  wealth,  which 
were  sindy  unproductive,  but  which,  in 
combination,  would  become  creative  of 
national  opulence.  As  they  planted  and 
extended  new  colonies,  new  markets  would 
open  and  expand  to  onr  commerce.  This 
was  the  way  to  combat  hostile  tarifTs  and 
anti-commercial  combinations.  When 
rival  nations  heaped  new  and  increasing 
restrictions  on  our  industry,  let  us — to 
borrow  the  expression  of  Mr.  Canning — 
call  new  worlds  into  existence  to  adjust  the 
balance  of  the  old.  Thus  acting,  they 
would  create  for  England  an  expansive 


prosperity,  the  limite  of  which  the  imagin- 
ation cotdd  not  reach.  His  right  hon. 
friend,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had 
now  the  pdwer  of  conferring  upon  the 
cbuntry  greater  benefits  than  it  ever  fell 
to  the  lot  of  statesman  to  bestow.  He 
had  the  power  of  terminating  predial  dis- 
turbance in  Iceland,  and  of  giving  to  Eng- 
land high  wages  and  high  profits,  with  an 
indefinite  ex  tension  of  industry  and  wealth ; 
he  had  the  power  of  extending  the  British 
iiame,  and  race,  and  language,  and  civiliz- 
ation, throughout  the  unpeopled  regions 
of  the  world — the  power  of  planting  na- 
tions, and  rocking  the  cradles  of  giant 
empires.  For  these  reasons,  and  under 
these  impressions,  he  cordially  supported 
the  Hlotion  of  his  hon.  friend,  the  member 
fbr  Wolverhampton. 

Mr.  Cobbett,  must,  tft  the  risk  of  being 
designated  a  barbarian,  take  the  liberty 
of  expressing  his  hatred  and  abhorrence 
of  the  cruel  Bill, — especially  of  the  clause 
of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  fond. 
How  stood  the  fact  a?  it  was  placed  be- 
fore the  House  bv  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, lately  the  first  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
was  president  ? — a  Committee,  composed 
of  twenty-seven  gentlemen  of  the  first 
estates,  and  he  might  say,  of  the  first 
talents  in  England,^ — that  Committee  re- 
ported, on  evidence  which  they  laid  be- 
foro  the  House,  that  the  lands  of  England 
were  greatly  deteriorated  in  consequence 
of  sufficient  labour  not  being  bestowed 
ttpbn  them ;  that  some  were  wholly  ruined 
for  want  of  cultivation,  that  a  great  por- 
tion was  only  one-half  cultivated,  and 
others  only  one-third.  And  what  was  the 
cauSe  of  this  ?  Why,  the  farmer  had  not 
money  enough  to  pay  labourers.  The 
hon.  member  for  Wolverhampton  said, 
that  although  capital  was  not  to  be  found 
for  employment  in  Eng1and,-^plenty 
of  capital  was  to  be  found  for  the 
cultivation  of  the  woods  in  Nova  Scotia. 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Member, 
whatever  he  might  have  heard  from  land- 
jobbers  and  speculators, — and  by  no  one 
else  could  he  be  so  deceived, — and  they 
would  deceive  Satan  himself, — that  there 
was  no  such  good  land  to  cultivate  in 
Nova  Scotia  as  the  refuse  of  Bagshot 
Heath.  The  lands  of  England  needed 
cultivating,  because  the  farmers  bad  not 
the  money  to  pay  for  labour ;  and  yet  they 
were  to  pass  a  law  to  compel  or  induce 
them  to  give  money  to  labourers  to  go 
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abroad  and  cultivate  the  landa  elsewhere. 
Suppose  he  had  a  farm  not  half  cultivated 
— the  briars  ruquiDg  out  from  the  hedges, 
and  the  fields  full  of  noxious  thistles, 
and  suppose  that  this  arose  from  want 
of  money.  Suppose  there  were  a  great 
number  of  labourers  out  of  employment, 
and  that  some  of  them  came  and  told  him, 
that  the  mere  circumstance  of  there  being 
many  men  wanting  work  increased  the 
difEculties  of  the  country,  because  it 
enhanced  the  amount  of  the  Poor-rates. 
What  must  he  say  ?  **  Here  my  lads — 
here  is  money — here  is  money  enough  to 
keep  you  for  twelve  months ;  my  farm 
wants  workmen,  to  be  sure  ;  but  do,  for 
God*s  sake,  just  do  me  the  favour  to  go 
and  cultivate  the  land  in  Canada  •"  Why, 
would  not  the  wise»  and  just,  and  sober- 
minded  Lord  Chancellor,  be  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  giving  his  heirs  the  power  of 
shutting  him  up  in  a  madhouse,  if  he  were 
guilty  of  such  an  absurdity  ?  But  that 
was  the  situation  in  which  this  clause 
would  place  the  country.  The  whole  Bill 
was  bad ;  but  this  clause  was  one  mass 
of  gross  absurdity  and  stupidity.  The 
gallant  Colonel  said,  that  land  in  the 
colonies  was,  *'  thirsting''  for  labour. 
The  rocks  were  thirsting  for  labour,  and 
the  swamps  were  thirsting  for  draining. 
The  assembly  of  Lower  Canada  passed  an 
act  imposing  a  tax  upon  all  emigrants 
who  came  into  the  colony.  Last  winter, 
a  proposition  was  made  to  repeal  that  law. 
And  what  was  the  reason  assigned  for  not 
taking  that  course?  They  would  not 
repeal  the  Act  because  it  tended  to  pre- 
vent the  unfortunate  wretches  who  were 
deluded  in  England  by  jobbers  and 
speculators  from  going  to  Canada  as 
emigrants ;  and  another  reason  was,  that 
they  wanted  a  fund  out  of  which  to  re- 
lieve the  distressed  emigrants  from  starva- 
tion. There  was  one  fact  upon  which 
he  could  not  entertain  the  slightest  doubt. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary- 
at- War,  said,  when  he  brought  forward  the 
Array  Estimates,  that  many  of  the  soldiers 
who  received  a  commutation  for  their 
pensions,  and  emigrated  to  Canada,  and 
proceeded  to  New  York,  where  they  re- 
ceived the  money  from  the  Consul,  had 
returned  in  a  state  of  destitution.  It  was 
agreed,  that  they  ought  not  to  lose  their 
settlements,  but  that  they  ought  to  be 
relieved,  because  they  had  been  deluded 
and  deceived, — and  that  it  was  those  who 
sent  them  there,  and  not  the  poor  fellows 


themselves,  who  were  to  blame*     No«r, 
in  the  face  of  such  a  fact,  would  the  boo. 
member    for  Wolverhampton   say,    that 
persons  were  to  be  sent  to  make  their 
fortunes  in  the  Colonies?  and  was  it  ander 
such    circumstances   as   these  that  the 
House  was  to  call  upon  parishes  to  find 
money  to  send  their  poor  awayf    One 
question  put  by  the  Poor-law  Commit- 
sioners  to  some  gentlemen  in  eveiy  couoty 
in  England  and  Wales  was :    ''  What  do 
you    &ink   of  an    enactment   enabling 
parishes  to  tax  themselves,  in  order  to 
facilitate    emigratioQ;    and    should    an 
emigrant,  sent  out  at  the  expense  of  the 
parish,  lose  his  settlement  if  he  return  V 
This  question  was   put   to  about  1,700 
gentlemen  of  information  and  respecta* 
bility.    Their  answers  had  been  laid  be«> 
fore  the  House  in  print,  and  the  noUe 
Lord  must  know  what  they  wore.  509 
said,    that   emigration  would    be    bad; 
many  said,  that  there  were  not .  labourers 
enough,  and  the  instance  of  a  parish  in 
Lincolnshire  during  the  last  harvest  was 
adduced ;  318  gave  no  answer  at  all ;  one 
parish  near  Halifax  very  sensibly  answered 
if[»  a    s'mgle    word, — "  Horrible ;"     162 
could  form  no  judgment  on  the  point ; 
108    said   it  was  wholly  impracticable; 
and  only  291  said,  it  was  a  capital  project* 
These  answers  were  much  more  likely  to 
be  correct  and  impartial  than  the  state- 
ments  of  a  self-interested  land-jobber, 
who  would  sell  land  in  the  moon  if  he 
could  get  any  one  to  buy  it.     What  were 
these  papers  laid  before  the  House  for  ?  To 
form  their  judgments  accordingly.     Then 
let  them  take  the  Report  of  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners.  What  did  the  clause  itself 
provide?     One    answer    was    sufficient. 
One  said,  '*  I  have  no  practical  experi- 
ence of  emigration  ;  but  I  feel  very  averse 
to  it,   as    tending    to  remove    the   best 
part  of  the  people,  and  to  leave  only  that 
which  is  inferior,  both  in  mental  and  phy* 
sical    capacity.     I    think    the    emigrant 
should  not   lose  his  settlement;  for  he 
must  be  settled  somewhere  if  he  return.*' 
The  clause,  however,  provided,  that  the 
party  should  be  punished  if  he  returned,  or 
became  chargeable  to  his  parish,  witiiin 
a  certain  time  after  receiving  the  money 
enabling  him  to  emigrate.    Suppose,  aller 
he  had  received  the  money,  his  children 
ran  away  and  would  not  go,  what  was  he 
to  do  ?    He  had  no  control  over  them  : 
he  could  not  force  them  to  go.     Suppose 
his  wife  refused  to  go,  was  be  to  be  pun- 
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?  Topmush  the  wife  was  utterly  im- 
practicable.    Welly  suppose  a  man  and 
his  family  to<^  the  money,  it  was  very 
clear  they  would  not  be  shipped  off  or 
.transjtorted  if  they  could  help  it.    Make 
it  imperative  for  them  to  go;  tell  them 
that  they  should  be  deprived  of  their  set- 
tlement if   they    returned  :     tell    them 
the  tenns  on  which  they  go,  and  not  a 
man  would  budge  an  inch.     But  suppose 
the  father  died  on  his  passage  or  soon 
after  his  arrival,  would  the  mother  stop 
there  ?  No ;  all  the  whole  world  would  not 
make  ber.      She  would  be   kept    there 
under  any  circumstances  with  great  diffi- 
culty ;  nothing  would  keep  her  there  but 
«bsolute  force  and  when  none  was  exer-> 
cised,   she  would    come   back  with  her 
children.     Was  she  to  be  punished,  by 
throwing  her  iuto  a  gaol  ?    Every  Gen- 
tleman knew  how  great  the  difficulty  was 
in  keeping  families  together  under  such 
circumstances,   even   where  the    parties 
were  well  ofiF;  but  to  do  so  when  they 
were  placed  in  the    situation   to  which 
these  persons  must  be  reduced,  would  be 
absolutely  impossible.       But  to  be  of 
any  use,  this  system  must  be  brought 
into  general  operation;   a  few  hundred 
families  would  be  a  mere  nothing.     Was 
it  supposed  or  expected  that  these  per- 
sons w6uld  preserve  their  allegiance   to 
this  country  ?     Would  they  have  a  right 
to  fight  against  their  country,  or  would 
they  still  owe    allegiance   to  England  ? 
Certainly  not.     This  was  not  at  all  an 
imaginary  case.      During  the  last  war, 
twenty-three  Englishmen  were  taken  pri* 
soners  in  Canada:   they  had   served  in 
the  American  army,  and  they  were  sent  to 
England  to  be  tried  as  traitors.     Imme- 
diately   on    their   being  taken.   General 
Theobald,  the  American  officer,  ordered 
into  close  confinement  twenty-three  Eng- 
lish soldiers,  whom  he  detained   as  hos- 
tages until  the  fate    of  the   Americans 
should  be  made  known.     Matters  stood 
in  this  situation  when  Buonaparte  went  to 
Elba.    Things  took  a  different  turn  soon 
afterwards.    The    Yankees    gave    us    a 
sound,  hearty  thrashing.    We  grew  very 
modest,  and  very  humane,  all  at  once : 
we  took   the  twenty-three  Englishmen, 
who  were  to  be  tried  as  traitors,  and  put 
them  into  the  English  prisons  along  with 
the  rest  of  the  American  prisoners  of  war. 
Nothing  more  was  heard  of  the  matter. 
If  this  nonsensical,  absurd)   and  foolish 
clause  should  be  agreed  to— even  if  the 


excellent  Amendment  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Wolverhampton  was  rejected,  and  the 
clause  in  all  other  respects  passed — he 
should  certainly  feel  it  his  duty  to  propose 
the  insertion  of  a  proviso,  to  the  effect 
that  no  person,  after  being  expatriated, 
should  be  considered  as  a  traitor  in  taking 
arms  against  England. 

Mr.  Secretary  Rice  felt  it  his  duty  to 
trouble  the  Committee  with  a  few  observ- 
ations in  reply  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Oldham.  In  the  first 
place,  he  must  express  the  satisfaction 
with  which  he  heard  the  seutiments  which 
his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, expressed  on  the  subject  of  this 
Bill ;  with  the  justice  of  which,  no  indi. 
vidual  who  had  carefully  watched  the 
progress  of  the  measure,  could  fail  to  be 
struck.     Those  observations  were  most 
gratifying,  not  only  in  so  far  as  they  re- 
lated to  the  disposition  of  the  House  to 
support  the  Bill,  but  as  they  described  its 
tendency  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
poor.     With  regard  to  the  observations  of 
the  boo.  member  for  Oldham,  he  hoped 
he  should  be  excused  for  sayings  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  confounded  facts,  and 
invented  statements,  in  a  manner  pecu- 
liarly bis  own,  and  which  certainly  enti- 
tled him   to  the  merit  of  arguing  in  a 
manner  which  rendered  it  almost  impos- 
sible to  cope  with  him.     For  instance,  if 
it  were  to  be  conceded  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  in  the  whole  of  the  colonial 
possession?  of  this  country,  we  had  nothing 
but  swamps  and  rocks  on  which  to  employ 
labourers,  the  House  would,  undoubtedly , 
have  to  deal  with  one  of  the  most  mon- 
strous clauses  that  ever  was  introduced. 
But  how  could  the  hon.  Gentleman  risk 
his  credit  by  volunteering  such  a  state- 
ment as  that  ?    Was  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
then,  prepared  to  risk  his  credit  before 
the  House  and  the  country,  knowing,  as 
he  did,  the  means  which  almost  every 
Gentleman  in  the  House  possessed,  of 
forming   a  judgment  on  the  point,  that 
the  colonial  possessions  of  this  country 
presented  nothing  to  the  industry  of  Bri- 
tish settlers  but  swamps  and  rocks  ?    The 
assertion  was  a  specimen  of  the  kind  of 
reasoning  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
employed,  not  only  on    the  emigration 
clause,  but  on  every  principle  and  every 
detail  of  the  Bill.    He  asked  the  House  to 
judge  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  assertions, 
in  other  instances,  by  the  accuracy  of 
this ;  and  if  they  found  this  to  be  wrong, 
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to  tnppote  that  kb  raaaooiog  •■  odicr 
ooeasions  might  be  equally  futile.  Ano- 
ther rather  eingalar  oireanMCaiioe  wai| 
that  the  boa.  Gentlcnan  had,  on  thie 
occasion^  admitted,  with  tome  degree  of 
approbation!  the  authority  of  the  Poor« 
law  Commiseionert,  and  he,  who  had 
undervalued  all  their  other  piooeedinge-— 
who  had  stigmatised  them  in  language 
almost  at  hard  at  that  which  he  com- 
plained of— he  who  had  thrown  over- 
board  all  their  mitrepreaentationt,  and 
disputed  their  ttatenents, — called  apon 
the  Houte  to  found  Iti  judgment  on  the 
antwert  to  a  query  which  had  little  or  no 
eonneiion  Krith  the  present  qnettion.  The 
bon.  Gentleman  baa  alto  referred  to  frag- 
mentt  of  the  evidence  tidien  before  the 
Agricultural  Committee,  on  which  he 
founded  the  atsnmption,  not  only  that  there 
was  no  excess  of  populatioa  in  England, 
bat  that  there  was  no  redondancv  of 
population  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man possessed  a  shrewdness  of  obserra- 
lion  not  often  eoualled,  end  he  must 
know  perfectly  well^  that  there  might  exist 
in  particular  districts,  an  excess  of  popu- 
ktion,  although  the  general  populataon  of 
the  country  might  not  present  the  same 
excess^  If  the  bon.  Gentleman  looked  to 
the  real  state  of  the  case,  he  would  find^ 
that,  incidentally,  the  present  Poot-law 
system  was  one  of  the  causes  which  pre* 
vented  that  distribution  of  the  populatiofi 
in  different  districts,  which  would  equalize 
demand  for  labour.  He  must  say,  that  some 
Gentlemenr-*^Dd  the  observaftion  would 
even  apply  to  many  who  approved  of  this 
measure,->-«ntertatned  an  unnecessary  de^ 
gree  of  fear  as  to  its  operation.  The  hott. 
laember  for  Bolton  said,  that  he  feared  at 
first  there  would  be  considerable  difficulty 
in  remedying  the  evils  arising  from  this 
unequal  demand  for  labour.  But  the  bon. 
Gentleman  would  see,  that  if  there  were 
to  be  an  excess  of  labour  in  Sussex,  for 
instance,  while  labour  was  in  deaaaad  in 
Laocashtre,  it  could  be  taken  from  the 
one  county,  and  provided  for  in  the  other, 
unless,  indeed,  there  were  some  artificial 
bond  of  connexion  between  the  labourers 
and  the  place.  He  freely  admitted,  that 
there  undoubtedly  might  be  cases  in  which 
the  applicatioa  of  thia  peculiar  remedy 
would  become  a  point  well  deserving  the 
consideration  of  the  Legislature.  These 
who  did  not  ibUow  Che  bon.  Gentleman 
with  some  attention,  might  really  have  in- 
feried,  that  this  was  a  compulsory  clansei 


wbeieas  it  waa  only  panaissivtt  the 
of  the  party  himself  bring  absolutely  sad 
indiBpeBsably  necessary,  before  a  singfle 
step  oould  be  taken.  He  dwelt  on  thia 
the  more,  because,  in  former  diseussioiia, 
the  object  of  the  provision  was  very  mach 
misrepiesented,  and  it  waa  considered  in 
the  light  of  a  new  mode  of  transportatiiMk 
intended  for  the  injury  and  prejudice  of 
the  labouring  poor.  He  might  be  allowed 
to  say,  thst  they  ought  not  to  touch  upon 
this  Question,  without  doing  justice  to  a 
right  hon.  friend  of  bis,  now  far  away,  of 
whom  his  friends  entertained  the  most 
honourable  reeolleetions.  Sir  Wilmoi 
HorUm  origioally  introduced  the  question 
with  much  perseverance.  Many  were  the 
sneers  directed  against  him  in  the  oourw 
of  his  li^Mnirs;  but  it  was  a  fact,  that  many 
of  the  principles  he  laid  down  were  now 
recognised  and  adopted  even  by  those 
who  scouted  them  at  the  time.  The  hon. 
member  for  Oldham  referred  to  the  case 
of  the  military  emigrants  to  Canada.  But 
supposing  all  the  lK>n.  Gentleman's  asser- 
tions on  that  point  to  be  admitted,  did  it 
follow,  because  a  pensioner,  whose  habits 
mig^t  not  exactly  fit  him  for  a  new 
colony,  who  might  not  have  been  so^>er, 
industrious,  and  provident,  had  not  suc- 
ceeded; that  therefore  all  subsequent 
settlers  of  a  different  station  in  life,  and 
possessing  the  necessary  qoalifications, 
must  fail.  What  was  the  proposition  of 
his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Wolver- 
hampton ?  *'  That  it  shall  and  amy  be 
lawful  for  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  (these  words  being  imperative, 
and  giving  him  no  discretion),  whenever, 
and  as  often  as  there  shall  be  any  monies 
undisposed  of  arising  from  the  sale  of 
Crown  lands  in  the  colonies,  to  apply 
such  monies  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the 
emigration  of  labouring  men  and  their 
families  ia  a  given  proportion."  Govern- 
ment had  long  since  adopted  the  general 
principle  as  applicable  to  settlers  and 
colonies.  Hie  produce  arising  from  the 
sale  of  Crown-lands  in  the  Australian 
provinces^  was  already  applied  to  this 
purpose,  bot^  he  must  say,  in  a  manner 
rnfinilely  preferable  to  that  proposed  to 
be  established  by  this  clause.  Take  the 
eaae  of  Van*  Diemen's  Land.  It  ap- 
peared by  the  last  advices  from  thence, 
that  a  sum  of  16,000/.  had  been  pro- 
duced by  the  sale  of  Crown  lands,  and 
that  it  had  been  applied  to  this  and  no 
other  purpose.     But  if  this  Amendment 
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were  adopted,  the  sums  thus  raiaed  mvst 
be  applied  to  this  specific  purpose  only. 
He  pot  it  to  his  hon.  friend  whether,  after 
the  recognition  of  the  principle  hy  the 
Emigration  GcHamitteey  it  would  not  be 
better  lo  leate  the  application  of  then 
foods  to  the  unfettered  discretion  of  Go- 
Temment,  than  to  render  it  iroperatiTe 
upon  it  at  all  times,  and  under  all  circum- 
stances, to  expend  a  fixed  proportion  of 
this  sum  in  aid  of  emigration.  The  neces* 
sarily  varying  circumstances,  too,  of  dif- 
ferent colonies  at  different  times,  was  a 
strong  objection  to  the  adoption  of  the 
proposal.  At  one  time  it  might  be  de- 
sirable to  apply  half  the  wh(&  anoont 
raised  to  this  porpose ;  at  another  time, 
that  half  might  be  an  excess ;  there  would 
be  times  when  the  demand  for  labour  in  the 
colonies  would  be  of  itself  perhaps  a  suffi- 
cient inducement  for  emigration,  and  others 
^en  that  iodocement  woold  be  very  much 
lessened.  It  had  even  been  found  neces- 
sary to  vary  the  encouragement  under 
which  female  emigration  to  New  South 
Wales  had  been  carried  on.  At  one  time 
lOi.  had  been  given  to  every  eratigrant,  at 
another  SZ.,  and  sometimes  even  as  much 
as  12/«  This  was  an  additionid  reason 
for  leaving  an  uncontrolled  dtscietioD  on 
the  point  with  Government.  There  was 
another  ofajectiott  which  ought  not  to  be 
lost  sight  of.  The  amount  of  these  funds 
was  very  uncertain.  Suppose,  for  instance, 
that  in  a  given  period  no  sales  of  Crown 
lands  todL  place,  or  that  the  receipts 
were  greatly  diminished.  Exactly  ia  the 
same  proportion  an  inevitable  and  neces- 
sary restcaiiRt  upon  emigratioa  from  this 
country  would  be  iospos^.  Suppose,  for 
instance,  that  the  15,000/.  raised  from 
the  sale  of  Crown-lands  in  Van  Diemen'v 
Lend  were  entirely  absorbed  in  carrying 
this  object  into  effect,  during  the  present 
year,  the  consequence  would  be  that,  rn  a 
subsequent  year,  the  parties  who  wished  to 
emigrate  would  derive  no  assistance  what* 
ever  from  this  fund.  More  important  ob- 
jections arose  with  respect  to  other  coft>- 
nies.  In  some,  these  funds  were  already 
applied  to  other  uses ;  in  others,  the  Go^ 
vernment  was  in  communication  with  the 
local  legislatures,  with  a  view  to  effecting 
arrangements  connected  with  these  very 
land  revenues.  If  this  clause  were  to  be 
carried,  appropriations  already  made  must 
in  future  be  derived  from  other  soorees, 
and  the  negotiations  still  pending  with  the 
local  legislatores  must  be  eoifhicted  on 


new  principles*  It  was  on  these  gtoundt 
that  he  was  disposed  to  press  his  hon. 
friend,  under  the  circumstances  he  bad 
stated,  to  leave  the  Ck>vernment  that  un- 
fettered control  which  it  now  possessed 
over  the  application  of  this  fund.  Not 
only  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Wol- 
verhampton, but  the  hon«  member  for 
Bolton  (Col.  Torrens),  had  alluded  to  the 
trial  of  an  experiment  in  a  new  cokmy* 
He  attached  the  greatest  importance  to 
that  trial ;  and,  without  pledging  himself 
or  his  Majesty's  Government  to  the  adop-* 
tion  of  any  definitive  course,  he  bad  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  it  was  one  to 
which  thwe  was  every  disposition  to  give 
favourable  andeariyconuderation,  because 
the  matter  was  tniporta&t,  in  pobt  of 
time,  and  in  regard  to  the  conse^uenoee 
iuvohred,  and  die  interests  affected.  If 
there  were  delays  or  difficulties,  they  did 
not  arise  ftroaa  any  insensibilily  on  the  part 
of  has  Majesty's  Gtovemmeat  to  the  im- 
portance of  t&e  subject,  but  from  a  due 
sense  of  the  responsibility  which  attached 
to  any  Administration  upoo  founding  a 
new  Colony.  The  country  had  had  some 
experience  on  the  subject.  He  vras  th« 
last  person  to  express  any  distrust  of  the 
present  proposition,  with  respect  to  which, 
softor  from  entertaining  anysuch  sentiment 
he  waa  disposed  to  feel  considerable  con- 
fidence. But  they  knew  that,  wben  the 
Swan  River  experiment  was  first  opened  in 
thia  Hoose^  uothing  could  be  more  albv* 
iiig  than  the  representations  aoade  to  Par- 
liament. One  of  them  was,  the  great  ad- 
vantage of  freedom  from  all  expense* 
There  could  be  no  doubt,  however,  that 
that  settlement  had  cost  a  great  deal  of 
money;  and  the  pecuniary  responsibiiity 
was  the  least  which  the  mother-country  in- 
curred when  she  undertook  the  formation 
of  a  new  colony.  It  was  quite  in  vain  to 
contend,  that  any  understanding  which 
could  be  come  to  between  the  new  settlers 
and  the  Government  could  ever  relieve  the 
latter  from  the  responsibility  of  vindicat- 
ing the  honour  of  the  country  if  it  should 
be  necessary,  or  of  protecting  national  in- 
terests and  estaUisniag  good  government 
in  any  Colony  upoi^  which  the  British  ftag 
might  be  unfurled.  The  arguments  which 
had  been  advanced  in  support  of  the  pro- 

Ksition  of  the  hon.  member  for  WoWer- 
mpton  bad  been  used,  he  had  no  doubt, 
with  the  most  perfect  sincerity ;  but  it 
was  necessary  that  the  Mmisters  should  see 
their  way  clearly  before  they  lent  the  sane- 
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tioo  of  Government,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  such  a  system  of  emi^ation  as 
would  be  created  if  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposition  should  be  acceded  to.  Under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood, 
the  terms  would  be  easy  to  comply  with, 
and  greatly  to  the  advantage  of  those  who 
did  comply  with  them,  which  was  an  ad- 
ditional reason  for  not  adopting  the 
Amendment.  His  recommendation  was, 
to  try  the  experiment  first ;  and  if  it  suc- 
ceeded, to  legislate  more  fully  afterwards. 
His  hon.  friend  said,  that,  in  another Ses* 
sion  of  Parliament,  he  might  feel  it  ne- 
cessary to  move  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  to  consider  or  the  subject  of 
emigration  generally.  He  was  quite  satis- 
fied that  such  a  proposition  could  not 
come  with  greater  weight  from  any  person 
than  from  his  hon.  friend ;  but  he  would 
beg  of  his  hon.  friend  to  suspend  any  le- 
gislation upon  the  subject  until  he  had 
seen  how  the  present  measure  would  ope- 
rate. The  Ministers  would  not  oppose  the 
principle  upon  which  his  Motion  pro- 
ceedea— on  the  contrary,  they  were  pre- 
pared to  adopt  it ;  but  they  wished  it  not 
to  be  pressed  at  present. 

Mr.  Hodges  contended,  that  it  was 
monstrous  to  establish  such  a  principle  as 
that  parishes  should  be  allowed  to  borrow 
money  for  such  a  purpose  as  that  of  ex- 
patriating Englishmen  in  order  that  their 
places  might  be  supplied  by  Irishmen. — 
He  for  one  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  resist 
80  unjust  a  proposition,  and  therefore,  he 
should,  at  the  proper  time,  move  an  addi- 
tbn  to  the  clause  to  the  effect-**  Pro- 
vided always  that  no  sum  of  money  for 
any  such  purpose  as  aforesaid  shall  be 
raised  and  expended  until  some  provision 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  of  Ireland  be  by 
law  established." 

Mr.  Clay  considered,  that  emigration 
would  be  advantageous  rather  than  inju- 
rious, and  it  was  on  that  ground  that  he 
approved  of  the  clause.  There  was  an 
immense  surplus  of  labour  and  capital  in 
this  country  seeking  employment,  and  why 
should  not  both  be  led  into  our  colonies  ? 
There  was  no  project  which  could  be 
mentioned  with  a  chance  of  profit  but 
many  persons  were  ready  to  take  it  up. 
There  was  with  our  redundancy  of  capital 
distress  among  the  labourers,  and  how 
could  both  be  provided  for,  unless  by 
emigration  ?  He  saw  no  reason  to  relax 
their  endeavours  to  better  the  condition 
of  the  labouring  poor  of  this  country  he- 


cause  the  Irish  labouring  poor  miglit,  also, 
be  benefited  by  it.  They  had  no  right 
to  restrain  the  Irish  labourers  from  coming 
to  this  country  in  quest  of  employment ; 
and  if  they  wished  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
emigration  of  Irish  into  England,  they 
cpuld  only  do  so  by  adopting  measures 
that  would  ensure  them  employment  at 
home. 

Mr.  Denison,  in  supporting  the  clause, 
mentioned  the  following  case,  in  illustra- 
tion of  the  advantages  of  emigration.  A 
parish  being  overwhelmed  with  the  amount 
of  its  poor-rate,  induced  by  a  surplus  po- 
pulation, sent  seventy  labourers  out  to 
Canada,  provided  with  tools  and  some 
money,  the  expense  being  defrayed  half 
by  voluntary  contributions,  and  half  out 
of  the  poor-rate.  The  result  had  been 
most  advantageous  to  all  parties;  the 
labourers  had  got  constant  employment 
at  4s,  5s.  and  6s,  a-day;  and  were,  in 
every  way,  so  satisfied,  that  they  had  sent 
home  for  their  friends  to  join  them.  The 
parish  had  reason  to  be  satisfied  ;  for  the 
poor-rates  had  been  considerably  dimi- 
nished, and  the  labouring  part  of  the 
parish  who  stayed  at  home  had  reason 
to  be  satisfied,  for  they  all  got  work. 

Mr.  Orote  hoped,  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Wolverhampton  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  In  his  opinion,  no  possible 
mischief  could  arise  from  the  clause  as  it 
stood.  He  would  go  further.  He  was 
fully  persuaded  that  the  effect  of  the 
clause  would  be  most  highly  beneficial  to 
all  parties.  He  was  perfectly  astonished 
how  any  one  could  interpret  it  into  a  sen- 
tence of  transportation.  The  clause  did 
not  contain  a  word  which,  as  it  appeared 
to  him,  could  be  legitimately  twisted  into 
an  intention  of  forcing  any  one  to  emi- 
grate. All  it  said  was,  that  if  any  per- 
son, wishing  to  better  himself  in  another 
country,  chose  to  emigrate.  Government 
would  facilitate  his  transmission  to  that 
country. 

Mr.  Slaney  defended  the  clause.  He 
did  not  think  there  was  any  particular 
danger  to  be  apprehended  from  the  influx 
of  Irish  labourers,  as  there  was  no  redun- 
dancy of  population  in  the  counties  nearest 
to  Ireland,  while  there  was  a  redundancy 
in  the  southern  counties  of  England. 

Mr.  Cartforight  supported  the  clause ; 
and  mentioned  a  case  in  his  own  neigh- 
bourhood,, where,  out  of  a  parish  contain- 
ing eight  hundred  persons,  one  hundred 
had  emigrated  to  Upper  Canada,  with  the 
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advantageous  result  to  themselves  of 
plenty  of  well-paid  labour ;  and  to  those 
.who  remained  behind  of  considerably 
diminished  poor-rates  and  ample  employ- 
ment. 

Mr.  Benett  would  not  concede  that 
there  was  any  surplus  population.  The 
dreadful  distress  which  pervaded  the  coun- 
try was  attributable  to  nothing  of  the  sort. 
The  whole  and  sole  cause  of  that  distress 
consisted  in  the  overwhelming  embargo 
which  was  laid  upon  the  industry  and 
capital  of  the  country  connected  with, 
land,  in  the  shape  of  enormous  taxation. 
Human  labour  was  the  wealth  of  the 
country,  and  the  more  we  sent*  abroad, 
the  more  we  must  really  impoverish  the 
country.  The  meanest  beast  we  had — an 
ass  for  instance — was  worth  155.;  but  a 
child  was  considered  a  nuisance,  and,  ac- 
cording to  some  of  our  political  econo- 
mists, it  would  be.  a  good  thing  if,  without 
a  violation  of  all  the  laws  of  humanity, 
we  could  put  a  thousand  children  to  death 
at  a  time.  Now  he  held  a  child  to  be 
a  more  valuable  animal  than  an  ass,  and 
was  for  keeping  our  people  at  home. 
When  a  people  became  so  numerous  as 
not  to  be  able  to  find  subsistence  at  home, 
it  was  natural  to  look  to  foreign  lands  for 
their  support;  but. we  were  not  arrived  at 
that  state  yet,  as  there  was  much  land 
in  England  better,  perhaps,  than  that 
which  the  people  went  abroad  to  cultivate, 
for  them  to  be  employed  upon.  It  was, 
he  repeated  the  embargo  laid  upon  the 
land  in  the  shape  of  taxation  that  ren- 
dered the  employment  of  labour  unprofit- 
able in  this  country,  and  he  wondered 
that  the  political  economists  in  that 
House,  who  must  be  acquainted  with  the 
fact,  had  not  once  mentioned  it. 

Mr.  Hume  was  surprised  at  the  assertion 
of  the  hon.  Member ;  for  he  bad  himself 
complained  of  taxation  as  one  of  the  main 
sources  of  the  evils  of  the  country  till  he 
was  almost  tired.  It  bad,  however,  nothing 
to  do  with  the  question  now  before  the 
House.  He  approved  of  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Wolverhampton,  because 
it  involved  the  principles  he  much  wished 
to  see  established,  viz, — a  parliamentary 
authority  given  to  the  proper  mode  of 
selling  Crown-lands,  and  the  appropriation 
of  the  produce  to  purposes  advantageous 
to  the  colonists  themselves.  They  had 
the  testimony  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Northamptonshire  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Surrey  in  favour  of  the  advantages 


which  were  to  be  derived  from  relieving 
parishes  of  their  surplus  population ;  and 
it  could  not  be  doubted,  that  if  the  plan 
they  had  described  had  been  generally 
followed,  all  the  parishes  in  the  country 
would  have  been  in  the  same  enviable 
situation  as  those  which  those  hon. 
Members  had  alluded  to.  He  was  sa- 
tisfied they  ought  to  give  every  en- 
couragement to  emigration,  particularly 
when  he  saw  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
opposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham. 
Joined  with  a  reform  of  the  Poor-laws,  no- 
thing could  be  more  advantageous  to  the 
country.  At  the  same  time  he  should 
look  with  jealousy  at  any  plan  by  which 
parishes  could  be  led  to  mortgage  their 
future  incomes  for  the  purpose  of  forward- 
ing emigration ;  and  this  was  the  reason 
why  he  had  felt  disinclined  to  the  whole- 
sale plan  of  compulsory  emigration  pro- 
posed by  a  right  hon.  friend  of  his  now  at 
Ceylon.  The  Motion  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  only  aimed  at  a 
permissive  emigration,  but  accompanied 
by  encouragement,  from  the  appropriation 
of  the  money  received  from  the  sale  of 
land  in  the  colonies.  He  saw  no  reason, 
however,  why  the  advantages  held  out  by 
the  Motion  should  not  be  extended  to 
artizans  as  well  as  agricultural  labourers, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government,  in  adopt- 
ing the  principle  of  encouragement  it  con- 
tained, would  not  draw  so  unjust  a  line  of 
distinction  between  the  different  classes  of 
the  country;  but  would  give  every  man 
who  could  not  find  employment,  whether 
artizan  or  agriculturist,  the  same  advant- 
ages. He  regretted  very  much,  that  the 
association  which  had  been .  formed  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  into  eflPect  a  sys- 
tem of  emigration  to  Australia,  and  to 
which  allusion  had  been  made,  had  not 
yet  been  able  to  get  into  operation.  If  it 
had  been  at  work  a  year  ago,  and  its 
principles  had  been  carried  into  full  effect, 
other  similar  associations  would  have  been 
formed,  which  would  speedily  have  carried 
off*  all  that  part  of  our  population  which 
could  not  find  profitable  employment  in 
England.  The  hon.  member  for  Wilts 
had  said,  that  labourers  formed  the  wealth 
and  strength  of  the  country,  and  so  they 
did  as  long  as  there  was  profitable  em- 
ployment for  them ;  but  the  moment  they 
became  unable  to  support  themselves,  that 
moment  they  became  a  burthen  upon  the 
industry  of  others,  and  were  a  source  of 
weakness  instead  of  a  source  of  strength. 
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Major  If ancUfy  warned  the  OoverDmeiity 
and  the  Gentlemen  connected  with  the 
landed  interest,  against  a  measure  which 
they  were  told,  was  to  have  the  same 
effect  as  letting  the  people  have  cheap 
com  from  abroad.  It  would  be  as  great 
an  injury  to  the  landed  interest  for  the 
people,  who  ought  to  stop  at  home  and 
eat  the  com  grown  in  this  coontrv,  to  go 
abroad  and  carry  their  capital  with  them, 
to  grow  food  for  themselves  abroad,  as  it 
would  be  to  let  foreign  com  come  into  the 
country.  He  hoped  the  Government  would< 
be  upon  its  guard.  Certainly  the  quarter 
from  which  the  proposition  came^  he  could 
not  forget,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Wolverhampton  was  the  great  champion 
of  the  antt-Cora«law  system— and  the 
persons  who  supported  it,  were  enough  to 
make  the  gentlemen  connected  with  land 
regard  it  with  suspicion.  He  should, 
however,  reserve  what  he  had  further  to 
say  upon  the  subject  till  the  Motion  was 
regularly  before  them,  as  he  presumed  the 
hon.  Member  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,  that,  in  consequence  of 
a  petition  which  had  been  intrusted  to 
him,  and  of  the  prayer  of  that  petition,  he 
would  offer  a  suggestion  to  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  The  petition 
he  referred  to  emanated  from  a  body  of 
Scottish  emigrants,  who  came  for  embark- 
ation to  the  port  of  Liverpool,  and  who 
found  themselves  deceived  respecting  the 
vessel  in  which  they  were  to  embark. 
They  prayed,  that  some  superintending 
authority  or  tribunal  might  be  appoiuted 
in  the  ont*ports,  for  the  purpose  or  giving 
assistance  and  information  to  persons  about 
to  emigrate. 

Mr.  Whitmore  said,  that,  after  the  ample 
discussion  which  the  subject  had  under- 
cone,  he  certainlv  should  not  press  his 
Amendment  to  a  division. 

Mr.  Cobbeti  was  greatly  surprised  to 
hear  an  hon.  Member  attribute  the  surplus 
population  to  the  Poor*law8,  There  were 
no  Poor-laws  in  Ireland ;  and  would  any 
man  say,  that  there  was  no  surplus  popu- 
lation in  that  country  ?  He  could  not  but 
disapprove  of  the  system  of  sending  some 
of  the  best  part  of  the  agriculturat  labourers 
out  of  the  country  when  the  land  was  not 
half  cultivated  at  home. 

Lord  Sandon  was  glad  his  hon.  friend 
had  withdrawn  his  Amendment.  He 
looked  upon  the  next  Amendment  which 
had  been  proposed  bythe  hon.  member 
for  Kent,  as  one  of  great  importance.  For 


his  own  part,  he  did  not  think  that  any 
system  of  Poor-laws  would  prevent  the 
influx  of  Irish  labourers  into  this  country. 
He  meant,  any  system  that  was  based  on 
the  principle  for  which  Poor-laws  were 
first  established — namelv,  to  support  the 
siok,  the  aged,  and  the  mfirm.  It  was  for 
this  class  alone  that  the  Poor-laws  were 
originally  and  properly  designed.  He 
confessed  he  was  favourable  to  removing 
from  this  country  those  paupers  who  were 
a  burthen  to  it,  while  they  were  themsehres 
suffering  the  utmost  want,  and  placing 
them  in  some  of  our  colonial  settlements, 
where  they  might  enjoy  comparative  com- 
fort. He  should  support  the  clause  as  it 
stood  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Peter  said,  the  improper  subdifi- 
sion  of  land  in  Ireland,  bad  the  same 
effect  on  the  Poor-laws  of  England,  in 
increasing  the  number  of  labourers. 

Mr.  O'Commll  said,  that  those  who 
talked  so  much  about  the  causes  of  the 
surplus  population,  as  it  was  called,  of 
Iremnd,  evidently  knew  nothing  whatever 
about  the  real  state  of  that  country. 
Why,  it  was  notorious,  that  more  than 
one  half  of  the  land  in  Ireland  was  out  of 
cultivation,  and  yet  people  talked  of  a 
surplus  population.  The  apparent  sur- 
plus population,  for  it  was  nothing  else, 
and  the  bad  consequences  that  followed, 
proceeded  solely  from  the  long-continued 
misgoverament  and  misrule  under  which 
that  country  laboured,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  see  that  the  present  Goveraraent  seemed 
as  fresh  to  continue  that  misrale  as  if  tt 
had  never  been  tried ;  but,  thanks  be  to 
God,  they  would  fail  of  success  in  this  as 
in  everything  else. 

Mr.  Hodges  admitted,  that  in  his  own 
parish  great  benefit  had  resulted  from 
emigration ;  but  he  had  gone  a  particular 
way  to  work,  and  if  every  parish  were  to 
do  the  same,  he  should  not  object  to  the 
measure.  He  found  out  the  number  of 
men  wanted  to  bring  the  land  into  the 
highest  state  of  cultivation  of  which  it  was 
susceptible,  and  then  he  offered  emigra- 
tion to  a  certain  number,  who  with  their 
families  accepted  the  offer,  and  went  to 
the  United  States,  and  the  rest  were 
taken  into  employment.  Wages  rose  in 
consequence,  and  those  who  went  out 
were  perfectly  satisfied  with  their  condi- 
tion. But  it  was  difficult  to  balance  the 
demand  and  supply  at  all  seasons  of  the 
year.  He  should  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division,  as  he  felt  that  it  was  a  proposi- 
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tiw  wbich  was  but  lair  to  all  parties. 
The  English  labourer  should  have  a  clear 
field,  and  he  then  wanted  do  favour. 

Mr.  FouUti  Scrape  could  not  vote  for 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Kent. 
He  had  himself  a  notice  of  motion  ou  the 
book,  that  no  able-bodied  pauper  should 
be  compelled  to  lodge  in  a  workhouse, 
unless  he  refused  the  offer  of  emigration 
free  of  expense.  Though  he  was  friendly 
to  the  introduction  of  Poor-laws  into  Ire- 
land, he  could  not  vote  for  the  an^end- 
ment  with  his  Motion  undisposed  of. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  Hodges 
Amendment:  Ayes  20;  Noes  139^Ma- 
jority  119.* 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 


the  Ayes. 

Parker,  Sir  H. 
RiebaidS|  J. 
Rider,  T. 
^atbven,  £. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R. 
Tower,  J. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Waller,  J. 
WiHiams,  Colonel 


List  of 

Attwood,T. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
Btadcstoue,  T.  W. 
Brpcklebursty  R. 
Cobbett,  W. 
Gully,  J. 
Hodges,  T. 
Jacob,  E. 
James,  W. 
Kennedy,  J. 

On  clause  62,  which  related  to  the  mo4e 
of  acquiring  settlements,  being  read, 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  he  was  aware 
it  would  scarcely  b^  possible  to  pro- 
pose any  mode  by  which  settlements  io 
parishes  were  to  be  acquired^  that  might 
not  be  found  liable  to  some  objection.  He 
was  desirous,  however,  of  reducing  the 
grounds  for  such  objections  to  as  narrow 
a  compass  as  possible,  and  not  wishing, 
therefore,  to  embarrass  the  present  Bill 
by  the  several  clauses  that  related  to  this 
subject,  he  should  propose  certain  altera- 
tions which  he  thought  would  have  the 
efiiect  of  simplifying  this  part  of  the  mea- 
sure. He  intended  to  propose,  that  all 
settleinent  by  service  and  apprenticeship 
should  for  the  future  be  abolished,  but 
not  meaning  to  interfere  with  any  appren- 
ticeship already  in  progress  and  that 
should  be  completed.  Removing  these 
two  grounds  of  settlement  would,  he 
thought,  in  a  great  degree,  do  away  with 
all  .  obstruction  to  free  labour.  There 
would  still,  no  doubt,  be  left  some  grounds 
for  litigation,  but  this  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  avoid  in  any  system  that  could 
be  devised.  There  was  another  mode  of 
settlement  in  which  he  also  proposed  to 
make  an  alteration.    He  meant  that  of 


occupying  a  teneme&l.  He  intended  to 
propose  that  no  such  tenement  should 
entitle  the  occupier  to  a  settlement,  unless 
it  was  rated  for  a  year  previously  at  least. 
Without  proposing  any  amendment,  he 
would  effect  the  object  he  had  in  view  by 
moving  that  clauses  62,  63,  d4,  and  65, 
be  omitted  altogether,  and  that  in  clause 
66  the  words  should  be  introduced  "  that 
from  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Bill  no 
settlement  should  be  acquired  by  service 
qr  by  apprenticeship*" 

lord  ur«»viifo  Somevtei  said,  he  should 
not  now  go  into  a  discussion  of  the  sub- 

jectu  ii^YoIved  in  th^  clauses  that  bad,  been 
withxkftwu.  He  should  only  sa¥,  that  he 
was  very  gl^d  the  noble  Lord  Kad  with- 
dc8^W9>  ibose  clauses^  because  they  were 
oalcttlated  to  do  much  misehief.  He 
vrished  pn]^  to  ask  the.  upble  Lord  two 
questions.  First,  whether  in  the  settle- 
ment that  was  to  be  acquired  by  holding 
a.  teneqieut,  the  value  of  the  tenement 
itself  was  to  be  taken  into  account,  or  was 
it  onlv  the  rajte  that  was  paid  on  it? 
WohIoi  t^e  payment  of  U.  give  a  setUe- 
Dsent,  whatever  might  be  the  value  of  the 
tenement?  His  second  question  was^ 
whether  the  xv>Ue  Lord  meant  that  the 
alteration  he  proposed,  was  not  intended 
to  disturb  the  right  of  any  persons  who 
were  at  present  serving  their  apprentice- 
ship? The  alterations  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  be  of  considerable 
importance,  and,  as  it  was  very  necessary 
that  they  should  be  fully  and  clearly 
understood,  he  thought  it  would*be  well 
if  they  were  printed,  in  order  that  Mem- 
bers might  have  an  opportu^iity  of  fairly 
considering  them. 

Lord  Althorp  intended  to  propose,  that 
all.  tenements  from  which  settlements 
were  to  be  derived,  should  be  rated  at 
least  at  10/.  There  was  a  clause  which 
an  hon.  Member  intended  to  propose,  to 
the  effect  that  the  landlord  should  pay  all 
rates  on  tenements  up  to  10/.  He  should 
wish  to  see  how  this  clause  was  disposed 
of,  for  if  it  should  be  carried,  it  would 
make  some  difference  in  the  alteratioos  he 
proposed.  It  certainly  was  not  his  inten- 
tion to  interfere  with  any  rights  that 
might  belong  to  those  who  were  now 
bound,  and  who  might  complete  their 
apprenticeships.  With  respect  to  printing 
the  alterations,  he  thought  that  quite 
unnecessary,  as  they  were  so  verv  simple* 
there  could  be  no  difficulty  in  undefstand- 
ing  them* 
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Clauses  62, 63, 64»  and  ^5,  were  struck 

out. 

Clause  66  with  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  Lord  Althorp,  was  ordered  to 
stand  part  of  the  Bill ;  as  were  clauses  67 

and  68. 

House  resumed,  the  Committee  to  sit 

again 

HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  17,  1834. 

lliNOTBftil  Petttioof  pnwDtod.  By  the  Bail  of  AuEDiiir, 
ftom  Bellwlvitt,  for  a  Batter  Sy^lam  of  Chureh  Patronage 
in  Scotlandi  and  ftom  two  Plaeai,  for  Preteetkn  to  the 
Chureh  of  Sootland.— By  Lord  Tam bam,  tnm  Dondalk, 
fbr  an  Inquiry  faito  the  neeenlty  of  Eitahluhtalf  a  Harbour  at 
that  Poit^By  the  Blabop  of  BzvraB.  from  two  Plaoei, 
^ainrt  the  Sale  of  Beer  Aot— By  the  Duke  of  Wbluko- 
Ton  and  Lord  Tsn TMDaw,  from  mmnl  Phoai,— afataMt 
the  Clafaniof  Uie  DlMnten.~By  the  MarqueM  Cam- 
OBN.  from  Ave  Plaoai,  againat  the  AdmiMioo  of  Diiwnten 
to  the  Univenitiefc— By  the  Duke  of  WaixiNOioii, 
Marquen  CAMOnN,  and  the  Earl  of  WiMCHiLaaA,  ftir 
Proteetkm  to  the  Fitahiiiheil  Chmdi,  and  agahiat  the 
Claima  of  the  Dinantcn.— By  the  lame.  Lord  Rollb,  and 
the  Biihopi  of  CAELiaLB,  St  AaAPH,  and  Ezbtbb,— 
agataiat  the  Separatian  of  Choroh  and  Stale.— By  the  Kari 
of  DoBBAM,  from  Bieehin.  in  tKvom  of  the  SeiNuatioB  of 
Chureh  and  States  from  Uxbcidfa,  for  a  Rcfoim  of  the 
Church  Eitablifhment.— By  the  Dulu  of  RicaiMONO, 
from  Hampalead,  fbr  renewiBK  and  extending  the  Labour 
Rate  Aet^-By  the  Bail  of  Dubham,  from  Newoaitia- 
upon-Tyne,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Stamp  Duties  on 

'  Reeetpti;  ftom  three  Diimtlng  Coogragatfom,  for  Relief 
to  the  Dieienten.— By  the  Bail  of  lUmroB,  from  Dawley, 
againit  Altering  the  Sale  of  Beer  Acts  and  ftom  lome 
Individuala,  for  Reformiqg  the  EcrifriaaHfal  Laws. 

Thb     Riband     Trade.]]      Viscount 
Strangford  said,  that  the  petitions  which 
he  was  about  to  present   were   so  very 
numerously  siened,  described  with  so  much 
force  and  truth  the  unmerited  sufferines  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  community,  and  in- 
volyed  considerations  of  such  vast  national 
importance,  that  he  could  not  content  him* 
self   with    the   mere    routine  process  of 
moving  that  they  should  be  read  at  their 
Lordships'  Table,  only  to  be  swept  away 
the  next  moment  into  the  bag  which  lay 
beneath  it.    He  thought,  that  much  more 
was  due  to  the  petitioners,  and  to  the 
unfortunate  condition  in  which  they  were 
placed  ;  and  it  was  his  intention,  so  soon  as 
the  House  should  have  permitted  them  to 
be  read,  to  move  that  they  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
termining what  degree  of  relief  could  be 
afforded  in  the  matters  of  which  they  com- 
plained.    The  petitions  were  from  the  city 
of  Coventry,  and  from  a  number  of  places 
and  districts  connected  with  it,  and,  like 
Coventry,  mainly  dependant  on  the  riband 
trade  for   support.     They  complained  of 
the  great  and  intolerable  distress  into  which 
that  trade  had  falleD,  and  they  attributed 


it  to  the  overwhelming  importation,  legal 
and  illegal,  of  French  ribands  into  the 
British   dominions.      The  petitioners  be- 
lieved, that  the  only  remedy  to  this  evil 
was  prohibitioa,  and  they  maintained,  that 
they  had  peculiar  and  distinct  daims  to 
that  remedy,  altogether  different  ftom  those 
possessed  by    other    branches    of    trade. 
The  case  of  the  silk  trade  in  general,  was 
submitted  in  1852  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;  a  boon,  if  such  it 
might  be  called,  for  which  that  trade  was 
imbbted  to  the  perseveriuff  efforts  and  to 
the  talents  and  research  displayed  by  a 
noble  Earl,  the  member  for  Cheshire,  who 
brought  to  the  examination  of  the  question 
a  degree  of  ability  which  it  would  indeed 
be    well    for  those    petitioners    if   their 
humble  advocate  this  night  possesied.    The 
labours  of  the  Committee  produced  one  of 
the  largest  volumes  of  printed  evidence 
that  ever  yet  was  laid  on  the  Table  of 
Parliament.    But  no  Report  was  founded 
on  that  vast  mass  of  evidence,  no  recom- 
mendation nor  result  whatever  came  from 
it,  nor  benefit  to  any  one  but  the  printer 
who  was  paid  for  it    He  could  assert,  that 
he  had  gone  through  the  contents  of  that 
bulky  volume,  and  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
aver,  that  four-fifths  of  it  were  as  strongly 
in  favour  of  actual  prohibition  (at  least  so 
far  as  the  riband  trade  was  concerned)  as 
it  was  possible  for  human  testimony  to  be. 
He  stated  this  fact  in  justification  of  what 
would,  he  feared,  appear  to  some  of  their 
Lordships  the  unreasonable  exorbitance  of 
the  request  made  in  some  of  those  petitions. 
Although  the  whole  of  the  silk-manufac 
turers  S  Great  Britain  had  suffered  in  a 
greater  or  less  degree  by  the  overwhelming 
inundation  of  French  silk  goods,  still,  if 
any  one  branch  of  it  had  been  more  deeply 
and  vitally  injured  than  another,  it  had 
been  the  manufacture  of  the  superior  sorts 
of  ribands.       The  description  of  ribands 
that  now  was,  and  had  for  years  been, 
most  in  vogue,  was  what  was  called  fancy 
gauce.     In  the  value  of  that  article,  there 
was  but  a  very  small  proportion  of  silk,  and 
a  very  great  proportion  of  labour,  411  per 
cent,  he  believed,  on  the  total  value,  and, 
therefore,  was  a  most  improperly-selected 
subject  for  experiment.     In  the  fabrica- 
tion of   these    ribands,    the  Frencli  had 
several  great  advantages  over  us — cheap, 
ness  of    labour,  better  material,  (which 
they  took  good  care  to  keep  to  themselves), 
and,  above  all,  the  privilege  and  the  priority  of 
prescribing  the  fashion,  the  consequence  of 
all  which  was,  that  by  far  the  greatest  part 
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of  the  ganse.  ribands  used  in  tlus  country 
was  imported  from  France.    The  town  of 
St.  Etienne,  where  Uiey  were  principally 
made,  was  rapidly  increasing  in  size  and 
prosperity.  Above  500  looms  were  annually 
added  to  thoae  prerioualy    in    operation^ 
while»  on  the  other  hand,  Coveyitry  and 
its  dependencies  were  reduced  to  the  very 
lowest  ebbof  distress.  The  French  silk  trade, 
loo,  had  one  great  advantage  over  the 
English  in  possessing  a  copious  supply  of 
native  silk,  the  exportation  of  whidi  from 
France  was  strictly  prohibited  until  lately, 
when,  in  consequence  of  the  just  repre- 
sentations made  by  the  trade  here  of  the 
unfairness  of  letting  French  goods  come  to 
England,  while  the  raw  silk  of  that  coun- 
try was  not  allowed  to  be  exported,  the 
prohibition  as  to  raw  silk  was  rescinded ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  an  export  duty  of  7| 
per  cent  was  put  upon  it.    This  permission 
to  export  raw  silk  had  been  greatly  vaunted 
in  another  place,  as  having  removed  one  of 
the  principal  complaints  of  our  manufac- 
turers, and  a  sort  of  lo  Pesan  had  been 
sung  or  said  for  the  concession  thus  ob- 
tained.    But  the  fact  was,  that  the  pro^ 
hibition  to   export  the  raw  material  was 
not  the  principal  complaint,  nor  anything 
like  the  principal  complaint,  of  our  manu- 
facturers.    What  they   principally    com- 
plained of  was,  the  want  of  doe  protection 
against  the  multiplied  advantages  which 
the  French  possessed  over  us,'  one  of  the 
least  of  which,  in  point  of  value,  though 
certainly  the  most  unfair  in  point  of  princi- 
ple, was  the  monopoly  of  the  raw  material. 
The  importance  of  this  monopoly  to  France, 
and  its  disadvantage  to  us«  was  a  mere 
question  of  relative  price.     It  secured  to 
her  manufacturers,  the  raw  material  at  a 
lower  rate  than  that  at  which  we  could 
obtain  it;  and  as  a  question  of  relative 
price,  it  remained  still  under  this  export 
duty  of  7i  per  cent ;  so  that,  in  the  pur. 
chase  of  materials  with  which  to  be^  the 
manufacture  of  an    article   wheiem  the 
French  were  asserted  to  have  taste  and 
ingenuity  so  far  superior  to  us^  there  was 
also  a  very  in^portant  preference  over  us  in 
price  secured  to  them  at  the  very  outset. 
And  hero  he  would  beg  leave  to  remark, 
that  our  own  conduct  to  France  in  reference 
to  the  supply  of  the  raw  material  was  very 
difl^ront  indeed.    Their  manufacturers  re- 
sorted hero  for  China  and  Bengal  raw 
silks,  which  they  obtained  in  Enghnd,  on 
piredsely  the  same  terms  as  the  English 
manufacturer ;  nor  had  any  attempt  been 
made  to  restrain  their  access  to  our  market. 
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It  had  been  said,  that  this  penxussion  for 
the  exportation  of  raw  silk  from  France 
to  this  country,  was  the  result  of  a  strong 
and  friendly  feeling- towards  England  which 
had  sprung  up  there,  and  whidi  had  been 
manifested  by  a  petition  from  the  Fronch 
manufacturers  to  Uie  Chamber  of  Deputies, 
praying  that  the  exportation  might  be  allow- 
ed. Butwhat  was  the  fact?  The  exportation 
so  permitted  was  not  the  result  of  this  sup- 
posed friendly  feeling.  It  was  the  result 
of  nothing  else  (Dr.  Bowring  was  his 
witness)  ti^n  of  an  approhension,  lest  an 
injustice  so  monstrous  should  force  us  again 
to  put  our  own  old  prohibitory  system  in 
force.  It  would  show,  however,  how  little 
there  was  in  France  of  a  real  desire  to  deal 
liberally  with  this  country ;  it  would  prove 
how  attentive  the  French  Government  was, 
to  secure  every  possible  advantage  to  its 
own  subjects,  when  it  was  stated,  that 
although  there  had  been  this  great  and 
magnanimous  display  of  liberality  in  letting 
out  the  raw  silk  of  France  burthened  with 
a  duty  which  still  made  it  come  higher  to 
the  English  than  to  the  French  manu- 
facturer, yet  that,  in  the  case  of  the  peculiar 
material  necessary  for  the  fabrication  of 
gauzes  and  gauze  riband  (which  material 
was  called  maraboutf  and  which  exceeded 
the  sort  in  use  in  England  much  more 
than  the  French  raw  silk  exceeded  the 
raw  silk  which  we  had,  and  without 
which  material  these  gauzes  never  could 
be  made  as  good  as  theirs),  the  prohibi- 
tion was  still  most  rigidly  enforced. 
So,  in  addition  to  cheapness  of  labour, 
the  lead  and  priority  of  fashion,  and  their 
acknowledged  or  supposed  superior  skill  and 
aptitude,  tne  French  were  to  have  also  an 
exclusive  monopoly  of  the  only  material 
out  of  which  the  article  could  be  fabricated. 
And  yet  we  talked  of  competition,  and 
called  for  bricks  when  straw  wherewith  to 
make  them  was  denied.  Competition  in- 
deed !  Of  the  impossibility  of  anything  like 
fair  competition  between  the  English  and 
French  nband  manufacturers.  Dr.  Bowring 
was  a^dn  his  witness?  Hear  what  Dr. 
Bowring  said  in  the  printed  evidence  before 
the  House  of  Commons : — '  Do  you  mean 
^  to  say,  that  they /are  ribands  and  fine 
/  fancy  goods? — No,  I  do  not  believe,  that 
'  England  can  at  all  compete  with  France 
'  in  ribands  and  fancy  goods.  I  stated,  as  a 
'  general  principle,  that  wliere  taste  and 
'  beauty  form  a  considerable  part  of  the 
'  cost  of  production,  there  is  no  present  and 
'  immeduite  chance  of  competition.'  And 
again,  *  I  have  again  to  state,  that  the 
R 


i 


483 

< 


Tk9  RAami  Traie. 


mWt  nWtUtU  MT&Uta 


484 


export  of  Engliib  gooii  to 
^  prindpilly  of  hm  goods.    1  noii  fq^ 

*  in  tbo  •Uuugost  temt  ny  ooBvietiooj 
'  tlmt  whero  oMapoliikm  k  to  be  feoied  is 
'  pfcciaely  wbere  taote  IbiiBO  o  voy  €0»- 

*  aadenble  tomponcnt  ptft  of  the  jHodne. 
<  tioii»  tad  tint  the  toole  In  Fnaoo  k,  by 
'  uniTenal  ocknofiledgment,  anidi  more 
'odTmnccd  linn  tlttt  of  Eaglmd.'  But 
taCTc  WO  otter  end  fltmigef  veeMQi  fot 
die  impoHifaflity  of  eqoel  cuuipetilioB  ;  end 
k  was  no  less  tniiy  tban  pathetkaDy  sMUed 
in  one  of  tliose  pelilkns  (tbat  iimni  die 
Foksfaill  weatets)  Aat*  bowed  doi«vB  lo  the 
eardi  fay  tfae  piuwie  of  imriaiiiig  aad  i^ 
tolerable  nusefy,  all  €bA  thoot^ts  ocen* 
pied  m  devku^tke  asconsof  praeoong  a 
nonel  of  bread  for  tkeir  peridiMig  fswiitif% 
""tbey  badlitlle  energy  and  spirits  todevole 
to  antiopatii^  ine  cspnees  of  nsnioBy  or 
to  tbe  cttltivatKn  of  tasle  and  inventioo. 
In  loQldng  oter  dns  vasl  mass  of 
aotnn^  bad  strack  asin  SMie  foRibly 
the  eontraM  between  tbe 
tnii  and  suppovt  given  by  the  Fieucii  gOL. 
wimneni  to  their  own  artkaas^  and  that 
aJKwded  la  those  of  Oieai  DnlBBn  by 
bk  Majesty's  blinklers.  He  thought, 
that  the  difierenee  was  in  no  point  aMsre 
pisii^  shown  than  in  the  dkregaid  whidi 
had  been  flsanftated  towavdi  the  adoptkn  of 
any  oaeof  thessfe  aad  ingenkns  fdansfer 
the  suppivjBKni  of  SBsnggung  in  foRign 
silks  wbaA  were  senesied  in  tfae 
berase  the  Honse  of  O 
wdied  no 
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Wttnif  shown  lo  vae  nanoi  by  pssang 
^'figiwed*  silk  gsada  thmigh  mm  Osstw 
HoMeas'^phin.''  The  schedule  of  dutki 
ftnd  a  dnty  of  llJi  pef  Ib>  on  "pltaa* 
andlSa.  on  ^ignied"  sOkf.  Itwasdb- 
oofoved  ssno  months  a^B^  that  very  baas 
ipMMities  of  lignied  goods  passed  as  pfasa 
on  die  payment  of  the  lower  duty;  and  it 
appesredy  nmt  thk  had  been  done  m  ooaio* 
^nence  of  mpresBsrtallons  nom  the  im* 
partento  Ae  Board  of  Cnslnmi,  that  tbe 


figured,  were  m  leali^  amde  m  **pHin 
looms,"  ^he  htti  bamg,  that  they  were 
really  aad  imdwikbly  **llgiired,'*  aiMl  that 
the  represoitalion  was  &ke  snd  finDdiiknt, 
to  8B(fo  4i:  In  die  pound  weight  on  the 
dnty.  Upon  tte  sBkMnanvractnrem  oon^ 
plaWi^to  the  Board  of  Customs  of  thk 
of  the  law,  and  upon  lull  psoof 
pven  of  the  finnd  wbacb  bad  been 


mas  snca  goons  anouH  m  mtnre  pay  tne 
wnom  mny  cnargeaoie  upon  ^gnren  suss. 

acted  upon  ftr  several 

and  under  k^  lull  Ic^  dnty 

eoHected.    To  the  aslommment,  liow<» 

',  of  no  sdk'-uMnumcturcrs  nicy   aad 


kad 


Bat, 
then,  h  wooH  havv  binilittud  ^he  Englirii 
ssanuTaitnier^  and  have  excited  eomplsmt 

saonstraneet  he  Rnied,  soaaecimes  partook  of 
^K  nature  of  wwasmnd.  He  coaM  tell 
the  noble  l4Md  what  the  Bkkidi  silk  trade 
Aongiht  of  thk  iadilierenie  to  their  iatuMts 
on  a  UMCt  fgwnitkl  point.  They  thought 
mas  n  wm  cne  uxcn  ues^n  ei  nw  nonra 
of  Trade  to  drive  Aem  to  coaM.nt  to  a 
fiivottrile  scheme  of  that  Board, 
atin  lurtber  rednotion  of  the  duties 
ported  alk  goods.  They  wen 
n  wNS  opsnioa  ov  che  cvraeiKe  of  obk  of 
the  Sectelaries  of  the  Board  of  Trade  lass- 
mU  (Mr.  Deacon  Husae).  who  actuallT 
argued  against  too  araeh  Uiictaeas  ia  ^ 
detection  of  smu^s^ttRig.  Ie$t  tke  rresMb 
dhoukl  be  prowok^  to  retsUiilo.  But«  abwc 
all,  tbey  were  confirmed  in  thk  ii|aaiiai  by 
di*extnoidiaairy«  be  wouU  my  tfae  iBegal^ 


.  > 


ago  from  die  Treasury,  founded  on 
wiitatiuiM  from  the  Board  of  Trade,  to 
reacind  their  order  for  die  enfioteemeait  of 
the  legal  duty  on  figured  silks.  And  the 
Board  bad  given  instructMms  to  its 
aooordinglT.  It  wm  pselei 
aaderable  doubts  arose  as  to  whether 
goodi  were  pUia  or  l^iuied.  No  cfeubt, 
however,  need  be  eatcrtaincd.  as  penoas 
well  and  pncticalir  acquainteJ  witk  tke 
subject  eould  tesuhr.  that  the 
was  c>ar  and  certain.  But  wi 
Board  cf   Tkade  had   the 

they  consulted. 


the 


hut  widi  the 

reomvmg,,  but  wtth  dse 
injury.     Tbe  Frcacb 
too   Ittd    resaoostzated, 
gnun  to  ours  thev  diamlerestBd 
worthy  tertisaoDT  that  tfae 
pkia.    So  tfae  Fxenc^ 
Eneiidi  Act  of  Fkrikmeat 
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imaoBfim  of  MVt^  and  peUlittl  fediiig)> 
the  auk  liade  <fedaml,  that  in  additkm  to 
thiA  general  indispooltion  to  oonsult  their 
intecests,  and  this  oovert  desire  to  force,  by 
some  means  or  other,  a  further  reduction  of 
that  scanty  and  grudging  pcoteetion  which 
they  still  possessed,  there  were  two  great 
grievancea  of  which  they  had  season  to 
eom^i^.    The  first  was,  that  the  amount 
of  protection  (he  was  speaking  of  the  broad 
aUk  tnde)  granted  to  then  by  Parliament 
was  arbitrarily  diminished  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  directing,  that  less  than  the  l^;al 
duty  should  be  taken*    The  second,  which 
^piplied  mainly  to  the  riband-weavers,  wai» 
that,  although  every  facility  was  given  to 
the  French  in  bringing  their  goods  into 
this  market,  and  that  the  ruin  of  thousands 
of  industrious  fiunilies  was  the  consequence 
still  they  denied  to  us  the  very  material 
out  of  which  alone  ribands  as  good  as 
theirs  could  be  manufactured.    'What  a 
contrast  did  all  this  present  1    On  the  one 
hand,  there  was  the  French  government 
keenly  and  senatively  alive  to  every  the 
smallest  circumstance  that  could  bend&t  or 
wfure  or  in  any  way  affisct  their  people ; 
while,  on  the  other,   that  of   England, 
witnessing  coldly  and  calmly  the  misery 
and  desolation  created  by  the  almost  total 
transfer  of  the  Coventry  trade  to  France, 
exposed  themselves  to  ^e  imputation — ^he 
would  go  no  further^  to  the  imputation, 
at  least,  of  having,  in  the  pursuit  of  a 
fiivourite  theory,  contrived  to  throw  every 
little  additional  advantage  in  the  way  of 
the  French,  and  every  impediment  and 
disadvantage  in  that  of  the  British  manu- 
facturers.   Of  the  result  of  this  course  of 
conduct,  as  far  as  France  was  concerned, 
the  official  document  which  he  was  about 
to  produce  to  the   House  would    speak 
volumes.     It  was  a  comparative  statement 
of  the  value  and  weight  of  French  silk 
goods  admitted  into  the  port  of  London 
only  during  the  first  four  mcmths  of  1833 
and  1834:— 

Imports  of  Foreign  Silk  Goods  into  the  Port  of 

London  the  fist  Four  Months  of  1833 

and  of  1884. 

January. ..By  value. «£7)173 ...  £9iy644 

By  weight....  lbs. 640 ...  lbs.  664 
February.£y  value......^l3,8n ...  4*64,706 

By  weight....  lbs.  24 ...  lbs.  967 
March  .....By  value ^40,101 ...  .£90,579 

By  weight....  lbs.  341 ...  U)t.a,184 
April Jly  value ^40,107 ...  «£41,049 

By  wei^t....  lbs.  988  ...lbal<771 


Total...J8y  value £110;e6S  ...£818,971 

By  wei|^t....lbs.l,94f  ...lb8.5,486 


After  this  palpable  demonstratioi  «f  French 
prosperity,  at  our  expense,  could  we  wonder 
that  our  own  artiaans  were  starving,  and 
that  they  were  discontented  with  the  land   ' 
they  lived  in,  and  with  those  who  governed 
it  ?    And  this  led  him  to  the  most  painful 
part  of  the  subject,  the  misery  and  wretched. 
ness  of  the  various  towns  and  districts  from 
which  these  petitions  proceeded.    He  had 
no  local  knowledge  of  these  places— he 
was  unacquainted  with  any  one  udividual 
there— he  had  never  been  there  in  his  life 
— ^he  could  noty  therefore,  speak  from  his 
own  knowledge;  but  he  had  endeavoured 
to  collect  the  best  information  he  could; 
and  he  would  proceed  to  lay  it  before  the 
House  in  the  shape  of  sundry  letters  which 
he  had  received  during  the  last  month 
firom  clergymen  and  IvuLgistrates  residing 
in  the  plaoes  in  question.     [The  noble 
Lord  here  read  to  the  House  a  number  of 
letters  firom  Coventry  and  the  parishes  in 
its  immediate  neighbourhood,  giving  a  de- 
scription of  great  distress  in  those  places.3 
These  were,  indeed,  most  frightful  pic- 
tures. He  would  ask  noble  Lords  whether 
they  really  thought,  that  such  a  state  of 
things,  morally  and  poHtically,  could  long 
endure  ?     If  they  did,  he  could  only  say, 
that  they  had  formed  a  larger  estimate  of 
the  powers  of  human  patience  than  he  was 
prepared  to  make.     And  for  whom,  or  for 
what,  had  these  vast  sacrifices  of  human 
happiness  been  made?     The  question  of 
cui  bono  forced  itself  on  every  man's  mind. 
If,  indeed,  it  could  be  shown  that,  out  of 
the  ruins  of  Coventry,  other  cities  and 
towns  were  likely  to  rise  into  eminence 
and  pio^rity— if  other  parts  and  places 
of  the  empire  were  to  be  made  riclier  or 
happier  by  her  passing  away  from,  the  map 
of  England — ^it  misht  then  become  their 
dutj,  however  paimul  and  severe,  to  leave 
her  to  her  fate,  and  to  make  no  efforts  to 
save  her.     But,  in  the  case  before  them,  it 
was  not  a  portion  of  their  own  fellow-sub- 
jects whom  they  were  called  upon  to  sacri- 
fice for  the  sake  of  bettering  the  condition 
of  the  remainder.     The  omy  party  which 
could,    by   any  possibility,  be  benefited 
neither  belonged  nor  were  connected  with 
us ;  and  he  could  not  understand  why,  he 
would  not  say  Coventry,  but  the  meanest 
village  in  the  empire,  should  be  doomed  to 
destruction,  merely  that  a  French  town 
should  rise  triumphantly  on  its  ruins.  This 
might  be  called  iUiberality ;  but  he  was 
no  professor  ci  that  liberalism  which  would 
take  the  very  life-blood  of  tens  of  thousands 
of  our  industrious  population  at  home  to 
R2 
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pamper  the  prospeiitj  of  conpetitofs  laid 
rivals  abroiid.  Were  noble  Lords  able  to 
show  that,  in  any  one  point,  the  experiment 
which  had  led  to  this  state  of  things  had 
succeeded  ?  For,  be  it  remembered,  that 
it  was  originally  tried  only  as  an  experi- 
ment, as  Mr.  Huskisson's  letter  to  his 
constituents  proved.  Were  they  able  to 
demonstrate,  that  a  greater  amount  vf£  ad- 
vantage had  arisen  to  the  empire  at  large 
than  the  amount  of  evil  and  of  suffering 
which  had  been  inflicted  on  the  trade 
whose  existence  he  was  endeavouring  to 
defend  ?  If  the  experiment  had  succeeded, 
let  it  be  pushed  to  its  utmost  verge  and 
limit — ^Ict  all  other  places  share  in  the 
blessings  which  free  trade  had  procured  to 
Coventry.  There  was  no  reason  why  one 
trade  should  be  protected  and  another  left 
to  destruction.  If  the  principle  were  worth 
anything,  what  was  good  for  one  was 
good  for  ail.  But  he  suspected,  that  Minis- 
ters would  pause  before  they  ventured  to 
apply  this  principle  to  Birmingham  and 
Manchester  in  the  same  fatal  extent  as  that 
in  which  it  had  been  applied  to  Coven- 
try. He  suspected,  too,  that  he  well  knew 
why  they  would  so  pause.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  principle  were  false  and 
erroneous,  let  it  not  be  said,  that  it  was 
too  late  for  Ministers  to  retrace  the  error 
of  their  ways.  He  did  hope,  that  they 
would  yet  be  spared  by  a  merciful  Pro- 
vidence, to  see  and  to  repent  of  many  of 
them.  Experience  should  be  worth  some- 
thing in  matters  of  legislation.  He  knew 
of  instances  where  a  very  little  experience 
had  gone  a  ereat  way  indeed.  The  brief 
experience  of  three  days  and  three  nights 
was  sufficient  to  convince  another  assembly 
of  the  danger  which  would  overtake  the 
empire,  and,  above  all,  its  Ministers,  if  the 
reduction  of  the  Malt^uties  were  persisted 
in.  A  similar  space  of  time  sufficed  to 
show  the  same  intelligent  body,  that  it  was 
neither  very  wise  nor  very  safe  to  make 
the  Judges  of  the  land  the  victims  of  party 
persecution  and  individual  rancour  and 
malevolence.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  experience  of  nearly  thrice  as 
many  years  as  there  had  been  days  and 
nights  devoted  to  reflection  on  those  two 
memorable  occasions  would  amply  justify 
Ministers  in  reconsidering  and  modify- 
ing a  system  which  had  hitherto  had 
no  other  result  than  that  of  spreading  dis- 
tress and  ruin  where  comfort  and  industry 
had  prevailed.  He  remembered,  that  a 
few  weeks  before,  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  was  sorely  dis- 


pleased beeanse  he  luA  said»  that  we  had 
derived  no  benefit  whatever  from  what 
was  afiectionately  termed  our  ultimate 
connection  with  France,  for  which  -we 
had  not  been  obliged  to  pay  dearly,  either  in 
the  shape  of  narional  honour  or  of  national 
interest  The  noUe  Eari,  in  a  tone  of 
virtuous  and  lofty  indignadon,  then  dared 
him  to  his  proofs.  He  now  gave  them  to 
him.  They  were  embodied  in  those  peti- 
tions, unless,  indeed,  the  noble  Earl  was 
disposed  to  contend,  that  the  condemnation 
of  thousands  of  English  families  to  pauper* 
ism  and  the  workhouse  was  an  augmenta- 
tion of  national  honour,  or  the  annihilatioii- 
or  transfer  into  foreign  and  hostile  hands  of 
one  of  our  most  valuable  home  manufao* 
tories  was  an  advancement  of  national  in- 
terest The  noble  Viscount  concluded  by 
presenting  petitions  from  the  inhabitants 
of  Foleshill,  in  the  county  of  Warwick ; 
from  the  Magistrates,  Clergy,  and  Gentle- 
men residing  in  the  county  of  Warwick  ; 
from  the  inhabitants  of  Bnlkington  and 
Nuneaton ;  from  the  master  manufiEU!turen 
of  Coventry;  and  from  the  weavers  of 
Coventry  and  Bidworth— all  complaining  of 
the  depressed  state  of  the  riband  trade,  and 
prayiuff  the  House  to  take  measures  fbr  its 
protection.  Af^  the  petitions  (eleven  in 
number)  had  been  read  and  received,  die 
noble  Lord  moved,  that  they  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  their  LoiddJps' 
House. 

Lord  Auckland  opposed  the  Motion.  In 
common  with  the  rest  of  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters, he  felt  deep  r^ret  at  the  sufferings 
of  the  petitioners,  the  details  of  which  he 
believed  were  not  exaggerated,  and  that 
regret  was  in  no  slight  d^ree  exaggerated 
by  the  conviction,  that  it  was  not  possible 
by  any  legislative  interference  to  remove 
the  evil  of  which  they  complained.  'The 
petitions  demanded  that  an  entire  change 
should  be  made  in  the  commercial  policy 
of  the  country ;  but  it  should  be  recollected, 
that  the  Coventry  trade,  which  was  that  to 
which  the  petitioners  belonged,  was  only 
one  branch  of  the  silk  trade,  and,  such 
being  the  case,,  he  put  it  to  the  House* 
whether  it  would  not.be  most  unfair  toac 
cede  to  the  demands  of  the  petitioners  by 
entirely  -changing  the  commercial  policy 
between  Great  Britain  and  France.  But, 
putting  thJEit  consideration  out  of  view,  he 
was  prepared  to  contend,  that  the  distxess 
of  which  the  petitioners  complained  was 
not  occasioned  by  any  defect  m  the  com- 
mercial system  <^  the  country  which  a 
change  in  its  policy  would  remedy.    It 
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was  attritmCaUe  entirely  to  Ibe  existing 
Ugh  price  of  the  raw  material,  and  the 
state  of  the  money  market.  The  noble 
Lord  charged  the  GoTemment  with  in. 
difference,  not  only  to  the  sufferings  of  the 
petttioneis,  but  to  the  enfordns;  the  due 
execution  of  the  laws  regarding  the  import- 
ation of  foreign  silk ;  but  he  could  assure 
their  Lordships,  that  in  neither  respect  was 
the  charge  capable  of  being  substantiated. 
The  noble  Viscount  had  also  thrown  blame 
on  the  Government  for  not  attempting 
to  adopt  any  of  the  suggestions  thrown  out 
by  the  trade  for  the  removal  of  those  causes 
of  complaint  which  the  petitioners  urged 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House.  He  was 
able,  however,  to  assure  the  House,  that 
every  attention  had  been  paidby  the  Board 
of  Customs  to  those  suggestions;  that  two 
or  threp  experiments  mid  been  made  in 
consequence  of  them ;  and,  in  short,  that, 
as  far  as  the  Government  was  concerned, 
no  inattention  whatever  was  changeable. 
The  experiments,  however,  had  proved 
that  the  suggestions  were  not  likely  to 
effect  the  object  had  in  view  by  those 
who  offered  them,  and  oonsequendy  they 
had  not  been  acted  upon.  The  best  course, 
perhaps,  to  be  adopted  to  meet  the  case 
of  the  petitioners,  would  be  to  revise 
the  old  rate  of  duties;  but  he  had  seen 
80  much  danger  and  alarm  to  the  trade 
originate  in  sudden  alteration  in  the  scale 
of  duties,  that  he  would  rather  bear  the 
inequali^  complained  of  in  the  present 
scale  than  hastily  propose  a  change.  For 
nearly  a  similar  reason,  namely,  the  excite- 
ment likely  to  be  caused  in  the  general 
trade  by  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee d(  their  Lordships,  and  the  danger 
of  exciting  expectations  which  it  woiild  be 
impossible  to  realize,  he  felt  called  upon 
to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  thought  it  was 
much  to  be  regretted,  that  the  petitioners 
should  rely  on  a  prohibitory  system  as  likely 
to  remedy  the  evils  of  which  they  com- 
plained, and  if  it  was  only  to  prove  to 
them  the  general  inconvenience  to  the 
commercial  system  of  the  country,  as 
well  as  the ,  injury  to  their  own  indi- 
vidual interests,  that  would  inevitably  arise 
from  the  enactment  of  such  protection, 
he  was  sorry  the  noble  ^aron  could  not 
think  himself  justified  in  granting  the  in- 
quiry moved  for.  The  noble  Baron's 
statement  he  looked  upon  as  satisfactory  in 
many  respects,  but  he  felt  bound  to  say, 
the  noble  Barou  failed  in  satisfying  his 


mind  that  the  protecting  duties  mi^t  not 
be  increased  with  advantage  to  the  British 
silk-manufacturers.  They  had  heard  a 
great. deal  of  free  trade  in  other  countries, 
but,  in  his  opinion,  there  was  no  such  thing 
as  free  trade  at  all.  The  object  of  every 
country,  in  the  arrangement  of  its  com- 
mercial system,  was  the  very  laudable  one 
of  protecting  its  peculiar  manufactures, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  the  duty  of 
Government  to  watch  the  progress  of  those 
manufactures,  and  so  to  alter  the  rate  of 
dutiesi  from  time  to  time,  as  to  give  protec- 
tion to  the  manufacturers.  He  must  say 
he  thought  foreign  silk-manufacturers  did 
enjoy  advantages  which  were  not  eirjoyed 
by  those  of  Great  Britain,  and  he  should 
therefore  be  favourable  to  such  an  increase 
of  duty  on  foreign  silk,  as  to  give  a  chance 
to  the  home  manufacturer.  He  believed 
that  such  an  increase  would  be  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee  now  moved  for, 
and  on  that  ground,  and  because  by  grant- 
ing it^  the  minds  of  the  petitioners  would 
be  satisfied  that  their  case  was  attended  to, 
he  regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  announced 
his  intention  of  opposing  it.  He  wished, 
at  all  events,  the  noble  Lord  had  given  his 
consent  to  enter  upon  the  inquiry,  so  far  as 
to  ascertain  whether,  by  any  alteration  in 
the  existing  scale  of  duties,  it  would  be 
possible  to  give  a  greater  protection  to  the 
British  manufactures. 

Viscount  Strangford,  as  other  business 
was  about  to  come  on,  would  not  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  with  many  observa. 
tions.  He  felt  assured,  that  with  respect 
to  the  details  contained  in  the  noble  Lord's 
speech,  he  should  have  no  difficulty  in 
answering  them  in  the  Committee,  if  one 
should  be  granted.  He  would  only  say, 
that  with  regard  to  the  superior  machinery 
employed  by  the  French,  similar  machinery 
had  been  in  use  at  Coventry  and  elsewhere, 
and  that  it  was  now  at  a  standstill.  There 
was  no  use  in  recommending  machinery 
unless  they  furnished  employment  for  it. 
As  to  the  proof  of  prosperity  drawn  from 
the  increa^  price  of  the  raw  material 
here,  he  had  to  state  that  its  price  had 
increased  in  France  in  a  still  higher  ratio 
than  here ;  and  yet  the  French  manufactu- 
rers were  thriving,  while  ours  were  in  a 
state  of  progr^ve  decay.  The  only  ap- 
proach to  argument  against  the  appoint- 
ment of  a. Committee,  which  he  had  that 
night  heard,  was  the  one  drawn  from  the 
probable  shortness  of  the  Session.  The 
House  of  Commons,  however,  did  not 
appear  to  think,  that  the  termination  of  the 
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Session  wstf  so  netr  at  hand.  Not  fimr 
irigiits  ago,  iSbey  had  granted  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  tbe  complaints  of  tbe  hand- 
loom  weavers.  He  onlj  asked  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  on  behalf  of  the  silk 
riband  weavers,  that  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  granted  to  the  hand-loom 
weavers*  He  had  always  been  told,  that 
in  this  happy  country  there  existed  no 
wrong  without  a  remedy.  He  thousht 
that  the  documents  which  he  had  read  to 
the  House  had  proved  a  case  of  grievous 
wrong.  He  was  content  to  leave  the 
remedy  in  their  Lordships'  hands,  more 
particularly  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
thought,  as  he  did,  that  the  question 
involved  higher,  because  moral,  oonsidera^ 
tions;  that  it  was  not  a  mere  matter  of 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  but  that  it 
turned  upon  the  principle,  that  the  more 
widely  they  tlirew  open  the  paths  of  honest 
industry  to  our  population,  the  more  effec 
tually  they  dos^  die  avenues  which  led  to 
guilt  and  crime. 
The  Motion  was  negatived. 


Warwick   Bobough.]    Further  evid- 
ence was  heard  on  the  Warwick  Borough 

Bm. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  common 
sense  and  common  justice  to  the  House  and 
the  country,  dictated  the  propriety  of 
bringmg  the  cai»  to  a  speedy  te^iination. 
According  as  they  were  goine  on,  it  was 
hard  to  say  whether  it  would  oe  closed  in 
1856  or  1857,  for  they  were  already 
approaching  1855.  After  so  many  wit- 
nesses were  examined,  it  could  not  be  said 
that  their  Lordships  intended  to  shut  out 
the  case.  As  he  could  not  see  the  Counsel 
until  Thursday,  he  hoped  the  parties  would 
in  the  mean  time  ascertain  what  ought  to 
be  done  to  expedite  the  case.  If  the  other 
eight  witnesses  were  to  be  examined  solely 
on  the  question  of  treating,  which  was 
practised,  and  he  feared  would  be  prao- 
fised,  at  most  elections,  why,  then,  it  was 
time  to  check  that  source  of  public  expense, 
by  preventing  such  evidence.  He  luid  no 
wish  to  shut  out  proof  of  treating.  But 
then  he  wanted  bribery,  as  necessary  to  lay 
the  grounds  of  a  decision.  Treattmr  with- 
out bribery  would  do  no  good.  He  and 
their  Lordships  heard  the  case  very 
patiently  and  leniently.  But  if  the  Chief 
Justice  were  in  his  place  he  would  deal 
with  the  parties  differently.  He  wanted 
proof  of  bribery. 

Further  consideration  adjourned. 
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Admission  op  Dissenters  to  the 
Universities.]  Mr.  George  Wood  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second  reading 
of  this  BilL 

Mr.  Goulbum  really  felt  himself  com. 
pelled  to  take  advantage  of  the  opportunity 
which  the  present  Motion  on  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  presented  to  him,  in  order  to  suh. 
mit  to  the  hon.  Member  whether  he  really 
could  think  it  consistent  with  fair  discus- 
sion to  introduce  the  subject  of  the 
Universities'  Admission  Bill  under  the 
present  circumstances  of  the  House.  For 
nis  partj  when  he  considered  the  extra* 
ordinary  nature  of  the  sulject,  and  the 
character  of  the  Motion  itself^  he  really 
could  not  bring  himself  to  consider  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  moved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  with  any  other  object  in  view 
than  that  of  postponing  his  Motion  to  a 
future  opportunity.  He  repeated,  that  he 
eould  not  induce  himself  to  believe  that 
the  hon.  Member  wished  otherwise  than 
that  the  question  should  be  fairly  and  fully 
I  discussed,  or  that  he  would  be  a  party  to 
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any  annagement  whifih  must  preclude  the 
possibility  of  a  fair  discussion  of  such  a 
very  important  subject  If  any  intention 
had  existed  of  pursuing  the  subject  to  a 
final  discussion  on  this  day,  there  ought 
not  to  have  been  any  permission  given  to 
Committees  to  proceed  on  their  business. 
He  had  himself  to  attend  to  a  Committee 
on  the  tea-duties,  in  which  there  was 
under  considexation  an  important  point  of 
discussion.  Another  Committee  was  at 
that  moment  sitting  upon  the  salaries  of 
Judges  in  Scotland,  uid  the  subject  involved 
an  important  oonaderation,  and  it  was 
desicable  that  hon.  Memb^  who  were 
particularly  interested  in  the  administration 
of  justice  in  that  country  should  not  be 
absent  from  the  Committee.  There  were 
Committees  sitting  on  the  East-India  trade, 
the  Islington  Ma»et,  upon  Baihoad  Bills, 
and  upon  other  subjects  on  which  the 
Members  of  that  House  were  particularly 
engaged.  He  (Mr.  Goulbum)  could  not 
but  think  the  present  the  best  opportunity 
of  stating  his  objection  to  the  discussion  oi 
an  important  subject»  when  it  was  barely 
possible  that  any  discusdon  could  be  entered 
upoawith  satisfaction.  The  hon*  Members 
knew  that,  by  the  arrangements  adopted 
with  reference  to  morning  sittings*  they 
must  tenninate  at  a  particular  hour,  and 
that  a  Gentleman  must  bring  his  arguments 
and  his  speedies  within  a  limited  time, 
whilst  thon  who  might  think  it  neoenary 
to  answer  one,  and  refute  the  other,  must 
be  interrupted  in  the  body  of  his  argument, 
and  have  his  speech  postponed  for  a  con- 
siderable period.  If  the  morning  sittings 
were  to  be  dedicated  to  the  discharge  of 
the  ordinary  business  of  the  House,  care 
ought  to  be  taken  that  the  business  was  of 
that  character  that  it  was  a  fair  presump- 
tion that  the  question  might  be  disposed 
of  within  the  time  allotted  for  debate.  A 
most  unfair  impession  might  be  made  on 
the  public  mind,  even  with  respect  to  facts, 
if  discussions  were  allowed  to  proceed, 
when  only  a  small  part  of  the  House  could 
by  any  possibility  be  present.  What 
experience  had  not  the  House  had  of  the 
inconvenience  of  not  following  this  rule. 
He  would  aopeal  to  the  noble  LoKd,  the 
Chancellor  ot  the  Exchequer*  himself  upon 
the  subject.  The  noble  Lord  had  chosen 
the  early  sittings  for  the  Committee  on  his 
Poor-laws*  Amendment  Bill,  thinking  that 
the  insulated  and  unconnected  points  of 
the  Bill  could  be  brought  to  a  termination 
within  the  limited  sittings  of  two  bouts; 
and  what  had  been  the  re^t  P    The  noble 


Lord  had  not  persevered  on  finding  that 
even  insulated  questions  could  not  be 
brought  to  a  oondusion  in  one  morning 
sitting.  He  had  made  no  progress,  and, 
notwithstanding  this,  the  House  was  now 
called  on  to  take  into  consideration  on  that 
morning  one  of  the  most  important  ques- 
tions ihat  could  be  brought  forward.  Let 
the  House  see  how  such  a  proceeding 
would  work.  By  the  r^pilations  of  that 
House,  on  three  evenings  every  week  the 
Government  business  had  precedence  of  aU 
other.  On  those  three  evenings.  Gentlemen 
who  conducted  any  puUic  Bill  could  have 
no  chance  of  getting  through  with  their 
business.  If  the  University  Admission  Bill 
were  to  be  proceeded  with  upon  that  day, 
there  would  be  an  adjourned  debate.  On 
Thursday  the  question  would  take  prece- 
dence of  all  others,  and  if  it  were  not  then 
concluded,  it  would  likewise  have  prece- 
dence over  all  other  subjects  on  Tuesday, 
so  that  on  every  Tuesday  and  every  Thurs- 
day no  other  Gentleman  could  bring  for- 
ward any  question  in  the  morning,  whilst 
the  priority  of  Government  business  would 
prevent  them  bringing  forward  anything 
m  the  evening.  The  House  could  not  but 
recollecty  that  the  discussion  upon  the 
Universi^  Petition  had  lasted  a  whole 
week,  and  that  it  would  not  then  have 
terminated,  but  for  the  intervention  of  the 
holidayi^  which  had  in  fact  prevented  the 
renewal  of  the  sulgect.  If  the  debate  had 
then  been  upon  a  general  principle,  like 
the  piuiciple  of  the  present  Bill,  did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ima^ne,  that  even  the 
holydays  would  have  terminated  the  dis- 
cussion? Oa  the  lowest  possible  calcula. 
tion,  five  days  having  been  devoted  to  the 
Petition,  it  must  be  calculated  that  if  they 
begpm  the  proposed  discussion  in  the  morn- 
ing sitting  of  that  day,  the  House  would 
be  occupied  for  many  weeks  in  the  discus- 
sion, to  the  prejudice  of  all  other  questions 
however  important,  if  they  were  not, 
strictly  speaking,  Government  measures. 
He  (Mr.  Goulbum)  trusted,  that  this  was 
a  proposition  to  which  the  House  would 
not  give  its  assent.  Let  the  House  fix 
some  day  for  the  discussion  of  this  ques- 
tion, upon  which  there  could  be  a  hope  of 
bribing  it  at  once  to  a  teimination. 

w.  George  Wood  was  pot  aware  on 
what  gEound  it  could  be  assumed  that  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  persist  in  the  Bill 
this  morning.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  the  question  in  private,  he 
should  certainly  liave  told  him  that  it  was 
his  intention,  and  the  time  of  the  House 
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mieht  have  been  spued.  It  wai  not^bii 
faiut  that  the  question  bad  not  come  earlier 
under  the  notice  of  the  Houae.  He  gare 
notice  early  in  the  Session ;  the  Bill  was 
read  a  first  time  before  the  Easter  holidajrs ; 
and  he  had  endeavoured  unsuooessfuUj  to 
bring  the  subject  on  on  several  previous 
occasions.  If  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  to  prevail,  the  House 
could  never  grapple  with  aoj  question  that 
might  be  supposed  to  occasion  a  debate  that 
must  necessarily  be  adjourned. 

Sir  Robert  IngUs  was  not  anxious  to 
connect  the  Government  with  this  measure, 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking  they  were 
called  upon  by  its  great  importance  to 
devote  one  entire  evening  to  its  discussion. 
The  present  measure  involved  a  question 
of  principle,  which  ought  to  be  discussed 
with  as  little  interruption  as  possible. 

Sir  Robert  Pee/ said,  there  was  no  limit- 
ation  to  the  period  devoted  to  the  debate 
in  the  evening,  and  it  was  resumed  on  the 
next  day,  when  the  recollection  of  the 
House  was  fresh  with  r^rd  to  what  had 
taken  place  on  the  preceding  night.  This, 
however,  could  not  be  the  case  with  an 
adjourned  debate  from  one  morning  to 
another.  As  an  iUustration  of  the  incon- 
venience of  devoting  the  morning  ntting 
to  business  that  must  necessarily  be 
adjourned,  the  House  would  recollect  that 
the  speech  of  an  eminent  and  learned  pou 
fessor  was  sliced  in  two  a  few  mornings 
ago,  by  the  Speaker  leaving  the  chair,  and 
the  remainder  pronounced  on  a  sobaequent 
day.  There  were  twelve  Committees  now 
sitting,  six  of  which  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
had  uat  day  to  attend.  He  trusted  the 
noble  Lord  would  consider  they  were 
caUed  on  to  determine  on  a  question  of  the 
greatest  importance.  The  morning  sitting 
was  understood  to  be  devoted  entirely  to 
the  reception  of  petitions,  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  intrusted  with  50  or  100,  and 
sought  every  opportunity  to  present  them ; 
if,  therefore,  the  whole  three  hours  were 
to  be  taken  up  with  the  discussion  of  most 
important  measures,  which  made  it  incum- 
bent on  every  Member  to  attend,  one  of  the 
duties  they  owed  to  their  constituents  must 
be  consequently  neglected. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  only  object 
he  had  in  view  in  pressing  forward  the 
measures  of  Government  was,  that  the 
public  business  might  be  despatched  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible.  If  he  gave  up 
one  of  the  Order-days,  it  would  be  a  great 
injury  to  the  public  service. 

Second  reading  postponed. 


Battlb  op  Natabino.]]  Sir  Edward 
CodringtOH  said,  that  he  had  the  best  au- 
thority for  believing,  that  the  course  which 
he  proposed  to  pursue  on  this  occasion  waa 
in  strict  accordance  with  Parliamentary 
practioe.  The  Motion  which  he  had  to  sok^ 
mit  was,  "  That  this  House  resolve  itidf 
into  a  Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
amining into  the  propriety  of  an  Address 
to  his  Majesty,  humbly  requesting,  that 
he  wfll  be  graciously  pleased  to  take  into 
his  consideration  the  daims  for  pecuniary 
recompense  of  the  officers,  seamen,  and 
royal  marines  engaged  in  the  Battle  of 
Navarino,  on  the  20th  of  October,  1827'" 
He  was  sorry  to  be  under  the  necessity  of 
bringing  this  subject  before  the  House  in 
any  shape,  or  of  giving  the  House  any 
trouble  whatever  about  it.  He  was  sorry 
that  the  Government  had  not  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  take  up  the  subject,  as  he  should 
much  prefer  leaving  it  in  their  hands.  As 
they  had  not  tskea  it  up,  he  felt,  that  the 
duty  devolved  on  him,  and  however  dis. 
agreeable  to  his  feelings  to  bring  it  forward; 
he  would  not  shrink  from  it  Soon  after 
the  Battle  of  Navarino,  he  wrote  to  the 
Lord  High  Admiral,  stating  the  great  de- 
struction of  the  men's  clothes  w&di  took 
place  in  that  action.  He  had  never  known 
of  any  action  in  which  the  loss  was  so  great 
in  that  respect.  He  therefore  felt  it  his 
duty  to  submit,  that  the  officers  and  men 
were  entitled  to  some  compensation  for 
their  losses  in  that  respect.  The  answer 
he  received  was,  that  it  vras  difficult  to  es- 
tablish such  a  precedent,  as  the  practice 
was,  of  which  the  House  was  probably  not 
aware,  that  all  losses  of  this  kind  were 
made  good  to  the  army,  but  not  to  the 
navy.  He  was  told,  however,  that  he 
might  memorialiae  the  Lord  High  Admiral 
for  head-money,  as  was  done  by  Lord  Ex- 
mouth,  in  the  case  of  the  attack  on  Alters. 
He  sent  that  memorial  to  Sir  John  Gore, 
who  was  sent  out  to  the  Mediterranean  to 
make  inquiries  as  to  the  origin  of  the  ac- 
tion. Sir  John  Gore  subsequently  sent 
that  memorial  to  the  Admiralty,  and  he 
had  reason  to  know,  that  it  came  to  the 
hands  of  Sir  George  Cockbum,  and  Mr. 
Croker.  It  was  some  time  before  he  re- 
turned to  England,  and  when  he  applied 
at  the  Admiralty,  over  which  Lord  Mel- 
ville then  presided,, he  was  surprised  to 
find,  that  there  was  no  record  there  of  his 
memorial.  He  had  declined  to  present  a 
fresh  one,  and,  after  some  delay,  by  the 
kindness  of  his  Royal  Highneto  the  Lord 
High  Admiral  an  official  co^iy  of  that  mc- 
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moiial  which  had  been  icacryod  for  the 
Lend  High  Admiral  was  obtained,  and  he 
then  presented  that  duplicate  to  the  Ad. 
miniltj.  It  was  long  before  he  xeoeiTed 
any  answer  to  this,  whidi  answer  stated^ 
that  it  was  not  usual  to  grant  head-money 
before  a  decbration  of  war.  Surely  it  was 
not  intended  to  quibble  on  the  term.  It 
mattered  not  whether  the  term  used  were 
head-money,  compensation,  or  royal  grant; 
the  object  being  to  reward  the  exertions 
and  compensate  the  losses  of  the  parties,  it 
was  unworthy  of  Government  to  defeat  it 
by  quibbling  about  a  word.  On  receiving 
the  answer  referred  to,  he  applied  to  the 
Lord  Hi^  Admiral  to  learn  how  he  should 
proceed,  and  having  ascertained  the  feeling 
of  that  illustrious  individual,-  he  did  prb- 
ceed  according  to  his  directions.  Shortly 
afterwards  the  Lord  High  Admiral  became 
King,  and  he  obtained  an  audience  of  his 
Majesty,  when  he  received  the  royal  com* 
mands  to  present  a  memorial  to  the  King. 
The  present  Government  declared,  that 
they  saw  no  reason  to  depart  from  die  de- 
cision of  their  predecessors,  though  in  fact 
they  did  depart  from  it,  for  they  professed 
a  readiness  to  give  a  compensation  for  their 
lost  dothing,  which  their  predecessors  had 
refused.  Subsequently  he  asked  another 
audience  of  his  Majesty,  and  under  the 
royal  command  piesented  a  memorial  to 
the  King  in  Council.  In  aU  these  pro- 
ceedings he  had  only  acted  in  compliance 
with  lus  Majesty's  commands,  which  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  disobey.  He  had 
made  it  known  to  the  fleet,  that  they  could 
not  get  compensation  for  clothes,  but  that 
it  was  the  wish  of  the  Lord  High  Admiral, 
that  he  should  be  memorialized  to  sive 
head-money,  and'he  had  pledged  that  iUus- 
trious  individual's  name  to  the  parties  in- 
terested, in  proof  that  their  claims  would 
be  attended  to,  and  he  now  submitted,  that 
such  a  pledge  ought  not  to  be  violated.  If 
any  Gentleman  opposed  the  present  Mo- 
tion, let  it  be  understood,  that  he  was  not 
resisting  the  wiU  of  its  immediate  proposer, 
but  of  the  illustrious  personage  under 
whose  commands  he  (Sir  Edw.  Codrington) 
had  acted  from  the  beginning  to  the  end 
of  the  transaction.  If  the  Motion  were 
negatived,  his  Majesty's  wish  would  be  de- 
feated, and  the  Royal  pledge  would  be 
rendered  of  no  effect  It  had  been  said, 
that  head-money  was  only  given*  in  time  of 
war,  and,  therefore,  that  it  could  not*  be 
claimed  on  the  present  occasion.  *  Now, 
the '  fact  was,  head-money  was  allowed 
every  day  in  the  case  of  the  capture  of 


negro  slaves,  where  there  was  no  dedam- 
tion  of  war,  and  why  should  not  head- 
money  be  allowed  for  Greek  slaves  ?  In 
cases  of  piracy,  head-money  was  also  allow- 
ed. A  ^dlant  officer  opposite  had  received 
a  considerable  sum  (800^)  as  his  share. 
He  (Sir  Edw.  Codrington)  did  not  see 
why  he  who  had  been  engaged  with  per- 
sons acting  as  pirates  or  stOl  worse  (for  the 
object  of  the  Turkish  fleet  was  to  extermi- 
nate a  whole  nation)  should  not  stand  in 
the  same  situation.  He  wished  to  put 
his  own  merits  and  claims  quite  out  of  the 
question;  he  hoped,  however,  that  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  would  do  him  justice 
upon  one  point ;  the  noble  Lord  was  the 
person  to  odl  for  certain  information  rela- 
tive to  the  Battle  of  Navarino,  and  the 
opportunity  was  taken  to  make  most  unjust 
and  shameful  misrepresentations  on  the 
subject  in  that  House.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  referred  to  the  capture  of 
Carabttsa  the  principal  hold  of  the  pirates 
in  the  Levant,  which  he  complained  had 
not  been  gazetted,  though  it  was  of  eminent 
service  to  our  trade,  in  which  the  gallant 
Commodore  (Staines)  and  officers  engaged 
eminently  distinguished  themselves.  'The 
Cambrian  frigate  was  lost,  and  the  crew 
were  depriyeS  of  everything ;  the  people 
were  also  in  the  Battle  of  Navarino,  and 
yet  they  had  not  received  one  farthing 
compensation  for  their  losses  at  either  jdace. 
He  must  complain  too,  that  of  the  booty 
seized  at  Carabusa  not  a  farthing  went  to 
the  captors,  the  whole  being  churned  as 
droits  of  the  Admiralty.  He  could  not 
understand  on  what  ground  justice  and 
adequate  remuneration  could  be  refused  on 
this  occasion,  especially  when  it  was  con- 
sidered, that  they  were  never  before  re- 
fused under  similar  circumstances.  The 
gallant  Admiral  referred  to  several  in- 
stances in  which  head-money  had  been 
granted.  It  was  allowed  in  the  case  of  the 
action  under  Boscawen,  in  1755.  Admiral 
Byng  obtained  it  in  17I6.  In  1804  it 
was  given  to  Sir  Graham  Moore's  squadron. 
In  the  case  of  the  Russian  ships  it  was  al- 
lowed, and  Lord  Gambier  received  head- 
money  for  the  capture  of  Copenhagen, 
although  there  was  no  declaration  of  war. 
At  the  time  Murat  was  about  to  be  de- 
posed, the  squadron  sent  by  Lord  Exmouth 
was  allowed  1 00,000/. '  for  taking  posses- 
sion of  a  fleet  which  was  never  actually  in 
our  possession,  but  immediately  on  its  sur- 
render was  given  to  king  Feidinand.  In 
the  case  of  Algiers,  Lord  Exmouth  was 
sent  to  negociate  on  the  subject  of  slavery 
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aed odMrmatlei^v  aadftSiBg  ianflgotk- 
tioa  he  was  autbOTised  to  iiBe  ibroe.  This 
case  very  closdy  resembled  that  of  Nava- 
xina  He  (Sir  £dw.  Codrington)  was  also 
onkred  to  negociate^  and  negotiatioa  fail- 
ing to  use  force.  What  was  the  distinc* 
tion  between  the  two  cases?  The  pre- 
tence, that  because  Lord  Exmooth  lecofer* 
ed  a  certain  sum  behmffng  to  Sardinia  and 
Sicily,  he  was  therefore  endtled  to  receive 
lOOyOCXtf.,  while  ihe  parties  who  fimght  at 
Navaiino  and  relieved  a  whole  people  from 
lobbery,  murder,  and  slavery,  were  not  to 
be  remunerated.  Such  a  pretence  was  ah. 
surd ;  there  existed  no  foundation  for  the 
distmction  sou^^t  to  be  established.  It 
was  a  gross  anmnaly  and  injustice  to  treat 
the  parties  in  the  one  case  mffecently  from 
the  individuals  who  were  concerned  in  the 
other.  He  was  not  actuated  by  personal 
or  pecuniary  motives  in  bringing  this  sub- 
ject under  the  notice  of  the  House.  The 
pain,  anxiety,  and  worry,  that  he  had  en- 
dured in  prosecuting  it  hitherto,  were  such 
as  no  individual  benefit  to  himself  could 
compensate,  and  he  would  have  wiUingly 
abandoned  the  attempt  had  not  a  sense  <xf 
duty  compelled  him  to  persevere.  When 
he  expreifsed  to  his  Maj^ty  his  desire  that 
he  might  relinquish  his  own  shue  of  any 
compensation,  the  King  would  not  permit 
such  a  step,  observing,  *^  You  may  be  in  a 
situation  to  relmquidi  it,  but  probaUy 
ethers  will  be  difi&reatly  droumstanoed." 
In  the  case  of  Algiers  the  allowanee  to  the 
fleet  was  not  denominated  **  head-money," 
but  ''a  royal  grant ;**  and  havixig  since 
his  origin^  application  asked  tor  ''a 
Pjecuniary  aratuity,"  he  hoped  the  expres- 
sion <' head-money,"  whidi  he  originally 
used,  would  not  be  relied  on  as  shutting 
the  persons  who  served  at  Navarino  out 
from  compensation  on  the  gnmnd  that 
^*  head-money  "  oould  only  be  allowed  after 
a  declaration  of  war.  There  were  other 
cases  besides  that  of  Algiers  in  which  com. 
pensation  in  lieu  of  haid*money  had  been 
granted.  In  the  case  of  Admtfal  Byng*s 
action  the  prixes  were  by  royal  grant  made 
over  to  the  captors^  notwithstanding,  that 
no  declaration  of  war  was  made  till  a  long 
time  after.  See  the  effect  of  allowiog  no 
gratuity  except  in  time  of  war.  Such  a 
principle  went  directly  to  the  encourage- 
ment of  hostilities  that  might  otherwise 
he  avoided.  Had  he  provoked  a  war  after 
the  fiattle  of  Navarino  there  would  have 
been  no  objection  to  allowing  head-money. 
But  he  did  all  he  could,  and  e£bctually,  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  continuance  of  hostilities. 


In  that  he  admitted  he  was  onfy  acting  en 
his  instructioiis,  but  he  conscientiously 
observed  them,  and  succeeded  in  prevent- 
ing a  war.  Govemmeni  ought  to  consider 
whether  it  was  not  due  to  the  King  and 
to  the  fleet  to  make  some  compensation  to 
the  parties  engaged  in  the  Battle  of  Neva- 
rino  for  the  looses  they  had  sustained* 
Men  now  received  notlung  for  wounds, 
unless  they  were  pronounced  to  be  endrely 
disabled  for  life.  He  knew  an  instance  of 
a  man  who  lost  an  eye,  which  used  to 
count  as  the  loss  of  a  limb,  who  was  not 
allowed  a  farthing;  formerly  the  case  was 
difierent,  and  compensation  was  given.  A 
marine  who  had  been  disabled  received  9/. 
the  fint  year,  4^  the  second,  and  nothing 
in  the  thud.  Now,  a  soldier  who  sufiered 
in  the  same  manner  would  have  Is.  a-day 
for  life.  The  result  of  this  want  of  en- 
couragement was  extremely  prejudicial  to 
the  navy.  On  board  the  AUuon  upon  two 
occasions  the  men  declared,  that  in  future 
it  would  be  necessary  for  them  to  make  a 
bargain  before  a  battle,  if  they  were  to  be 
refosed  compensation  afterwards.  Having 
disclaimed  any  intention  or  desire  to  excite 
party  or  polidcal  feelings  on  the  sul^t, 
the  gallant  Admiral  said,  that  he  might 
nevertheless  be  permitted  to  remark,  &X 
if  the  Government  and  policy  of  the  coun- 
try had  not  been  changed,  the  question 
would  never  have  been  treated  as  it  was;, 
and  n€>t  only  a  proper  gratuity,  but  oom- 
nensation  for  wounds  would  have  been  alp 
lowed.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
concluded  by  moving,  in  uie  terms  before 
stated,  that  the  House  do  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Labouckere  said,  that  he  not  only 
flDoke  for  himself,  but  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  when  he  said,  that  it  was 
impossible  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber oould  have  been  engaged  more  grac^ 
fully  and  honourably  than  m  endeavouring 
to  obtain  for  the  gallant  officers  and  sea^ 
men,  with  whom  he  had  served,  rights  to 
which  they  considered  themselves  entitled. 
The  hon.  and  ffsllant  Member  had  brought 
forward  his  Motion  in  a  manner  to  which 
not  the  slightest  objection  could  be  mad^ 
and  he  assured  the  gallant  Officer  that  it 
was  with  sincere  anid  unaffected  regret, 
that  he  felt  himself  compelled,  by  a  sense 
of  duty,  to  oppose  the  Motion  which  he 
had  made.  In  stating  the  reasons  which 
actuated  him  in  so  domff,  he  should  have 
occasion  to  trouble  the  House  with  some 
circumstances  rdative  to  the  battle  o( 
Navarino,  to  which  the  gallant  Officer  had 
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not  alluded.    He  was  Bony  to  be  db&eed 
to  entier  into  the  detaSla^  but  eonddenng 
tbe  great  importance  of  the  subject,  the 
bonour  of  the  country,  and  the  merits  of 
tbe  sallant  Officer,  and  the  men  who  had 
foumt  under  his  orders,  he  was  unable  to 
ayoid  it.   The  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had 
intimated,  that  there  was  a  time  when  the 
present  Govemment  was  disposed  to  admit 
the  claim  which  he  now  brought  forward ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  not  aware 
thiat  either  the  present    or   any  former 
Government  had  stated  their  ajpi&aa  that 
tbe  dicumstances  under  wfaidi  the  battle 
of  Navarino  took  place,  gave  the  officers 
and  seamen  who  were  then  engaged,   a 
title  to  head-money.    There  was  ft  wide 
difference  between  head-money  and  gtatui- 
ties.  Head-money  was  a  certain  sum  given 
in  proportion  to  the  number  of  the  enemy, 
who  had  been  engaged ;  but  that  money 
was  given  under  a  specific  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  could  not  be  bestowed  unless 
a  declaration  of  war  had  been  made  before 
the  battle.     Gratuities,  on  the  other  hand, 
had  been  given  under  particular  circum- 
stances—they had  been  siven  upon  occa- 
sions where  an  action   nad  taken  place 
without  a  declaration  of  war  having  been 
previously  made,  or  having  been  declared 
subsequent  to  the  engagement.    He  would 
presently  advert  to  those  instances,  and  he 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  show  a  yeiy 
material  difference  between  these  cases  and 
the  case  of  the  battle  of  Navarino.    As  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  drawn  a  con- 
clusion favourable  to  his  own  case,  from  a 
comparison  between  it  and  by-gone  trans- 
actions, it  was  necessary  to  consider  what 
were  the  circumstances  under  Which  the 
battle  of  Navarino  took  place.    In  the  first 
place,  he  would  read  an  extract  from  the 
instructions  which  had  been  given  by  the 
Government  to  the  Admiral   stationed  at 
Greece  at  that  time.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
read  the  passage  which  directed  the  Admiral 
to  interfere  only  as  a  conciliator,  to  estab- 
lish an  armistice,  but  to  avoid  erery  hostile 
attack.   It  was  perfectly  dear  by  that,  that 
the  English  squadron  was  not  to  commence 
hostilities  unless  they  were  actually  foreed 
to  do  so  by  the  Turkish  fleet,  and  that  the 
instructions  confined  the  operations  of  the 
English  squadron  to  intercepting  any  suc- 
cours from  Egypt  and  Africa  reaching  the 
fleet  of  the  Sultan.    If  the  succours  in 
question  resorted    to  violence,  then   the 
English  squadron  was  to  employ  force. 
But  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  did  not  find  diat 
in  these  instructions,  or  in  any  other  do- 


cument  proceeding  fttnn  the  Oovci'ument^ 
there  was  the  slightest  direction  given  to 
enter  the  harbour  of  Navarino,  or  that  the 
occurrence  of  hostilities  was  contemplated* 
He  did  not  presume  to  say,  thoit  the  gallant 
Admiral  had  exceeded  the  spirit  of  the  in- 
tentions of  theGovemment;  but  he  thought 
it  right  and  fitting  at  this  part  of  the  &• 
cussion,  to  call  the  attention  of  tiie  House 
to  the  undeniable  fact,  that  the  collision 
which  afterwards  tock  place,  was  one  that 
WBS  not  wished  nor  anticipated  by  tiie 
English  OovBnunent,  nw^  lev  directed 
by  tttem  in  the  initmetions  which  were 
fffen  to  the  gaUant  Admiml.  Widi  v^^avd 
to  the  action  itself,  he  had  never  known 
any  person  who  had  a  competent  judgment 
of  such  affiurs,  who  did  not  dedare,  that 
in  the  btHliant  and  unrivalled  annals  of  the 
naval  history  of  the  British  nation,  there 
never  was  a  more  daring,  callant,  and  8Uo« 
eeoful  exploit -one  l^itiefle.;^  mora 
credit  upon  the  bravery  and  sallant  bearing 
of  both  officers  an4  men— tnan  the  battle 
of  Navarino.     The  hon.    Member  8aid> 
he  must  also  bestow  high  praise  on  the 
resolute  daring  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer,  who,  m  one  eingle  Itne-of-battle. 
ship,  a  frigate,  and  two  corvettes,  boldly  in. 
tercepted  the  whole  Tnikiflh  fleet  as  they 
were  leaving  Navarino  for  Patras,  and  suc- 
ceeded in  turning  them  back  to  their  oii« 
ginal  position.    But,  however  splendid  the 
action  was,  and  however  admirable  and 
unexampled  the  courage  of  the  Britidi 
sailors  on  that  occasion,  still  it  was  impos- 
sible to  declare  that  the  action  had  taken 
place  in  conformity  with  the  instructions 
nom  the  (jk>vemment.     It  eould  not  be 
asserted,  that  that  part  of  the  instructions 
which  directed  the  gallant  Admiral  to  se. 
parate  the  allied  fleet  into  three  cksses,  ibr 
the  purpose  of  watching  the  Morea,  was 
consonant  with  the  measure   which  the 
gallant    Admiral    afterwards    determined 
upon  — that  of  entering  the  harbour  of 
Navarino,  in  order  to  keep  the  Turkish 
fleet  in  check.    He  did  not  pretend  to 
insinuate  anything  unfavourable  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer,  or  which  could,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  detract  from  his  merits, 
for  he  was  well  aware  of  the  difficult  dr- 
cnmstances  under  which  he  was  placed 
when  he  came  to  that  resolution,  and  of 
the  eontinffendes  which  he  feared ;  but 
what  he  did  say  was,  tluit  that  proceeding 
was  not  contemplated  by  the  Government 
in  the  instructions  which  they  forwarded 
to  him.    In  entering  the  hariiour  of  Nava- 
rino, whidi  was  occupied  by  a  fleetbekmg* 
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iDgy  as  wat'lhta'OoiBidered,  to  a- power 
friendly  to  England^  no  one  could  be  sur- 
prised^ that  the  ooUiiion  was  brought  on  by 
a  mere  accident,  that  it  spread  with  ra. 
pidity,  and  terminated  in  a  general  action. 
He  would  read  an  extract  from  the  de- 
spatches of  the  gallant  Admiral,  relating  to 
that  circumstance.  The  hon.  Member  wa 
read  the  extract,  to  show  that  the  origin  of 
the  engagement  was  accidental,  and  that 
the  circumstances  were  not  very  clearly 
known.    The  hon.  Member  also  refened 
to  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  HusUsson,  then  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  in  a  debate  caused 
by  a  vote  of  thanks  moved  by  Sir  J.  Hob- 
house,  to  the  flallant  Member.    Mr.  Hus- 
kisBon  then  said,— ''The  affiurin  whiohhe 
had  so  eminently  distinguished  himself  was 
not  a  battle  between  enemies,  it  was  fn 
accident— a  misfortune  which  oould  not  be 
foreseen,  nor,  periiaps,  under  the  circum- 
stances,  avoided— -it  was  an  event  which,  in 
private  life,  would  be  styled .  a   chance 
medley.    He  was  convinced  it  would  be  so 
called  in  the  verdict,  if  a  Coroner's  Jury 
oould  examine  into  the  merits  of  it.     But 
it  did  not  follow,  that  because  it  was  a 
chance-medley,  there  might  not  have  been 
exhibited  in    it  as  mudi  gallantry  and 
skill  as  was  ever  exhibited  by  the  bravest 
of  men,  in  the  noblest  exploits  of  ancient 
or  modem  warfare."*    The  vote  of  thanks, 
he  must  observe^  that  was  moved  by  Sir 
John  Hobhouse,  was  not  passed.  Nothing, 
he  oould  assure  the  House,  was  further 
from  his  mind,  than  to  impute  any  dis- 
honourable motives  to  Uie  hon.  and  gallant 
Member ;  but  he  must  call  on  the  House 
to  observe  the  origin  of  this  action,  and  ask 
it  to  reflect  on  we  example  which  would 
be  afforded  if  the  proceeding,  as  he  had 
already  stated,  were  to  be  sanctioned  in  the 
manner  reouired  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.     What  an  advantage  mi^t  be 
taken  of  that  example,  by  other  command, 
ers,  and    to    what    serious   consequences 
mi^ht  it  lead  ?     With  regard  to  the  com- 
parison which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
instituted  between  the  battle  of  Algiers, 
and  the  battle  of  Navarino,  bethought  that 
there  really  was  a  veiy  important  difierence 
between  the  two  cases.    What  were  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  batde  of 
Algiers  took  phice  ?    Lord  Ezmouth  was 
sentout  to  put  an  end- to  the  bai^arous 
practice  of  capturing  and  enslaving  Christ- 
ians,   which    had  so  long  disgraced  the 
Mediteixanean  sea.    He  was  commissioned 
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to  enter  into  negotiatfens  upon  the  snblect, 
and  some  arrangenients  were  made  with 
the  states  of  Barbary,  which  he  consideied 
perfectly  satisfactory,  and  he,  therefore,  re- 
turned, hoping  that  the  object  of  his  mission 
had  been  brought  to  a  fisvouraUe  issue. 
These  anticipations  proved  to  be  prenuu 
ture,  and  he  was  then  sent  out  again  to 
Algiers,  with   directions  to   make  three 
specific  demands,    that  the  engagements 
which  had  been  entered  into,  should  be 
ratified,  and  if  an  un&vouraUe  answer 
were  returned,  then  to  enter  the  Bay,  and 
to  attack  the  fleet.     Would  any  man  say, 
that  this  was  aparaUel  case  to  the  battle  of 
Navarino^  and  that  there  was  not  a  very  con- 
siderable and  marked  distinction  between 
them }    Th6  instructions  of  Lord  Exmouth 
were^  that  if  his  demands  were  not  complied 
with,  thenhe  should  resort  to  immediate  bos* 
tilitie^  and  attack  the  enemy's  ships  in  the 
Mole.    In  the  case  of  Sir  Geoige  Byng, 
which  had  occurred  more  than  one  hundred 
years  ago,  he  did  not  think  that  a  parallel  could 
be  fouiuL    Sir  George  Byng  had  received 
express  orders  to  intercept  the  Spanish  fleet, 
and  to  protect  Sicily,  the  safety  of  which 
was  at  that  time  guaranteed  by  England. 
Admiral  Bjmg  had  express  orders  to  stop 
the  progress  of  the  Spanish  fleet.     Now,  UT 
the  hon.  and  gaUant  Officer  had  met  the 
Turkish  succours  at  sea,  if  he  had  then 
stopped  them,  and  if  they  had  persisted  in 
going  on  to  join  the  Turkish  fleet,  the  case 
would  have  been  very  different,  for  he 
would  have  followed  his  instructions.   The 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  mentioned 
another  case,  but  he  did  not  think  that  it 
applied  to  the  question.     He  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore)  was  not  aware  thaiit  was  necessary  for 
him  to  trouble  the  House  with  any  further 
observations.  He  had  endeavoured  to  show, 
that  there  was  a  great  distinction  between 
the  cases  of  the  battle  of  Navarino,  and 
those  in  which  grants  of  money  had  been 
allowed.     The  general  rule  of  this  country 
was,  not  to  grant  head  money,  or  gratuities 
to  the  officers  and  men  engaged  in  actions, 
unless  they  had  been  preceded  by  a  declara- 
tion of  war.    He  was  not  certainly  pre- 
pared to  say,  that  that  rule  had  not  been 
extended  under  especial  circumstances  to 
other  cases  ;  but  he  thought,  that  the  case 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  was  not 
one  which  would  authorise  the  extensbn 
of  the  rule  to  it.    It  was  with  sincere  re. 
gret,  that  he  felt  himself  obliged  to  oppose 
Uie  motion  ;  yet  he  did  so  in  the  full  belief 
that  it  was  one  to  which  the  House  could 
not  with  propriety  agree. 
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*  Sit  Fnmcif'BurieiteaM  assure  the 
Haase,  that  he  had  felt  equally  pained  wijbh 
Lis  hon.  friend ;  but  he  felt  pain,  that  such 
a  Motion  should  be  opposed  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers^  for  he  must  confess  that  in  what- 
ever light  he  looked  at  the  case,  it  appeared 
to  him  clearly  made  out^  that  justice^ 
policy,  and  the  best  interests  of  the  oountiy 
demanded  the  grant;  and,  therefore^  the 
Motion  was  deserving  the  fayourable  con^ 
siderBtion  of  Parliament.  It  was  a  question 
which  did'  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
great  credit  in  whatever  wi^  it  was-  re- 
garded, and  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
hrought  it  forward  was  highly  honourable 
to  him.  If  it  were  true,  unbradingly  true, 
that  let  the  most  gaUant  action  be  performed 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  man  to  per- 
fann,  placed  in  the  most  trying  and  deli- 
cate situation,  yet  he  should,  on  account  of 
some  punctilio,  be  refused  that  reward  to 
which  he  was  entitled,  he  b^ged  them 
to  remember  the  consequences  that  must 
flow  from  such  a  doctrine.  He  could  not 
but  call  to  mind  the  unparafieled  situation 
in  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
placed.-  If  he  had  acted  with  a  little  less 
^rit,  if  he  had  acted  with  a  little  less  deci- 
sion, he  would  have  cast  the  worst  of  all 
discredits  that  it  was  possible  to  cast  upon 
any  country  or  any  cause  upon  them ;  he 
would  have  thrown  a  stain  upon  the  arms 
of  En^and,  and  degraded  the  character  of 
the  British  officer.  Yes,  if  he  had  sailed 
back  from  Navarino— -if  he  had  not  had  the 
honour  of  his  country  so  deeply  at  heart,  he 
would  have  been  reproached  for  not  having 
aecomplished  the  views  entertained  by  Go- 
vernment, and  on  him  would  have  been 
imposed  the  full  blame  of  all  the  disastrous 
consequences  which  might  have  ensued. 
The  gallant  Admiral  had  met  with  praise 
from  all  quarters— from  the  officers  in  the 
same  service  as  himself,  from  the  nation, 
and  from  a  Member  of  that  Government 
who  refused  his  daim — the  Secretary  of 
the  Admiralty,  who  was  not  a  stranger  to 
the  brilliant  achievements  of  his  country- 
he  meant  Mr.  Croker — ^who  was  not  ill- 
calculated  to  form  an  opinion  of  such  an 
action,  who  was  Secretary  at  the  most  un- 
rivalled, at  the  most  memorable  period  of 
our  naval  history,  and  who  could  not  but 
allow  the  highest  praise  to  the  daring 
achievement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer. 
He  well  recollected  the  period  when  Sir 
John  Hobhouse  brought  his  Motion  before 
the  House,  and  he  then  totally  denied 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
committed  any  fault*    It  then  appeared  to 
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him,«tbat  the  gaUant  Admiral  deserved  all 
the  praise  whidb>  was  so  liboally  bestowed, 
that' his  conduct  merited  the  highest  com- 
mendations, and  that  his  decision  in  action, 
his  dull,  his  good  taste,*  his  tact,— he  knew 
not  how  to  describe  his  various  qualities-* 
were  equal  to  that  of  any  of  his  predecessors 
who  lived  in  the  memory  of  their  coun« 
try.  When  he  remembered  how  he  ob* 
tained  the  command  of  the  fleet,  how  he 
put  a  stop  to  the  jealousies  of  the  com- 
manders of  the  allied  fleets,  and  how  he 
contrived  to  combine  their  strength,  to 
direct  their  movements,  and  unite  their 
effiirts,  he  could  not  but  say,  that  if  any 
aciion  ever  redounded  to  the  honour  of  a 
commander,  this  brilliant  achievement  re* 
dounded  to  the  honour  of  the  hon.  and 
gaUant  Admiral,  and  covered  him  with 
laurels.  But  suppose  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  had  committed  a  fault  The 
question  did  not  there  terminate.  •  It  ^was 
of  a  two-fold  nature.  The  case  of  the 
officers,  of  the  seamen,  and  marines,  still 
remained.  They  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  instructions  sent  out  to  the  gallant 
Admiral  They  were  not  re^Kmsible  for 
his  disagreement  with  the  Government. 
They  nobly  performed  their  duty,  and  on 
the  common  principles  of  justice  they  were 
entitled  to  their  reward.  What  would  be 
the  consequences  if  they  mixed  up  the  case 
of  these  brave  men  with  a  quibble  as  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  they  had .  en- 
tered into  the  engagement.  Might  they 
not  expect}  in:  some  future  critical  time,  the 
officers  and  men  to  say  to  their  com. 
manders,  "  Pray  are  we  justified  in  obeying 
your  orders ;  show  us  your  instructions. 
What  would  then  become  of  the  service? 
If,  as  it  was  alleged,  there  was  no  prece- 
dent for  rewardmg  the  men  under  such 
circumstances  of  credit  to  them,  then  let  a 
precedent  be  made  ;  it  was,  indeed,  time  to 
make  one.  He  repeated,  that  it  was  im- 
posable  to  have  a  stronger  case,  founded  on 
poHcy,  and  the  best  interests  of  the  nation, 
to  be  brought  forward.  They  had  heard 
of  the  necessity  of  keeping  inviolate  the 
Bank  Charter,  of  preserving  untouched  a 
questionable  contract  with  some  speculating 
bankers— -they  had  •  been  called  upon  in 
honour  to  maintain  a  compact  which  no  one 
could  understand  how  it  existed,  but  still 
they  were  called  upon,  on  the  grounds  of 
honour  and  faith,  to  keep  it.  He  main- 
tained, that  the  case  of  the  seamen,  to  whom 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
related,  stood  on  far  better  grounds.  This 
claim  could  not  be  disputed ;  there  was  no 
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dangnr  that  wovUi  oocinr»  if^  after  peifoiia. 
ing  ferriees  that  all  men  niaiecd—- if  after 
haOTrJing  their  lirea  and  fortuiieib  diej 
woe  not  only  to  be  denied  their  vewaid ; 
hot  efendemed  remunecataon  for  tfaencri- 
fiee  of  their  proper^,  and  the  injoiies  thegr 
had  iiMtainen.  Now^  when  theybiou^t 
forward  their  dairn^  thej  were  net  with 
aome  distinction  about  head-money.  He 
oodd  notunderrtand  the  diatinetion;  all 
that  he  oould  understand  wai^  that  lihoie 
imfoctunate  men  had  been  miftring  aaoe 
1827>  and  that  they  oiidbt,  on  this  appeal 
to  the  Hova^  to  be  both  rewarded  for 
their  conduct*  and  compensated  for  their 
ksses.  There  was  no  doubt  about  the 
merit  of  the  men;  and  he  was  sure,  that  the 
perfonnance  of  this  act  of  justice  to  these 
men  would  be  hailed  throuf^iout  the  coun- 
try with  the  greatest  satisfaction*  Hesaw 
no  diffeience  between  the  cases  of  AlgievB 
and  Navarino.  The  gaUant  Admiral  was 
sent  out  upon  a  most  difficult  mission,  and 
he  used  those  means  which  he  found  himself 
bound  to  adopt  They  had  perfinrmed  that 
yeryaction.  Thehon-andgaflantAdmiiBl 
was  in  a  difficult  and  singidar  situation  at 
Navanno;  but  his  position  in  that  House 
was  still  more  singuhtf.  He  should  give 
his  cordial  support  to  the  Motion.  It  was 
the  first  timem  the  annals  of  history,  that  a 
distinguished  officer,  after  having  achieved 
an  action  which  reflected  the  highest  honour 
upon  his  country,  wss  compiled  in  that 
House  to  defend  himself;  to  hear  himself 
censured  for  having  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  consent  to  relieve  these  ill- 
treated  seamen,  and  do  them  that  tardy 
justice  which  had  been  so  long  delayed. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  he  conceived 
himself  called  upon  to  make  a  few  observ- 
ations, in  consequence  of  the  reference 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  what  took  place  about  a 
year  after  the  affidr  of  Patras  had  taken 
place,  between  the  then  Ministers  and  him- 
aelf,  in  respect  to  that  subject.  The  ques- 
tion that  he  had  then  asked  was,  why  the 
action  was  not  eaaetted;  ibr  he  had  al- 
ways felt,  that  It  was  one  of  the  most 
brilliant  which  had  occurred  in  our  naval 
history.  The  answer  which  he  then  re- 
ceived, gave  him  a  certain  d^ree  of  doubt 
as  to  the  origin  of  the  action ;  and  it  was 
stated,  that  no  shots  were  fired  from  the 
Turkish  fleet;  but  he  had  since  ascertained 
that  many  shots  were  fired.  With  regard 
to  the  durine  nature  of  that  enterprise,  if 
it  were  not  to  oe  called  the  most  brilliant^if 


k  weip  not  »Wa4whtaaaa  inferior  to  no 
othevu-if  it  wece  not  sopeiior—aa  action  in 
which  one  Iine^)f«battle  shq>,  one  sloop  of 
war,  and  one  firigatcb  opposed  fifi^  sail  of 
yesseh^  some  of  them  ot  no  mean  nse,  and 
well-armed  and  manned,  and  com|aUed  the 
whole  fleet  to  return  to  their  ofigmal  posi* 
tion^f  that  was  not  a  Mlliant  action^ 
then,  indeed,  he  did  not  know  what  other 
enygjcment  could  be  dignified  by  that  ap^ 
peuation.     He   was  perfsctly  leady  to 

E've  his  opinion,  and  his  hon.  and  gsl- 
Dt  firiend  knewi  that  he  was  veiy  ae- 
eumtely  aware  of  what  took  place  on 
that  occasion  as  to  the  commencement  of 
the  action,  and  to  acquit  his  hon.  and  gallant 
friend  of  any  unfounded  censure  or  misre.. 
presentation  to  which  he  mieht  have  becm 
subjected  on  that  pout.  With  respect  to 
the  question  before  the  House,  and  with 
r^psrd  to  the  conduct  of  the  gcdknt  Ad- 
miral before  the  battle  of  Navarino,  he 
wished  not  to  throw  out  any  insinuations 
against  him,  or,  in  the  observations  which 
he  should  make,  to  give  him  any  uaplear 
sant  fediagSL  The  situation  of  ^e  hon. 
and  gallaat  Admiral,  under  the  circum- 
stances and  difficulties  by  which  he  was 
encompassed,  was  a  very  arduous  one,  and 
no  man  could  throw  the  slightest  blame 
upon  him  for  going  into  the  port  of  Nava- 
rina  The  question,  when  he  and  his  ooL 
leacues  came  into  office,  stood  thus— an 
api^ication  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  to  the  Government  which 
preceded  the  present  Adniinistration,  and 
who  were  of  oianion  that  the  gratuity 
ought  not  to  be  awarded.  The  application 
was  then  made  to  the  present  Government, 
who  had  not  employed  his  hon.  and  gallant 
friend,  and  who  had  not  even  been  the  next 
in  succession  to  the  Government  that  em- 
ployed him.  They  were  then  called 
upon  to  consider  the  propriety  of  re- 
versing the  decision  which  had  been 
given  by  the  former  Government  upon 
this  question.  He  appealed  to  his  hon. 
friend,  although,  perhaps,  it  was  not 
right  to  revert  to  those  decisions,  whether 
those  appeals  were  different  firom  the  pre- 
sent statement  The  action  coounenced 
accidentally,  as  his  hon.  friend  had  already 
stated,  and  it  was  not  intended  by  the 
Government  which  employed  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer,  that  he  diould  attack  the 
Turkish  fleet.  As  the  action,  therefore, 
was  quite  accidental,  and  as  the  daim  was 
quite  unprecedented,  the  question  was, 
whether  th^  ought  to  reverse  the  decision 
of  the  Govenunent,  undm  the  order  of 
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wMch  the  aoHon  took  phee. «-  [Ab"  E. 
CMrtMlM  .*  Mr.  Caaoiiig  myo  me  my 
Olden.  ^It  was  true  tihat  Mr.  Canning 
was  at  tiie  head  of  the  Gcvemment  at  the 
time  the  oidera  woe  isaoed,  bnt  the 
Government  under  which  the  action  oe* 
cntiedy  was  easentially  the  aame  as  that 
whidi  had  given  the  hon.  and  gaUant 
Member  his  Instructions.  At  lent  the 
Ooverument  had  not  reversed  those  instniiy 
tions.  His  gallant  fiiend  acted  under  those 
instructions  i  and^  as  far  as  he  was  aware, 
liiere  had  been  no  change  in  the  instruc- 
tions given  by  Mr.  Canning.  That  Go- 
vemment,  therefore,  ought  to  have  been 
the  best  judge  of  the  propriety  of  awarding 
head-money,  and  he  did  not  see  any  reason 
to  alter  its  decision.  In  his  ofnnion,  his 
hon.  and  gallant  friend,  and  the  brave  fleet 
under  his  command,  merited  all  the  praise 
they  had  received,  for  that  brilliant  achieve- 
ment. As  to  the  losses  which  the  men 
had  suneied  in  their  property  on  the  occaf> 
sion,  he  would  only  say,  that  any  such 
claims  always  met  with  prompt  attention 
from  the  Admiralty,  The  few  claims  of 
the  kind,  in  connexion  with  this  action, 
that  had  been  laid  before  the  Admiralty, 
had  been  immediately  satisfied.  The  ques- 
tion now,  however,  for  the  House  to  con- 
sider was,  whether  in  a  case  where  the 
action  had  arisen  from  accident,  it  would 
he  right  to  give  this  gratuity  to  the  fleet 
that  had  achieved  an  action  under  such 
circumstances?  He  trusted  he  need  not 
say,  that  it  was  with  great  regret  he  opposed 
the  Motion ;  but  the  Government  felt,  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  they  would  not  be 
justified  in  adoptiiig  any  other  course. 

Mr.  Buchinffham  said,  it  was  always  an 
agreeable  task  to  join  in  praise  of  the  brave 
defenders  of  their  country,  whether  officers 
or  men,  and  he  was  proud  on  this  occasion 
to  add  his  humble  meed  of  eulogy  to  that 
already  bestowed  on  the  gaUant  Admiral 
and  his  heroic  band.  But  in  addition  to 
this  expression  of  his  feelings,  he  was 
anxioQs  to  make  a  very  few  observations  on 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Laboudiere),  on  the  subject 
in  debate.  He  had  listened  to  the  ob- 
jections raised  against  this  Motion  with  the 
utmost  attention,  but  had  not  heard  one 
which  was  not  susceptible  of  refutation. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  b^an  by  reading  the 
instructions  issued  to  the  sallant  Admiral, 
by  which  he  was  commanded  to  take  great 
care  to  pi^ent  the  Turkish  fleet  getting 
to  the  Morea,  and  to  intercept  them  in 
their  voyage  there,  if  possible;  and  it  was 


admitted, that 4f  Ae fleet haA been  metat 
sea,  and  perristed  vk  going  to  the  Morea, 
it  would  have  been  right  to  give  them 
battle.  But  surely  when  they  had  actually 
entered  a  port  f^  the  Morea,  they  were  not 
the  less,  but  rather  the  more,  to  be  care- 
fully watched,  and,  if  possible,  driven  fro^ 
their  wdU-known  purpose.  The  Admiral 
found  them  so  entered  and  in  possession, 
and  he  most  wisely  entered  after  them,  to 
keep  them  in  chec^  In  doing  so,  he  was 
first  attacked,  and  as  a  British  seaman,  he 
instantly  replied  to  that  attack,  by  answer- 
ing in  language  not  to  be  misunderstood. 
It  had  been  said,  indeed,  that  there  was  no 
declaration  of  war  i  but  if  the  seamen  were 
to  be  asked  their  opinion  of  Uiis  matter, 
they  would  no  doubt  say,  that  the  most 
unequivocal  declaration  of  war  v^as  made 
the  moment  the  first  shot  was  fired.  It  was 
not,  perhaps,  a  declaration  in  the  legld  and 
technical  sense,  but  it  was  more  than  a 
declaration,  it  was  an  act  of  war;  and  as 
such  it  had  been  fUrly  met  and  gallantly 
repelled.  The  officers  and  men  had  then 
performed  their  duty.  No  doubt  had 
been  expressed  of  that;  and  he  would 
put  it  to  the  House,  whether  the  whole 
country  would  not  say,  that,  in  encounter- 
in|^  the  same  risk  of  life  and  limb  in  this, 
as  m  the  most  formal  warfare,  they  were  as 
fiairly  entitled  to  honours  and  rewards  ?  It 
had  been  said,  indeed,  that  this  would  be 
an  encouragement  to  others  to  provoke  a 
battle,  for  the  sake  of  the  gratuities  to  be 
obtained.  This  argument  might  have  some 
weight  if  the  British  had,  in  the  present 
instance,  been  the  aggressors.  But  it  was 
notorious  that  they  were  merely  defending 
themselves  from  the  aggressions  of  others, 
and,  therefore,  to  rewanl  those  who  acted 
most  prudently  and  justifiably  on  the  de- 
fensive, could  never  be  cited  as  a  precedent 
for  bestowing  the  same  rewards  on  those 
who  acted  imprudently  and  unjustifiably 
on  the  aggressive.  There  was  another 
point  of  view  in  which  this  subject  should 
be  r^arded :  it  was  this : — The  pay  of  the 
seamen  in  the  navy  was  much  lower  than 
that  in  the  merchant  service— their  service 
was  forced  instead  of  free— >their  discipline 
was  more  severe,  and  their  confinement 
and  privations  greater ;  and  all  these  were 
palliated  by  the  constant  assertion,  that 
these  evils  (for  they  were  not  denied  to  be 
such)  were  counterbalanced  by  their  chance 
of  prise-money,  bounties,  and  gratuities,  to 
which  their  services  in  war  entitled  them. 
What,  then,  would  the  seamen  of  England 
say,  when  they  found  that,  though  they 
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fyoAt  and  did  tHeir  duly  at  Navarina^  ba 
wi£  as  on  any  occasion  in  our  naval  his- 
tory;  fthey  were  yet  not  to  be  paid  that 
compensation  for  those  risks^  because  of 
some  technicalities  of  which  they  could  not 
possibly  have  any  knowledge  ?  The  zepu« 
tation  of  the  House  and  the  country  could 
not  fail  to  suffer  by  such  ingratitude ;  and 
he  was  not  sure,  but  the  fidelity  of  the 
seamen  themselves^  as  well  as  their  seal, 
might  be  much  endangered  in  the  future, 
by  withholding  from  them  this  just  reward 
for  their  bravery  and  exertions  in  the  past. 
For  these  and  many  other  reasons,  which 
he  would  not  now  press,  as  he  was  sure  the 
feeling  of  the  House  would  ep  along  with 
him,  and  render  any  lengthened  debate 
qiiite  unnecessary,  he  should  cordially  sup* 
port  the  gallant  Admiral's  Motion. 

Mr.  Jrarburton  would  ask,  if  any  one 
had  pointed  out  what  course  the  gallant 
Adnural  could  have  pqrsued  other  than  he 
had  pursued,  namely,  to  enter  the  bay  of 
Navarino  ?  Why,  then,  should  the  sea- 
men  employed  in  that  expedition,  be  treated 
differently  from  those  engaged  in  other 
expeditions  of  a  similar  nature  ?  The  pro- 
per course  would  be,  if  an  error  had  been 
committed,  or  if  the  gallant  Admiral  who 
commanded  exceeded  hb  orders,'  to  call 
him  to  a  Court-martial.  If  he  had  erred, 
let  him  be  punished ;  but  why  refuse  to  the 
seamen  the  reward  which  they  had  so  well 
earned. 

Mr.  OtConneU  said,  that  his  principle 
always  was,  not  to  pay  those  who  did  not 
deserve  payment,  but  to  pay  those  well 
who  deserved  it.  Acting  on  this  principle, 
he  would  vote  that  those  seamen  who 
fought  so  well  at  Navarino,  should  be  re. 
warded.  The  men,  in  his  opinion,  ought 
not  to  be  refused  the  customary  reward  on 
account  of  any  error  committed  by  the 
commanding  officer.  In  such  a  case,  the 
proper  course  would  be,  to  call  the  gallant 
Admiral  to  answer  any  charge  which  might 
foe  brought  against  him  before  a  Court- 
martial.  But  in  this  case  the  Government, 
by  the  mere  fact  of  not  calling  on  the 
gallant  Admiral  to  answer  any  charge,  had 
tacitly,  though  not  expressly,  approved  of 
his  conduct  Whatever  the  opinions  of 
different  parties  might  be,  all  would  ac 
knowledge,  that  the  gallant  Admiral  had 
achieved  a  brilliant  victory  in  the  cause 
of  humanity  and  liberty.  The  special 
pleading  would  be  quite  unintelligible  to 
the  seamen  themselves  by  which  they  were 
to  be  deprived  of  the  customary  reward. 
There  was  no  special  pleading  when  called 


onto  do  their  dot^.  Nol  they  did  what 
English  sailors  would  always-,  do  *-  they 
annihilated  the  fleet  they  were  ordered  to 
fight,  and  they  could  not  do  more.  It  was 
time,  that  the  Government  of  this  coniuiiy, 
shoidd  at  last  accord  to  those  brave  men 
the  praise  which  was  freely  admitted  to 
th^n  by  the  whole  world.  It  was. time 
for  the  House  of  Commons  to  tell  .ther 
people  of  England,  that  those  aoun^ai 
migiit  be  recompensed,  and  he  wqijJd« 
therefore,  cordially  support  the  Motknu 
.  Mr.  John  Stanley  hoped,  after  the  ez^ 
pression  of  opinion  by  the  House  in  favour 
of  the  Motion,  that  die  Government  would 
not  persist  in  its  opposition.  The  gallant* 
Officer  had  acted  strictly  according  to  his 
instructions,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  see  justice  done  to  the  gallant 
weamftn  uffdpr  his  command. 

Sir  John  Sebright  said,  he  recollected 
his  father  having  mentioned  a  speech  made 
by  a  gallant  Admiral  in  that  House,  on  an 
occasion  similar  to  the  present.  It  was 
made  at  a  time  when  qieakers  were  not  so 
numerous  as  at  present,  and  when  none 
spoke  who  had  not  something  to  say.  That 
such  was  not  now  always  the  case,  he  was 
aj&aid  he  should  be  one  of  the  living  proofs. 
At  that  time,  officers  in  the  navy  had  not 
the  eloqu^ice  of  the  hon.  and  gdlant  Ad- 
miral who  had  brought  forward  the  present 
Motion ;  but  an  old  Admiral,  who  had  never 
been  known  to  address  the  House  before, 
got  up  with  his  mouth  full  of  tobacco,  and, 
much  to  the  surprise  of  all  present,  ad- 
dressed the  Spetdcer  as  follows :  —  "  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  not  an  orator,  and  I  don't 
know  how  I  could  be,  seeing  that  I  have 
been  forty  years  at  sea ;  but  this  I  know, 
that  if  you  don't  pay  those  who  serve  you 
well,  you'll  not  be  served  at  alL"  That 
story  was  applicable  to  the  present  ques- 
tion^ and  illustrated  the  view  he  took  of 
it. 

Mr.  George  Young  considered,  that  it 
would  be  a  dangerous  precedent  if  the 
House  negatived  this  Motion,  as  it  might 
be  an  inducement  to  seamen  hereafter,  to 
question  the  commands  of  their  officers,  if 
they  should  not  be  paid  the  customary 
gratuity  merely  on  account  of  an  error  a£ 
judgment  on  the  part  of  a  commanding 
officer.  He  did  not  think,  even  if  the 
gallant  Admiral  were  found  guilty  by  a 
Court-martial  of  exceeding  his  orders,  that 
that  would  be  a  sufficient  ground  for  in- 
validating the  claim  of  the  seamen.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  continue  his  opposition  to  the  motion ; . 
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or,  at  all  eventSi  that  he  would  find  himself 
vdieved  cf  any  responabilitj  on  this  icore, 
hf  findniff  hintoelf  in  a  minoritj. 

Sir  Rf£ert  FHce  hoped  his  noUe  friend 
woald  withdraw  his  opposition  to  a  motion 
in  fawiur  of  which  there  ap]^eared  to  be  an 
almost  unanimous  feeling  in  the  House. 
He  would  earnestly  entreat  of  the  noUe 
Lord  not  to  persist  in  his  opposition. 

Admiral  Adam  supported  the  Motion^ 
and  said,  that  the  gallant  Admiral  had  done 
himself  great  honour  by  his  disinterested- 
ness throughout  the  transactioni  It  was 
clear^  that  his  gallant  friend  had  no  expec- 
tation of  fighting  when  he  entered  the 
Bay,  and  it  was  equally  dear^  that  by  so 
doing,  he  fulfilled  his  instructions  in  the 
best  manner,  and  saved  the  Morea. 

Mr.  Hume  had  great  doubts  as  to  the 
proprie^  of  acceding  to  this  Motion.  He 
said  thb  with  regret ;  for  no  one  had  a 
higher  sense  of  the  gallantry  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  than  he  had,  or  was 
more  ready  to  accord  him  his  meed  of 
admiration.  He  was,  however,  disposed 
to  go  with  the  noble  Lord  in  the  opinion 
which  he  exprewed,  and  for  the  same 
reasons.  The  general  sentiments  of  the 
House,however,showed,  that  the  noble  Lord 

would  be  left  in  a  minority,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  recommend  to  him  not  to  press 
his  opposition  to  a  division.  He  could  not 
but  regret  the  result  of  the  battle,  in  as 
far  as  it  destroved  the  Turkish  fleet,  and 
thereby  laid  Turkey  prostrate  at  the  feet 

of  Russia. 

Mr.  Hodges  supported  the  Motion.  To 
deny  the  wSor  compensation  when  he  had 
gained  a  battle  might  make  him  waver 
when  the  country  was  in  danger. 

Lord  AUhorp  rose  and  said,  that  he  had 
formerly  stated  his  reason  for  opposing 
this  Motion ;  but  no  one  seemed  to  concur 
with  him  in  his  opposition  but  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex.  In  such  circum- 
stances, he  could  not  think  of  dividing  the 
House  on  the  question,  and  would,  there- 
fore, not  persbt  in  his  opposition ;  and  he 
hoped  his  hon.  and  gallant  friend  would 
allow  him  to  congratulate  him  on  the 
result  of  his  Motion.  He  was  sure,  that 
his  gallant  friend  well  knew,  that  any 
opposition  which  he  gave  to  it  was  merely 
from  a  sense  of  duty.  He  would  only  add, 
that  this  result  was  a  reward  which  the 
hon.  and  gdlant  Admiral  well  deserved  for 
his  distinguished  conduct  throughout  the 
transaction. 

The  Motion  was  carried ;  the  House  to 
lefolve  itsdf  into  a  Committee  on  the  25th. 
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Education  in  Scotland.]]  Mr.  Col* 
quhoHH  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  regulate  and  enlarge  the  provision  for 
parochial  Education  in  Scotland.  In  every 
parish  in  Scotland  there  was  not  only  a 
parish-church,  but  a  parish-scbool  paid 
like  the  Church,  by  the  heritors,  the 
master  of  which  was  appointed  by  them. 
It  was  placed  under  the  superintendence  of 
the  clergy,  and  the  master  of  it  passed 
under  their  review.  The  system  had  been 
in  operation  for  above  two  centuries ;  but 
about  a  century  and  a-half  ago  it  was 
completed,  and  the  principle  of  the  system 
that  there  should  be  a  school  for  every 
thousand  persons  was  nearly  realized  by 
there  being  a  school  in  each  parish.  But, 
since  then,  the  population  of  Scotland  had 
more  than  doubled  —  it  had  risen  from 
1,000,000  to  2,330,000;  and,  as  there  had 
been  no  corresponding  increase  in  parochial 
schools,  the  number  of  parishes  in  Scotland 
heins  907,  and  the  parochial  schools  of 
Scotland,  at  this  moment,  being  1,005,  it 
was  clear,  that  the  provision  of  parochial 
education  was  not  now  adequate.  By  the 
last  census,  it  appeared,  that  there  were  in 
Glaseow  46,000  between  the  ages  of  five 
and  nfteen ;  that  was,  between  one-fourth 
and  one-fifth  of  the  population  at  an  age 
to  receive  education.  In  Prussia,  by  the 
last  census,  2,000,000  out  of  12,000,000 
were  between  tjie  ages  of  seven  and  four- 
teen ;  in  the  United  States,  there  was  a  still 
larger  proportion.  Now,  in  Prussia,  there 
were  2,000,000  persons,  or  one-sixth  of  the 
population,  actually  received  education ;  in 
the  State  of  New  York,  one-fourth ;  and, 
in  Holland, — a  country  the  authority  of 
which  he  preferred  to  either  of  the  others, — 
one-fifth  of  the  population  were  receiving 
education.  The  result  of  the  inquiries  of 
the  Committee  of  the  General  Assembly 
was  similar.  To  educate  the  population  of 
the  Hiffh]ands  (upwards  of  500,000)  there 
should  oe  83,000  at  school,  or  one-sixth. 
Such  was  actually  the  state  of  several  of 
the  Lowland  parishes.  One  parish,  Foss- 
away,  had  one-fourth  of  the  population  at 
school ;  Comrie  and  Mid-Calder,  had  each 
one-fifth ;  Colineton,' Ruth  well,  Kirkwall, 
and  Tongue,  hi3  each  one-sixth ;  so  that 
he  assumed  one-sixth  of  the  population  as 
the  proportion  requiring  education.  Ap- 
plying that  test  to  the  towns  of  Scotland, 
their  deficiency  in  the  means  of  education 
would  be  apparent.  In  Glasgow,  about 
one-fourteenth  was  at  school ;  at  Dundee, 
one-fifteenth ;  at  Perth,  under  one-fifleenth ; 
at  Old  Aberdeen,  one- twenty -fifth;  at 
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Paisley,  (the  Ahbenr-puidu  contaiiiiDg 
nearly  one-half  of  the  population,)  oo^ 
twentieth.  In  Paideyi  thirty  yean  ago, 
there  was  not  a  family  who  could  not  read, 
and  hud  not  a  6ibl&'--all  above  nine  could 
read,  or  were  at  school ;  whereas,  by  a  very 
accurate  scrutiny,  made  in  one  parish,  it 
now  appeared,  that  there  werep  in  Paisley, 
3,000  ftimilies  without  education*  and  the 
children  of  which  were  growing  up  wholly 
untaught.    In  Glasgow,  there  were  20,000 

Sowing  up  uneducated ;  and,  it  appeared, 
at  there  were  from  6,000  to  7>000  persons 
Gving  by  crime,  a  laree  proportion  of  whom 
were  young.  Of  the  Highlands,  there  were 
authentic  returns;  and  what  waa  their 
state  88  to  education?  In  the  143  Higb<« 
knd  parishes,  out  of  500,000,  there  were 
83,000  who  could  not  read,  and  had  no 
means  of  learning;  250,000  could  not 
write.  In  the  1 32  parishes  of  Banff,  Elgin, 
and  Aberdeen,  the  avenue  of  the  persons 
at  school  was  one-eleventh ;  and  there  were 
instances  of  one.tweIfth,  one-thirteenth^ 
one-lif^eenth,  and  one.twentieth,  in  other 
parishes  taken  indiscriminately  over  the 
south  and  central  parts  of  Scotland.  In 
one  parish  in  the  county  of  Berwick,  the 
proportion  at  school  was  one^fifteenth ;  in 
two  parishes  in  Edinburgh  and  Wigton,  one- 
eleventh  ;  in  a  parish  in  the  county  of  Stir- 
ling, one-twelfth ;  in  a  parish  in  the  county 
of  Dumbarton,  one-thirteentfl ;  and  several 
of  these  instances  occurred  in  rural  parishes ; 
the  two  worst  instances  being  in  the  counties 
of  Banff  and  Aberdeen,  in  one  of  which 
there  was  only  one-thirteenth  at  school,  and 
in  the  other  one-twentieth— «^d  both  were 
rural  parishes.  He  was  aware  that  Scot- 
land ranked  high  in  the  estimation  of  aU, 
on  the  subject  of  education.  He  was  sorry 
to  contest  that  opinion,  but  it  was  the  best 
and  the  truest  policy  to  exhibit  clearly  the 
state  of  the  case,  in  order  that  the  evil 
might  be  remedied.  What  was  the  remedy? 
Many  supposed  i|t  might  be  found  in  sohools 
established  by  private  teachers.  But  the 
Assembly's  Committee  said,  that  a  school- 
master ought  to  have  at  least  40f.  a-year, 
with  accommodations.  But  the  average 
fees  of  a  private  teacher  over  the  whme 
Highlands,  were  ascertained  to  be  13i»  per 
annum.  In  Shetland,  the  average  was  SL 
One  parish  in  the  county  of  Dumbarton 
paid  15/.;  two  paid  4/.  each.  In  the  Re. 
turns,  from  15/.  to  25/.  was  the  most 
frequent  answer;  25/.  and  30/.  rare;  a 
larger  remiinecation  was  still  more  un- 
common. It  was  not  to  he  supposed  that 
a  schoolmaster  could  live  upon  that  which 


wai  iaiuSok&t  for  the  «o(«t«p«id  daj 
labourer,  and  these  pri?  ate  achocls  were 
often  taught  hy  the  most  incompetent 
persons^  such  as  ''  boys  and  aged  females, 
a  retired  aoldier,  a  Siherman,  an  innkeeper." 
Five  out  of  seven  schools  of  private  ad* 
venture  in  one  pariah,  in  the  Lowlands, 
and  in  another  piurish,  four  out  of  the  nine 
were  taught  by  women.  But  it  was  sup- 
pQsedt  that  in  towns  where  the  population 
waa  more  denae,  private  teachers  might 
have  a  ham:  number  of  scholars.  On  the 
contrary,  ue  averaoe  attendance  in  towns 
was  less  than  in  the  Highland  parisheiL 
and  the  xeceipta  of  the  schoolmasters  varieu 
from  151  to  25iL,  sometimes  35/. — more 
rarely  40/.  In  one  town,  five  out  of  the 
twelve  schoob  were  k^t  by  females.  If 
they  would,  therefore,  secure  well-paid 
nnptera  and  a  respectable  school,  they  must 
have  something  besides  the  fees,  by  which 
alone  the  master  could  not  support  himaelf ; 
in  other  words,  there  must  he  a  permanent 
aalary.  Some  might  suppose^  that  the 
endowment  might  flow  from  charitable 
ooatrihutioa.  But  in  the  Highlands  when 
the  General  Assembly  investigated  their 
state,  they  required  450  schools,  or  450 
:  endoivsoents  fmr  the  masters.  They  had 
eighty-five ;  and  far  beyond  that  it  did  not 
a{^ac  that  their  exertions  could  extend% 
But,  moreover,  the  endowments  should  be 
adequatQA  not  an  overgrown  salary,  but 
such  a  decent  maintenance  as  an  income  of 
40/.  Taking  that  as  the  standard,  the 
salaries  of  many  of  the  parochial  school- 
masters in  Sootknd  were  lamentably  in- 
adequate. In  one  Highland  parish,  the 
Report  of  the  Assembly's  Committee  said, 
the  schoolmaster  had  three  guineas  per 
asmum ;  la  eleven  parishes  in  Argyleshire, 
the  salaries  did  not  amount  to  above  10/.  or 
11/^  each«  Im  tbiee  counties  the  salaries 
wem  as  low  as.  8^,  17/.,  Id/-;  the  salary 
ajid  fcM  toother,  19/.,  20/.,  9.Sl^  ^SL 
Eithei;  inferior  men  would  take  the  situa- 
tion»oT  superior  men  taking  it,  would  turn 
their  attention  to  other  occupations,  by 
which  they  might  be  enabled  to  eke  out 
their  income.  £!lducated  men  would  not 
be  satisfied  with  wages  which  would  not 
satisfy  a  &rm  servant ;  many  of  the  paro- 
chial schools  were«  therefore,  in  a  deplor- 
able oonditiouA  Another  point  of  almost 
equal  importance  was  the  superintendence 
and  moral  agency  which  should  accompany 
the  painchial  school.  Those  who  established 
the  system  had  an  eye  to  this,  when  they 
connected  parochial  sdiools  with  parochial 
churches,  and  blended  the  provision  for 
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•dkoob  with  the  ^vi^on  for  religtots 
Imtrucdoti.  If  they  merely  gave  a  good 
salary  to  a  master^  they  might  hare  an 
indolent  and  inefficient  teacher ;  there  must^ 
therefore^  he  over  him  a  local  superintend- 
ence. But  they  might  estahlish  a  good 
school,  and  plant  in  the  school  a  good 
master,  fix  a  low  rate  of  payment,  and 
make  the  school  accessible  to  the  whole 
people  of  the  parish,  and  still  the  school 
night  not  be  filled ;  for  without  the  agency 
of  the  parish  minister,  visiting  the  people, 
and  urging  them  to  send  their  children  to 
achool,  they  might  have  little  inclination 
to  $end  them  or  to  resist  the  many  tempta- 
tions to  keep  them  away,  or  prematurely 
withdraw  them.  He  had  found,  that  in 
almost  every  instance  in  which  the  parish 
schools  were  well  filled,  the  clergyman  was 
active  and  aealous.  In  one  instance  where 
the  clerical  agency  was  not  very  active,  one 
twenty-fifth  of  the  population  only  went 
to  school ;  but  in  a  small  district  assigned 
to  a  chapel  of  ease,  the  minister  of  which 
was  exceedingly  active,  the  proportion  was 
as  hitfh  as  ode-tenth.  The  hou.  Member 
quoted  several  other  instances  of  the  good 
CTects  of  placing  schools  under  the  super- 
intendence of  the  clergy,  and  then  said,  he 
had  established,  he  hoped,  the  case,  which 
it  was  his  object  to  bring  before  the  House, 
that  there  was  a  great  £ficiency  of  educa- 
tion in  Scotland;  that  it  was  necessary 
that  that  deficiency  should  he  supplied,  and 
that  ie  oould  be  supplied  only  by  establish- 
ing additional  schools,  and  providing  the 
masters  of  them  with  a  reasonable  salary, 
through  the  medium  of  an  endowment.  He 
was  aware  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Boss-shire,  was  inclined  to  prefer  the  prin. 
ciple  adopted  by  the  Government  in  the 
education  grant  for  England,  namely,  that 
of  applying  money  to  the  erection  of 
sdiools  and  school-houses*  Experience 
was  decisive  against  that  opinion.  The 
Committee  of  the  General  Assembly  had 
established  eighty-five  schools,  and  had 
never  found  the  slightest  difiiculty  in 
having  school-houses  and  other  accommoda- 
tions erected  by  the  voluntary  liberality  of 
die  heritors ;  and  the  Secretary  of  that 
Committee  had  informed  him  that  they 
had  now  hundreds  of  applications  from 
heritors  offering  to  build  the  schools  and 
houses,  if  the  Assembly  would  secure  them 
a  provision  for  the  masters.  Was  it,  there- 
fore, too  much  to  expect  that  the  liberality 
of  Parliamentshould  beextended  to  Scotland  ? 
The  sum  which  he  proposed  to  be  annually 
gntited  for  the  exienfton  of  the  means  c( 


education  in  Sbotland  ti^as  60,000/. ;  and 
he  trusted,  that  the  House  would  not  con- 
sider that  an  extravagant  sum.  The  ex. 
pense  to  the  country  of  maintaining  a 
metropolitan  police  alone,  was  considerably 
more  than  200,000/.  a-year ;  and  the  ex- 
pense oi  maintaining  the  police  of  Edin- 
burgh and  Glasgow  was  greater  than  the 
amount  of  the  grant  he  proposed.  When 
the  House,  therefore,  considered  the  in- 
fluence which  education  had  in  the  sup- 
pression of  crime,  he  trusted,  his  propo^ 
would  appear  deserving  the  concurrence  of 
hon.  Members,  on  the  mere  ground  of 
economical  Government.  The  case  in 
Scotland  was  once  the  same  as  it  was  in 
Ireland  now.  A  century  had  not  elapsed 
since  there  was  agitation  in  the  former 
country,  and  when  garrisons  and  a  standing 
army  were  necessary  to  preserve  public 
tranquillity.  Scotland  had  her  Whitefeet 
and  her  Blackfeet  and  her  Captain  Rock, 
whose  history  had  been  preserved  by  her 
great  novelist  The  beneficial  change  which 
had  since  taken  place,  was  principally  to 
be  ascribed  to  the  difiusion  of  education  in 
the  country }  and  it  would  still  be  found 
that,  as  education  prevailed,  crime  would 
be  suppressed,  and  the  peace  and  tran- 
quillity of  the  country  be  preserved.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  then  concluded,  by  moving 
for  leave  to  bring  in  his  Bill. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  was  a  warm 
friend  to  education ;  but  he  doubted  whether 
the  bringing  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill 
at  present  would  not  defeat  the  object  he 
had  in  view.  He  would  suggest  to  the 
hon.  Member,  whether  the  most  ^per 
course  to  pursue  would  not,  in  the  first 
instance,  be  to  move  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  state  of 
education  in  Scotland,  and  then  the  House 
could  act  on  the  Report  of  that  Committee 
to  whatever  extent  should  appear  to  it  most 
advisable. 

Mr.  Stewart  Mackenzie  concurred  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  in  suggest- 
ing the  propriety  of  an  inquiry  previous  to 
legislating  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  AgUonhy  was  also  of  opinion,  that 
it  would  be  premature  to  legislate  on  the 
subject  without  previously  appointing  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry. 

Sir  Oeorge  Strickland  said,  the  House 
should  not  rashly  agree  to  large  grants  of 
the  public  noney  for  such  purposes  as  those 
contemplated  by  the  hon.  Member.  If 
60,000/,  were  annually  granted  to  promote 
parochial  education  in  Scotland,  how  large 
would  be  the  sum  the  House  would  be 
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called  on  to  vote  to  Engkoil  far  the  Mme 
purpose,  when  the  difference  in  the  amount 
of  the  population  of  the  two  oountries  waa 
coDodered  ? 

Sir  Daniel  Sandford  oordiallj  coneurred 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  in 
suggesting  the  propriety  of  appointing  a 
Committee  of  Itiquiry  previous  to  bringing 
in  any  Bill  on  the  subject.  He  thought 
that  a  Committee  might  be  appointed,  and 
witnesses  got  up  from  Scotland  and  exa- 
mined (for  only  four  or  five  would  be  re- 
quired), in  sufficient  time  to  enable  the 
non.  Member  to  carry  his  measure  during 
the  present  Session,  notwitlntanding  its 
advanced  state.  The  General  AssemUy  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland  was  in  the  habit  of 
annually  instituting  inquiries  into  the  state 
of  education  in  uat  country;  and  the 
venerable  Moderator  of  that  Assembly 
would  at  once  furnish  the  Committee  with 
many  valuable  documents  on  the  sub{ect, 
which,  with  the  examination  of  two  or 
tliree  witnesses,  would  afford  all  the  in- 
formation that  would  be  requisite. 

Lord  AUhorp  differed  in  opinion  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Paisley, 
when  he  said,  that  there  would  be  sufficient 
time  for  the  examination  of  witnesses,  after 

Stting  them  up  from  Scotland,  this  Session, 
e  agreed  with  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
thought  that,  unless  there  were  further 
information  on  the  subject  before  the 
House,  it  would  be  premature  to  legislate 
on  the  matter.  He  did  not  wish  to  insti- 
tute any  comparison  between  the  system  of 
education  adopted  in  England  and  that 
which  was  pursued  in  Scotland;  but  he 
must  say,  that  his  own  opinion  was,  that  the 
system  which  had  been  adopted  as  to  £ng« 
land  should  be  adopted  for  Scotland.  He 
(Lord  Althorp)  thought  that  the  better 
plan  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  pur- 
sued would  have  been  to  bring  in  the  Bill 
and  refer  it  to  a  Committee  up-stairs. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Buckingham  rose  to  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  prevent  duellipg,  but 
the  House  was  counted  out. 
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Mmons.]  Bilb.  RMd  a  ttiM  tiaMS— Romm  CMtOSic 
MuTuga. 

PvUtioni  pramted.  By  Lord  Saltodv,  fkom  Rayhe. 
agatnit  any  Altmatiaa  In  ttie  preient  Syttem  of  Cbiuch 
Patraoaga  in  Sootland  i  flron  ttiTva  Placet,  Aht  Protaotkm 
to  the  Church  of  SooCknd.-— By  Lord  Surriau),  fnm  tha 
Society  of  Friendt,  against  Tithet  and  all  other  Eodetl- 
aitloBi  I&poeti.— By  tha  Dukaof  BaAuroBTi  ftom  Comp- 
Ml  MatfK  for  PiotRtiiB  to  t|t  BiMiBAi^  Chvith: 


MiMima.]    BUli.   Read  a  eaoaod  tima:-^oaunoaFlalds' 

a  thhdtlinct— Ohigow  Lotteiak 
|w— Bleii.  By  CokHMl  Wtmjwam,  fhm  Umm 
Sdt  PioieethM  la  IhaCbuidi  of  Baglnd.— By  Mr. 
A.  SAifDfoma.  ftom  ConmoB  Cavrien,  and  Ownen  of 
Waggooii  fbr  amgiidlng  tha  Oencial  Turnpike  AcL — 
"-^j  Lord  Samboii,  OoIomI  Toaaaiii»  and  Mr.  Omanriib 
Item  wvaral  Plaeai»  ftir  Anending  tha  Pnetlee  te  tha 
LeooMfeer  Court  of  Commoo  Plaak — By  Mr.  FAsajUEausY* 
fkom  Petertwrougfa,  far  making  Landhmb  of  email  Tana- 
BMoti  UaUa  tat  tha  Piayauat  of  nalee.  By  Mb  BAKtir«b 
and  Mr.  LioTP,  flwa  three  Plwae,  eswiiiir  tha  Ppor4#awt 
Amendment  BUL — ^By  Mr.  S.  Lsraraa,  from  Bcntlay, 
for  tha  Repeal  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  AeL->By  Cokmcl 
LYMit,  flnm  Chdnea,  tar  the  Better  Otaaervanee  of  Cte 
Safahalh.— By  Sir  BnMOMn  iUTBa»  and  Sir  Jamn  Owbii» 
ftom  two  Plaeee,  egalnet  Drunkeoneeb— By  Mr.  P.  Scbopb, 
fkom  Stnnid,  Ibr  Repealing  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act. — ^By  Mr. 
Faavaii,  ftom  eevoeal  Plaeaa,  egalnet  ttia  Poor*LMr 
Amendment  BUL— By  Vieeount  Lownna,  and  Sir 
RoBBRT  laoua,  from  aereial  Places  agalnif  tha  Uni- 
▼enltie^  Admlarion  BUL— By  Mr.  A.  Pslham,  ftom 
tlnae  Flaeea.  egalnet  any  Aiteratton  of  (he  Poor  Lawi.*— 
By  Mr.  Sbbil*  from  eevanl  Flaoea»  for  the  Repeal  of  tha 
Union  {  ftom  a  Number  of  Places,  egalnet  TIthae. — ^By 
UajfK  Maaaukif  o,  ftom  Sto(&poct,  Ibr  the  Repeal  of  tha 
Duty  on  Cotton.— By  Mr.  FiABaoa  O^Coa won,  from  tha 
Charlotte  Stiaet  iMtitattan.  afrinet  tha  Sentanoe  on  Iba 
Editon  of  tha  True  Saa.— By  Mr.  Stuabt  MAcaaaai^ 
from  DIogvall,  Ibr  an  Alteration  in  the  System  ot  Patroo- 
age  la  Saotland.— By  Cokaiel  Bvrum*  from  KUkaawy 
County,  tar  Redreee  on  aeeouat  of  ttie  Loat  by  tha 
Failure  of  tha  County  Treasurers. — ^By  Sir  Wiluam 
MoLaairoaTH,  ftom  St  Clere,  agalaet  the  Tithe  Comma- 
taHon  Bmi  ftom  Laaacaeton,  agaiastthauadna  Influeaoa 
Hiaroleeil  at  Uia  Eleeticioa  in  that  Barough.— By  Ooloaal 
WiLUAMa,  Mr.  W.  FiaLDia,  and  Mr.  FLaarwooo. 
A«n  eeronl  Placee,  ibr  amending  the  Praetioe  in  the 
Ijncaeter  Court  of  rnmmon  Pleas. — By  Messrs.  Fi.atv- 
laooD  and  WiaacT,  from  Preston  and  Brighton,  agalMf 
the  Proposed  Meesure  of  Churdi  Rates. — By  Lord  Low- 
TBaa,  ftom  Proprieton  of  Customary  Lands  In  West- 
moniHid,  ftir  ameadlag  an  Aetretattvato  aucfa  Property. 
—By  Lord  Lowraaa.  Coloael  LTOoa,  8to  RManr 
IwGua,  and  Sir  Joaw  Owaa,--ageiB8t  the  Claims  of  the 
Dieeenters.— By  Lord  Dalmimt,  from  Bradley  and 
Wtelfl,  agaiast  tha  Sapaiatlon  of  Churbh  and  States— By 
the  aameb  Sir  HaaaY  HAamaaa,  Sir  RoaaaT  laoLia* 
Lord  SiYMOuSt  Mr.  SAaoaaooa,  and  Mx.  Fi.BaTwoo9, 
fkom  sayeral  Flaees,— for  Proteetioa  to  tha  Church  of 
Engtaad. 

Poob-Laws'  Ambnukent— Commit^ 
TBE.]  The  House  (on  the  Motion  of  Lord 
Althorp)  went  into  Committee  on  the  Poor 
laws'  Amendment  Bill. 

The  69th  Clause  was  read. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  he  had  given  notice 
that  this  clause  and  the  following  clauses, 
to  the  73rd  inclusive,  should  be  omitted 
from  the  Bill.  These  clauses  made  a  radical 
change  in  the  law  of  the  country  relating 
to  bastardy,  to  which  he  strongly  objected. 
In  saying  this,  he  wished  not  to  be  under- 
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stood  as  holding  that  the  law  as  it  no^ 

stood  relating  to  bastardj  was  one  which 
did  not  require  amendment ;  he  thought  it 
did  require  amendment^  hut  he  did  not 
think  tiiat  the  amendment  now  proposed^ 
ought  to  meet  the  approbation  of  the 
House.  The  69th  clause  removed  the 
liability  of  the  putative  father.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  latter  part  of  the  clause 
which  repealed  certain  acts  affecting  the 
Biother  cSr  a  bastard  child,  but  he  did 
decidedly  object  to  the  part  which  removed 
the  liability  from  the  father.  He  objected 
to  the  70th  dause^  which  had  an  ex^poH 
facto  operation,  as  it  relieved  all  putative 
fathers  who  were  now  under  recognlirances 
or  in  custody  for  not  giving  security  for 
the  support  of  any  child  ak^ady  sworn  to 
them,  but  not  yet  bom,  from  all  such 
recognisances,  and  directed  their  discharge 
on  application  to  a  visiting  Magistrate.  In 
the  7 1st  clause  he  found,  to  his  astonish- 
ment as  a  man  and  a  Christian,  that  the 
liability  which  was  removed  from  the  lather 
was  placed  on  the  mother  of  an  ill^timate 
child,  and  that  she  was  bound  to  suppcwt 
it.  In  the  72nd  clause  the  same  principle 
was  adopted,  but  carried  much  further. 
It  proposed,  that  in  case  the  woman  should 
be  unable  to  support  her  bastard  child,  the 
liability  should  rest  on  her  father,  or  if  he 
were  not  alive,  or  beinff  alive  was  unable 
to  support  it,  then  the  uability  was  to  fall 
on  the  grandfather  or  grandmother.  Could 
She  House  seriously  entertain  propositions 
of  that  nature?  Could  they  consent  to 
pass  enactments  so  contrary  to  every  princi- 
ple of  justice  and  humanity?  The  only 
excuse  for  such  an  enactment  was  this — 
that  it  was  calculated  to  compel  parents 
to  attend  more  closely  to  the  morals  of 
their  children.  Still,  even  with  that 
excuse,  he  could  not  refinin  from  considering 
it  as  an  enactment  fraught  with  gross  in- 
justice.  He  must  also  complain  of  the 
mode  in  which  the  forfeitures  created  under 
this  Bill  were  to  be  raised.  He  had  on 
former  occanons  objected  to  the  BOl,  that 
it  would  not  lessen  the  amount.^  charges 
incurred  at  present  on  account  of  the  pooc 
If  the  fathers  of  bastard  children  were  to 
be  relieved  from  the  burthen  of  contributing 
to  the  support  of  their  children,  on  whom 
was  that  burthen  to  fall?  On  the  mother, 
said  the  supporters  of  the  Bill.  What 
would  the  situation  of  the  unfortunate 
mother  then  be  ?  In  going  in  this  manner 
from  one  extreme  to  another,  he  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  not  acting  wisely. 
He  maintained  that,  in  nineteen  oat  of 


twenty  cases,  in  which  a  female  gave  birth 
for  the  first  time  to  a  bastard  child,  it 
would  be  found  that  she  was  not  able  to 
maintain  herself  and  child.  This  clause, 
and  those  which  depended  on  it,  had  been 
framed  by  men  who  had  looked  at  life  only 
through  the  medium  of  books,  and  who 
had  no  practical  knowledge  of  human 
nature.  If  they  had  possessed  the  latter 
species  of  knowledge,  they  never  would 
have  proposed  anything  so  monstrous.  It 
bad  been  said,  that  if  you  threw  upon 
the  woman  the  burthen  of  maintaining 
her  bastard  child,  you  would  lessen  her 
disposition  to  indulge  in  licentious  passion. 
That  man,  however,  knew  little  of  human 
character,  who  fancied  that  it  would  lessen 
the  offence  of  seduction.  He  believed, 
that  if  you  were  to  hold  out  to  persons 
who  were  seduced  under  promise  of 
marriage,  that  they  should  not  receive  any 
support  from  the  fathers  of  their  children 
iox  those  children,  but  that  they  should 
find  it  for  them  themselves,  it  would  not 
prevent  licentiousness  among  the  lower 
classes  of  society.  Prudential  considerations 
might  suspend  for  short  periods,  but  they 
never  could  annihilate  the  natural  desires  c£ 
woma^ ;  nor  would  it  stop  the  career  of 
licentious  men,  to  inform  them  that  they 
might  commit  seduction  with  perfect  im* 
punity,  and  that  they  might  gratify  their 
inclinations  at  the  sole  expense  of  the  softer 
sex.  In  whatever  point  of  view  he  con- 
sidered these  clauses,  they  appeared  to  him 
framed  upon  erroneous  calculations.  He 
was  anxious  to  learn,  from  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill,  on  what  principle  they  proposed 
to  relieve  the  man,  who  was  the  most 
guilty  party,  from  the  consequences  of  his 
misconduct,  and  to  charge  them  all  upon 
the  unfo^unate  woman?  It  had  been 
said,  an^not  without  justice,  that,  from 
the  power  possessed  by  the  woman  to 
charge  the  man  upon  oath 'with  having 
gotten  her  with  child,  cases  of  injustice  to 
the  injury  of  innocent  men  were  not  of 
rare  occurrence.  He  believed,  however, 
that  cases  of  this  kind  seldom  took  place, 
where  the  man  had  not  been  guilty  of 
some  imprudence  or  other  with  respect  to 
the  woman*  He  believed  that  this  clause 
would  not  afford  any  relief  to  the  parishes; 
OQ  the  contrary,  it  would  inflict  a  greater 
expense  upon  them  for  the  maintenance  of 
future  bastards.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  any  clauses  of  this  kind  either 
would  operate  or  could  operate  as  impedi. 
ments  on  the  impulses  of  our  common 
nature  ^     If  ttie  noble  Lord  meant    to 
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chaise  the  licentioutDeai   of  our   lower 
orders  on  the  operation  of  the  Poor-laws, 
he  laboured  under  a  great  niislake ;  for  in 
France  there  were  no  Poor-]aws«  and  yet 
the  number  of  illegitimate  children  bom 
there,  was  much  greater  than  the  number 
of  illegitimate  children  bom  here.     The 
knowledge  of   that   fact  induced  him  to 
maintain,  that  the  increase  of  bastardy  was 
not  in  any  material  degree  effected  by  the 
Poor-laws.     The  only  increase  effected  by 
the  Poor-laws  was  in  the  case  of  women 
who,  having  had  one  bastard  child,  and 
having  no  hope  of  recovering  the  respect  of 
society,  made  a  trade  of  bastardy,  and  gave 
themselves  up  to  licentious  indulgences,  in 
the  hope  that  the  allowance  made  to  them 
for  the  number  of  their  bastards  would 
induce   some  individual    at    some  future 
period  to  marry  them.    He  was  afraid  that 
the  enactment  of  these  bastardy  clauses 
would  lead  to  the  concealment  of  the  birth 
of  children,  and  to  infanticide-— offences 
which  were  already  too  rife  among  us.    If 
the  restraint  which  this  clause  contemplated 
should  be  found  to  fail  in  practice^  and  if 
females  should  still  listen  and  yield  to  the 
solicitations  of  vicious  men,  it  was  impoasix 
ble  to  conceive  that,  with  all  the  shame 
which  they  must  undergo,  and  with  all  the 
straggles  which  they  must  encounter  to 
support  their  offspring,  they  would  not 
often   be  driven    to  commit    infanticide. 
Admitting,  as  be  did,  that  the  bastardy 
laws  required  amendment,  he  was    still 
inclined  to  move  for  the  omission  of  the 
clause.     It  was  not  matter  of  imperative 
necessity  that  it  should  be  passed  in  this 
Session  of  Parliament.  The  other  clauses  in 
the  Bill  might  be  proceeded  with,  and,  in  the 
next  Session,  when  the  House  had  had  time 
for  consideration,  a  distinct  BUI  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Bastardy  Jaws  might  be 
brought  into  Parliament.   As  females  were 
excluded  not  only  from  all  seats  in  the  Le- 
gislature, but  also  from  all  suffirage  at  elec- 
tions, he  thought  that  the  House  ought  not, 
without  mature  deliberation    to   sanction 
clauses  which  pressed  so  partially  and  se- 
verely upon  them.     Until  he  heard  it  from 
the  lips  of  the  noble  Lord  himself,  he  never 
could  believe  that  either  the  nohle  Lord 
would  advocate  the  justice  of  these  clauses* 
or  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
adopt  them.     With  these  impressions  on 
his  mind,  he  felt  himself  bound  to  move 
the  omission  of  the  69th  clause. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  in  regard  to  the 
conclusion  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech,  if 
the  question  were  to  be  discussed  aa  a 


question  of  fiBeHu^  iti  eomiderattoii  would 

certainly  be  exceedingly  easy  and  aimple; 

but  if  they  were  to  discuss  i^  in  their 

legislative  capacity^  aa  a  question  of  xeaaoa, 

if  they  were  to  oonsider  it  ai  one  ia  whUi 

the  benefit  of  the  oommunity  in  genenl 

was  oonoerned,  then,  indeed,  it  was  not 

quite  so  simple  as  the  hon.  Member  had 

stated  it  to  be,  nor  was  it  a  question  of 

justice  merely  affecting  the  sex  to  wboie 

situation  the  hon.  Member  had  called  their 

attention.    It  was  incumbent  upon  them 

to  consider   what  was   the  state  of  the 

labouring  classes  under  the  existing  bastardy 

laws;  it  was  necessary  to  oonsider  whether 

those  laws  had  had  the  effect  of  deteriorating 

the  morals  of  those  daises ;  and  whether^ 

by  the  proposed  alteration,  they  might  not 

anticipate  some  correction  of  the  evik  of 

the  existing  system,  and  someimprovenent 

both  in  the  morals  and  the  conduct  of  tlia 

classes  to  which  he  had  referred.    Theee 

were  very  important  considerations.    They 

were  to  reflect  whether  they  would  discoes 

the  subject  as  a  question  of  feeling,  and  aa 

a  question   mer^y  in  accordance  to  the 

existing  feelings  of  females  in  the  lower 

ranks  <h  life,  or  whether  they  would  inquire 

how  far  it  bore  on  the  ultimate  and  more 

important    interests  of  the   eommunitgr^ 

With  renect  to  the  clauses  as  they  stood 

in  the  Bill,  he  was  prepared,  notwithstand« 

iag  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said-— 

looking  as  he  did  at  the  question  in  the 

point  of  view  in  which  he  had  already 

pkced  it— looking  at  the  question  as  far  as 

It  related  to  the  benefit  not  only  of  the 

finales,  but  of  the  community  in  general 

—he  was  prepared  to  argue,  that  the  Bill, 

as  it  at  present  stood,  was  calculated  to 

benefit  the  female  population.    What  were 

the  evils,  to  correct  which  they  were  called 

upon  to  legislate?     As  the  law  at  present 

stood,  was  it  not  undeniable-*-and  he  did 

not  refer  for  his  proofs  to  the  evidence 

which  had  been  collected  by  the  Poor-law 

Commis^oaers,  but  to  the  experience  of 

every  man  in  that-  House— that  the  eiOfect 

of  the  BastardyJUiws  was,  to  produce  the 

greatest  evils»  to  diminish  all  inducements 

to  chastity  to  the  greatest  possible  d^^, 

and  to  bnng  about  a  general  demordiiaa- 

tion  ?     There  was  no  doubt  that  the  e&ct 

of  the  present  laws  was,  to  shelter,  and 

even  to  hold  out  advantages  to  females  of 

an  abandoned  character,  and  consequently 

to   counteract   that  moral  feeling  which 

otherwise  might  preserve  their  chastity— 

that  moral  feeling  on  which  they  must 

depend  in  considering  this  question.    As 
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tftbe"  B88tarc[y*-law8  were  at  piesent  ad* 
rtiniBtered,  a  woman  received  an  allowance 
for  h^  children^  whether  she  wanted  or 
fiot  the  whole  of  that  aUotvaoce.  This 
was  a  direct  inducement  to  increase  the 
numher  of  her  ehildren.  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  said^  that  such  cases  were  very  rare, 
that  they  seldom  heard  of  women  being  so 
Abandoned ;  bat  unfortunately  the  contraty 
was  the  fact,  and  that  such  cases,  sof^ 
Irom  being  few  in  number.  Were  one  of 
the  greatest  stains  of  the  present  system. 
A  gam,  the  woman  had  a  direct  inducement 
to  affiliate  her  child  to  a  person  against 
whom  she  thought  the  Magistrate  would 
enforce  the  largest  allowance.  That  went 
completely  to  destroy  all  moral  feeling. 
The  hon.  Member  had  proposed  that  those 
only  who  had  two  or  three  children, 
and  were  of  bad  character,  should  be 
severely  treated,  and  that  women  who 
conducted  themselves  properly  should 
he  placed  in  a  better  situation.  When 
Hie  non.  Member  spoke  of  women"  who 
had  the  misfortune  of  having  a  child  for 
the  first  time,  being  traced  in  a  position 
of  disgrace,  he  inferrea  that  there  was  an 
inducement  to  chastity  and  morality  in  the 
females  of  the  labouring  classes  of  society, 
tirhich  really  did  not  exist.  This  Was,  in  a 
^eat  measure,  the  effect  of  the  present 
bastardy  laws ;  for  iAiey  took  away  that 
inducement,  and  counteracted  the  moral 
feeling  of  the  female  sex.  The  couiite 
which  the  law  had  hitherto  taken  had  been, 
instead  of  strengthening  the  inducement, 
which  was  in  general  more  powerful  and  na- 
tural to  females,  in  order  to  ap^dy  a  feeble 
^eck  to  the  strong  passions  of  the  other  sex, 
they  applied  the  check  to  men  who  had  the 
least  feelingof  chastity,  and  whomust,  there, 
lore,  be  the  least  affected  by  it,  instead  of 
applying  it  to  the  other  sex,  who,  according 
to  the  principles  of  nature,  must  have  a 
strong  moral  feeling,  however  that  might 
be  afterwards  corrupted.  That  was  the 
state  of  the  law,  and  it  was  on  that  ground, 
and  not  on  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
— ^for,  many  years  ago,  he  had  been  satis- 
fied that  the  existing  law  was  most  detri- 
mental-^that  he  supported  the  principle  of 
the  present  clause.  He  was  aware  that 
the  arguments  founded  upon  feeling,  jus- 
tice, and  charity  to  human  kind,  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  used,  might  have 
Kieat  effect  He  was  aware  of  that,  and 
be  was  ready  to  admit,  that,  in  the  making 
of  any  law,  it  would  not  be  a  wise  course 
to  pay  no  regard  to  those  general  princi- 
ple   If,  in  considering  what  measures 


were  necessary  to  correct  the  6vils  of  the 
iBastardy-laws,  he  had  found  it  possible  to 
adopt  a  course  by  which  he  would  not 
have  in  any  way  acted  against  those  gene- 
ral principles,  he  should  have  been  most 
happy  to  do  so.  It  was,  however,  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  effect  this — he  might 
almost  say  it  was  impossible.  Let  it  be 
remembered,  that  the  man  to  whom  a 
child  was  affiliated  could  be  compelled  to 
pay  any  amount  the  Magistrate  thought 
fit,  and  any  sum,  however  small,  was  a 
serious  tax  upon  a  labouring  man^  which, 
in  consequence,  gave  the  woman  the 
adyantage  of  forcing  the  man  to  marry  her, 
to  which  he  might  consent  rather  than  be 
committed  to  prison  in  default  of  non^ 
payment.  Now  he  did  not  see  any  course 
by  which  they  could  avoid  that  evil,  when 
they  laid  a  tax  upon  a  man  under  such 
circumstances.  They  could  not  avoid  the 
imprisonment  of  the  man.  If  he  were  not 
capable  of  paying  the  money  which  was 
charoed  upon  him,  he  must  be  committed, 
and  the  effect  of  that  would  be  to  take  him 
from  his  labour.  This  was  a  great  evil. 
With  regaid  to  this  point,  there  was  an 
Amendment  by  the  hon.  member  for  So- 
mersetshire among  the  notices  of  Motion. 
It  provided  that  the  maintetiance  of  the 
illegitimate  child  should  be  continued  upon 
the  putative  father,  in  cases  where  the 
mother  was  unaUe  tosunporther  ofikpring. 
He  should  certainly  be  for  the  adoption  of 
the  Amendment  in  substance,  because  it 
entirely  deprived  the  woman  of  a  principal 
inducement  to  select  one  person  from  ano. 
ther  as  the  putative  father,  and  because  it 
was  provided,  that  no  part  of  the  money 
charged  should  go  to  the  mother,  and  that 
no  affiliation  should  take  place  until  she 
became  charfl;eable  to  the  parish.  One  of 
the  great  evils  of  the  Bastardy  Jaws  was, 
the  system  of  swearing  the  child  before  the 
child  was  bom ;  the  effect  of  which  was, 
that  the  man  Wfts  generally  bound  over  to 
give  security  to  appear  at  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, and  the  alternative  was  his  committal 
to  gaol.  That  was  ndthing  more  or  less 
than  an  absolute  committal  without  giving 
him  the  power  to  show  cause  against  the 
deposition  of  the  woman.  He  certainly 
was  more  disposed  to  agree  to  this  Amend- 
ment than  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Worcester  t  dnd  it  was  for  the 
House  either  to  agree  to  the  Bill  as  it  at 
present  stood,  or  to'the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Somersetshire,  or  resolve 
•to  postpone  the  subject  to  next  Session. 
If  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
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Somenetahire  were  adopted,  there  would 
be  no  necessity  to  alter  other  dauaety  but 
merely  to  alter  the  69th  clause.  When  he 
introduced  the  question  he  certainly  stated, 
that  the  settlement  and  bastardy  clauses 
were  not  absolutely  necessary  parts  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  left  it  for  the  House  to  take 
either  of  the  three  courses  to  which  he  had 
already  adverted.  He  had  thought  it  right 
to  state  the  grounds  upon  which  he  0Up« 
ported  the  BiU  as  it  at  present  stood^  with- 
out making  any  strong  objections  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Lhyd  thought,  it  would  be  desirable 
to  postpone  the  clause  for  the  present, 
though  he  felt  confident,  that  the  object 
and  the  principle  of  it  were  moat  beneficial. 
He  was,  however,  diroosed  to  postpone  it, 
lest  it  might  be  laid  hold  of  as  a  means  of 
throwing  out  a  bill  which,  however  oIh 
jectionable  in  parts,  contained  many  good 
things.  The  sooner  it  became  law  the 
bettor,  and,  to  remove  impedimenti^  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  accede  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Worcester.  The  public  mind  could  not 
readily  be  brought  up  to  the  point  at 
which  it  would  tolerate  so  ereat  a  change 
in  the  Law  of  Bastardy,  Vestries  would 
oppose  it,  misrepresentations  would  go 
abroad,  and*  as  great  mischief  was  often 
done  by  attributing  false  motives,  the  suc- 
cess of  the  whole  measure  might  be  en- 
dangered for  the  present. 

Mr.  Estcourt  considered,  there  ought  to 
be  some  moral  punishment  inflicted  on  the 
father  of  an  illegitimate  child.  Hitherto 
the  father  was  not  punished  for  his  im- 
morality. It  was  true  he  might  be  incar- 
cerated, but  that  was  not  for  the  crime  of 
immorality,  but  because  he  was  looked 
upon  in  the  light  of  a  debtor.  He  was 
anxious,  that  the  whole  of  the  laws  relating 
to  bastardy  should  be  reviewed  and  oon- 
solidated.  He  thought  that,  as  the  subject 
did  not  press  for  an  immediate  dedsion,  it 
would  be  advantageous  to  jpostpone  the 
clauses  under  discussion  until  Uie  next 
Session  or  another,  and  combine  them  in 
one  BilL 

Lord  EbrinsUm  thought,  though  be  was 
not  particularly  favourable  to  the  clauses 
at  they  at  present  stood,  there  would  be  a 
lesser  evU  in  i»di>g  them  now  than  in 
deferring  them.  He  was  glad  to  hear  from 
his  nobk  friend,  that  he  was  inclined  to 
adopt  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Somersetshire.  With  the 
prospect  of  the  Amendment  he  should  be 
extremely  sorry  to  see  the  clauses  rejected; 


but  be  should  prefer  votaag  for  tliem  tm 
poitjiowing  the  whole  question  ^  nem 
Session. 

Mr.  Edward  BuUer  said,  that  the  praaeBft 
Bastardy-laws  were  produetave  of  a  greiil 
amount  of  peijury,  and  aonethisg  muld 
be  done  to  prevent  it  That  might  b» 
effected  by  making  the  allowance  to  vnmea 
as  small  as  poauble.  With  regard  to  the 
alteration  proposed  by  the  present  ckuiMj 
he  thought  it  too  great.  It  would  leave 
women  without  any  protection,  and  wonUl 
award  no  punishment  to  the  men.  It  would 
not  have  the  effect  of  preventing  inoooti* 
nenee,  and  would  drive  women  to  acts  of 
violenoe  and  revenge.  He  had  great  doubta 
as  to  the  propriety  of  removing  all  liability 
from  the  men.  Though  the  present  mode  of 
punishmenthad  litdeornoeftctonthelower 
classes,it  had  aconslderableeffecton  the  mid* 
dlingclaasesyand  theclassjust  above  the  low- 
est, which  class  was  moat  important  as  fiu 
as  regarded  the  morality  of  the  country  at 
large*  He  certainly  should  wish  the  ckusD 
to  be  postponed. 

Mr.  MUes  read  a  document  to  ahow  that 
the  money,  at  present  paid  by  the  putative 
fathers  of  iUegitinuite  children  was  nearly 
sufficient  to  cover  the  expense  of  bringing 
them  up.  According  to  his  eonoepiion  tha 
69th,  70th,  and  71  St  dausea  might  atand  aa 
they  were,  and  his  Amendment  be  plaoed 
as  a  clause  afker  the  71at ;  or,  if  the  noUe 
Lord  thought  it  necessary,  his  Amendment 
might  oome  after  the  ^th  clause  of  the 
Bifi.  He  would  suggest  another  mode. 
Those  three  clauses  might  be  deferred  to 
another  stage  of  the  proceedings,  but  he 
earnestly  hoped  that  they  womd  not  be 
postponed  to  another  Session.  He  hoped 
that  the  BUI  would  go  through  the  Com- 
mittee with  but  few  alterations ;  and  he 
was  persuaded  that^  with  a  few  alterations^ 
it  would  give  general  satisfaction. 

Mr.  Bulled  should  be  sorry  to  see  the 
Bill  in  any  way  mutilated.  Whatever  aa.. 
persions  might  be  cast  on  the  harahnesa 
and  cruelty  of  country  gentlemen,  the  pre* 
sent  Bill,  if  it  passed,  would  owe  itaultimato 
success  to  the  co-operation  of  those  Gentle^ 
men.  If  the  principle  contained  in  theae 
clauses  came  into  qperation  it  would  be 
attended  with  general  good. 

Mr.  Charles  BuUer  considered  the  pre* 
sent  Bastardy-laws  a  great  evil,  for  d^^ 
promoted  perjury,  incontinenoe,  and  inu 
morality.  He  Uiought  some  meaaure  of 
punishment  ought  to  be  directed  towarda 
the  father,  but  that  was  rather  a  secondary 
consideration.  Great  advantagea  would  re» 
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•nit  fima  ditecting  meisuvM  of  ponith. 
nenl  ■t^aiDst  dke  woman.  The  best  way 
to  prevent  tHe  crime  of  infanticide  would 
be  to  put  an  end  to  the  system  that  gave  a 
pBBmium  for  the  production  of  children. 

Mr.  JgUonby  agreed  with  his  hon.  and 
ieamed  mend,  the  member  for  Stockport, 
whose  object  was  to  render  the  passing  d 
the  Bill  certain.  The  discussion  of  those 
dbnses  would  much-  impede  the  progress 
of  the  BilL  lliey  were  not  an  essential 
part  of  the  measure,  and  they  would  render 
it  dbjectionaUe  in  the  eyes  of  the  country, 
since  it  would  be  seen  that  it  was  not 
necessary  that  they  should  form  part  of  it. 
He  considered  it  mmre  advisable  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
firiend,  and  separate  those  classes  from  the 
present  measure,  and  make  of  them  a  dis- 
tinct BilL 

Mr.  fVairycke  WkUmoire  said,  that,  as  he 
had  always  thought  the  clause  under  discus- 
sion a  most  important  one,  he  would  trouUe 
the  House  with  a  few  words  upon  it  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  objected  to  it  said,  that  it 
had  been  concocted  by  men  in  their  closets* 
Now,  there  was  no  one  principle  in  the 
Poor-laws  cf  Eng^d^  worse  than  that 
which  this  clause  sought  to  remedy.  If  it 
were  wished  to  make  the  clause  effectual, 
it  should  not  be  separated  from  the  Bill. 
The  practice  of  giving  public  support  to 
illegitimate  children  was  a  cause  of  their 
increase.  He  would  quote  America  as  a 
proof  of  that  aaKrtion.  In  the  towns  of 
Boston,  Salem,  and  Baltimore,  ill^timate 
children  were  not  supported  at  the  expense 
of  the  public ;  in  the  town  of  Philadelphia 
they  were.  What  was  the  consequence  ? 
The  ill^timate  children,  in  one  year,  in 
Philadelphia,  amounted  to  S72 ;  in  Salem 
there  were  none,  and  only  two  in  Boston, 
and  two  in  Baltimore.  It  was  dear,  ihere- 
fore,  that  the  practice  of  publicly  bringbg 
np  ille^timate  children  tended  to  increase 
immoralitv  and  incontinence.  He  hoped, 
that  the  clauses  would  be  persevered  in,  as 
mat  good  would  result  from  passing  it 
He  would  support  the  clause^  and,  if  they 
should  be  lost,  he  trusted,  that  Govern* 
sent  would  not  allow  them  to  drop  alto- 
gether, but  defer  them  for  future  legida- 
tion. 

Mr.  OraU  requested  the  noUe  Lord  not 
to  postpone  the  clause.  He  should  prefer 
it  as  iinow  stood;  but,  at  any  rate,  let  it 
be  passed  with  the  modification  proposed. 
The  evib  of  the  system  which  had  hitherto 
prevailed,  were  acknowledged  by  aU,  and 
^Ktimlf  tliey  were  as  great  as  any  that 


could  result  from  the  measure  that  was 
proposed.  It  was  perfectly  dear,  that  the 
present  Bastardy-laws  not  only  were  de 
structive  of  chastity  and  other  female  vir* 
tues,  but  also  tended,  in  an  alarming  degree, 
to  encourage  perjury. 

Mr.  Ewart  gave  his  cordial  support  to 
the  clause  as  it  stood,  and  thought,  that  it 
was  one  of  the  most  important  and  beneficial 
parts  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  Benett  said,  that  those  clauses  pro* 
ceeded  on  the  prindple,  that  women  would 
peijure  themselves  for  the  small  premium 
of  Is.  per  week ;  for  Magistiates  in  the 
country  districts  usually  aUowed  from  It, 
io  Is,  Sd*  a-week  for  the  support  of  a  child. 
C"iVb,  nof—2s.,  and^s,6d."2  Gentle- 
men might  say  ''  no  "  to  that  statement ; 
but  he  spoke  horn  his  own  experience  as  a 
Magistrate,  which  had  been  pretty  long. 
He  now  heard  it  stated,  that  2«.  and  ^*.  6a. 
a-week  were  allowed  to  women  for  the 
support  of  a  child.  Were  they,  then,  to 
assume,  that  these  poor  women  would  per- 
jure themselves  for  half-a-crown  ?  Were 
they  to  assume,  that  these  poor,  unfortu- 
nate, and  he  would  say  honest,  women, 
would  universally  and  publicly  commit  the 
crime  of  perjury  for  2«.  6d.  a-week.  If  a 
Magistrate,  in  a  country  district,  should 
make  an  order  for  2^ .  6d,  a-week,  which 
was  more  than  was  necessary  there  for  the 
maintenance  of  a  child,  he  in  doing  so  acted 
contrary  to  law ;  for  tiie  object  of  the  law 
was,  to  secure  a  sum  sumdent  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  child,  and  to  protect 
the  parish  from  bdng  burthened  with  its 
support  Magistrates  were  also  in  the 
habit  of  taking  into  account  the  circum- 
stances of  persons  to  whom  children  were 
swom,.in  awarding  the  amount  which  they 
should  pay«  Now,  in  doing  so,  they  acted 
contrary  to  law.  Th^  law  mecdy  intend- 
ed, that  no  child,  however  valudess  it  might 
appear  to  some  gentlemen  in  that  House, 
and  to  some  persons  in  the  country,  should 
perish.  In  the  whole  course  of  thirty  years' 
practice  as  a  Magistrate,  he  had  never  rea- 
son to  suspect,  that  any  woman  who  had 
sworn  her  child  before  him  acting  as  a 
Magistrate  had  perjured  herself.  He  spoke 
of  what  was  his  own  experience ;  it  might 
be  different  from  that  of  other  Gentlemen, 
but  he  felt,  that  he  was  called  upon  to  state 
the  result  of  it.  He  never  knew  this  class 
of  women,  however  immoral  they  might 
be,  however  ready  they  mieht  have  been 
to  fall  into  errors,  into  .which  all  those 
whom  he  was  now  addressinff  had  been  lia- 
ble to  in  early  life— he  never  knew  them,  he 
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sBpeftiefly  10  nuuui  ^njwtj  wot  wb  puipog 
of  obtainiiig  tapport  ftr  dMv  liMtHd  ddld- 
no.  Il  WW  tnie,  ha  wgwilcd  to  si^,  that 
inner  tM  pmBst  t^rtidni  Ihcfc  poot*  women 
w&nwomtnxDOB  guilty  of  other  ortmot ;  ^tt&y 
were  guilty  of  procurinffabortkm,of6oiM0al- 
xngtiMbiith  of  their  cfaudren,  andeonetiiiiei^ 
too^ofdeslroTiiigtheiiL  What,  then,  woald 
he  the  eoDaeqiience  of  the  pn^posed  altera- 
tion  in  the  law,  as  far  «s  thoae  criaMa  wcro 
eoneeraed?  Was  it  sot  phdii  that  the 
effect  of  that  alteration  would  he,  to  in- 
eican  tenfold  the  induoementa  to  the  cobx. 
mission  of  ddld^morder  ?  He  did  not 
think,  as  aome  Gentlemen  aeeaaed  tothiak, 
that  those  children  were  a  nuisance  to  the 
ccNuitrj — he  thought  the  presenrmtion  of 
their  Hfes  should  ho  an  olgect  of  comidara. 
tion  with  a  wis^  enlightened,  and  humane 
L^pslatuie.  It  appotfed  to  him  that,  if 
th^  heliered  that  a  single  child  would  be 
put  to  death  in  consequence  of  the  passfaig 
of  that  law,  they  should  not  pam  it  He 
did  not  see  why  the  punishment,  in  the 
flhope  of  being  burthened  with  the  main- 
tenance of  the  child,  should  bo  thiiwin  upon 
one  party,  and  that  party  the  moat  defence- 
less, and  the  moat  expoaed  to  dm  sedoetiTe 
influence  and  power  of  the  other.  He 
did  not  see  why  the  man  should  be  al- 
lowed to  go  ''soot  free"  —  why  die 
man,  who  posaessed  ao  much  power  and 
influence  o¥er  the  female^  should  be  ex- 
empted from  all  cost,  winch  would  en- 
tirely fall  upon  her.  Such  a  ^nishroent, 
cruel  as  it  was  to  throw  it  entuely  on  the 
female,  would  not  prevent  the  propagation 
of  bastard  children.  All  Rstraint  would 
be  removed  from  the  men;  and  once  a 
woman  had  a  child,  and  that  she  went  to 
the  woihhouse,  it  would  be  a  matter  of  no 
consequence  to  her  how  many  more  she 
might  have.  He  was  ready  to  admit,  that 
this  was  a  difficult  question,  and  he  wished 
that  it  had  been  brought  forwaid  in  the 
shape  of  a  separate  Bill.  He  believed,  that 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  pioposed  by 
die  clauses  in  the  Bill  to  legi^te  upon  it 
would  lead  to  still  greater  immorality,  and 
to  an  increase  in  the  number  of  bastard 
children  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  Cobbeti  agreed  with  the  hon.  mem. 
her  for  South  Wutshire.  They  heard  mudi 
rflatef^thegreat  increase  of  bastards,  and  of 
the  great  increase  of  inmiorality  throughout 
the  country.  He  remembered  the  time 
when  the  production  of  one  bastard  in  a 
year  in  a  parish,  and  that  a  large  parish, 
too,  was  looked  upon  as  a  wonder ;  uid  the 
unfofftunata  woman  vdio4iad  B06ned>  even 


though  she  ahmua  get  maiiied,  was  after* 
wnds  shamed  by  all  her  neigliboiirs.  It 
now  appeared,  from  the  endeoce  that  had 
been  given  before  one  of  the  Committees 
of  that  House,  that  it  was  the  univcfsal 
ptaetiee  for  the  girls  dirougbout  the  coun- 
try to  frdi  with  child  bcSora  they  mere 
married.  That  was  known  and  admitted 
on  the  examination  before  the  Committee 
to  be  a  trick,  so  to  "  manceuvre  it,''  that 
the  pariih  should  pay  the  expense  of  the 
morria^ ;  the  parties  being,  in  truth,  00 
poor  to  incur  the  expense  dieinselves,  though 
dwy  were  all  akmg  willing  enough  to  coa« 
tract  matrimony,  but  could  not,  for  want 
of  money  to  pay  the  charges.  In  this  way, 
then,  the  panshes  paid  them*  Poverty  was 
heoe  die  cause  of  ail  the  crime,  as  it  weve 
in  direct  exemplification  of  Dr«  FrankUn's 
maxim,  that  '4t  is  very  difficult  to  nudaB 
aa  empty  sack  stand  uprisht.''  To  adopt 
apioper  remedy,  it  dunud  beiqpplied  to 
the  cause  of  the  erila  complained  of,  and 
not  to  the  eftets.  The  79nd  dause  of  this 
Klly  would  it  be  eiedited,  veqaired  the 
giandfiither  or  grandmother  of  an  illegiti- 
ante  child,  if  it  became  chargeable  to  die 
parish,  to  pnmde  lor  its  maintenance  } 
Heie  was  an  enactment!  By  die  old 
Bourbon  law,  if  the  child  smuggled  salt 
to  avoid  die  tax,  the  patent  was  sent  to 
the  gallows.  That  was  mercy,  in  com* 
paiison  with  dus  tyiannical  and  iniquitous 
daose.  A  giri  who  had  been  hired  out  to 
service  fifty  miles  away,  suppose  from  her 
paraaCs,  might  have  a  bastard  diild,  and 
for  having  it  she,  and  not  the  man  who 
seduced  her,  was  to  be  punished  by  being 
made  liable  to  support  it ;  and  should  she 
ha|^>en  to  die,  its  support  was  thrown,  not 
upon  its  fadver,  but  upon  the  old  grand- 
father and  grandmother  of  the  child's  mo- 
ther, who  m^t  in  no  respect  be  jusdy 
answerable  frir  her  misconduct.  It  was  the 
custom  in  the  country  for  the  farmers  to 
send  dieir  children  out  to  service  as  soon 
as  they  were  fit  for  it.  A  giri  thus  sent 
out  to  service,  at  suppose  fifty  miles'  di^ 
tance,  might  happen  tohave  a  bastard  child, 
and  in  case  of  her  death  it  was  provided, 
that  the  expense  of  maintaining  that  child 
dwuld  be  defrayed  by  the  girl's  father  and 
mother,  out  of  perhaps  the  small  earnings 
that  diey  might  have  collected  in  their  old 
days  for  their  own  support.  He  was  sure 
that,  if  the  noble  Lord  would  look  at  that 
daose,  he  would,  at  any  rate,  withdraw  it 
from  the  BilL  The  removed  of  it  would 
not  certainly  reconcile  him  to  the  rest  of 
the  Bijl;   but  he  trusted,  that  it  would 
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mH  HiDfnn  tkatt  w  chatadteriilk  of  tiio 
HouflBi  It  was  the  eatfeom  lo  ipsak  cf  tlie 
floor  M  inmertl*  and  pioAigate»  and  giiflty 
of  all iortB  of  Crimea  fiyr  luiviiig  baaterda; 
aad  U  waa  gfawlsr  pvopoeed,  t£at  jmaiflKu 
SEMmt  ahoold  be  iiiflict«l  os  tbem  rar  widi 
a  jMinoua  ofeiea.  Now^  be  begged  leave 
to  aik,  waa  Ae  enme  of  baalardy  onofliid 
to  the  paor^  Wece  tbere  Bobaataxdato 
be  found  io  kigb  and  elevated  pieces? 
Were  tbere  noetber bastards  bot  dbebastaida 
of  the  peer,  whiebthe  iiation  was  called  upen 
tosapport?  Were  tbere  no  bastards  on 
tbe  Pension-list?  Would  the  nbUe  Lotd 
a^,  tbere  w«»  no  baataads  upon  it?  Tbe 
m^e  Load  badaaid,  upon  a  former  ooaa<- 
sioo,  Aat  the  Penaon-ust  waa  a  charity** 
list  Why  should  they  have  placed  upon 
tUa  charity-list  die  bastards,  not  of  poor 

Sle,  but  of  riidi  peasona  -cf  pefsoaa  in 
sttuatioDa*  and  vAia  should  be  made 
to  supiKirt  their  ilkgitiaMte  oApring^  ]■- 
ateed  of  thus  quwterinfl  them  uposi  the 
people?  Bdhrethia  BiU passed,  he  would 
allude  to  these  bastards,  and  he  would 
bring  the  fueafeiaii  iclatihg'  to  them  mora 
IvrtKttlariy  hrfbre  the  House.  It  waa  aL 
ways  ceasidafed,  tbsit  eowasplo  did  a  great 
deal,  either  in  die  way  ef  enl  er  of  goad. 
WouU  it  be  said,  that  sadi  sa  esam^  as 
thathehadd)ttdedto»  set  by  vmu  in  high 
life,  efleefead  no  aril?  Did  it  radonnd  to 
thrir  hoBOov  or  eecdit  tobraed  baataada,  and 
whde  troopa  af  baatards,  and  aHerwaida  to 
paster  than  on  the  pnUio?  Would  it  he 
aaid>  that  the  aaoney  wboch  was  estractad 
from  the  kbonring  people  of  tbiacountij 
should  go  to  keep  those  bastards  in  splen- 
dour and  m^pxi&DaBee,  while  the  people 
themaelTes  were  threatened  with  such  a 
cruel  dause  as  this  for  having^  any  bastards 
at  all  ?  He  had  caUed  die  dsusa  a  cruel 
OBe>  but  he  nd^t  bare  spaied  die  epitbet, 
ftM  he  knew  that  aneh  a  dause  never  could 
be  ^ecuted«  A  dause  like  diat  might, 
indeed,  pass  the  House ;  but  did  they  tbnik, 
that  it  would  be  executed  while  they  had 
bastards  in  high  life  supported  in  splendid 
style  out  (tf  the  public  purse  ? 

Sir  John  fVnHesiey,  though  not  eon- 
leuted  with  the  dause  aa  it  stood,  yet 
would  Totefer  it  rather  than  fer  the  Amend, 
ment  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Wor- 
cester. If  the  hon.  Member  should  go  to  a 
dirision,  he  would  find  that,  while  a  great 
many  who  would  vote  against  him  were  in 
fevour  of  the  original  dause^  diere  were 
others  who,  like  Umsdf,  were  fevotirable 
to .  the  Amendment  proposed  by  isbe  hon. 
member  for  SomersetsUre.     Ha  lonkad 


upon  that  hen*  Members  pinpentian  aa 
neariy  unobjeetianafale. 

Mr.HoflPer  supportsd  tbe  criginaldmises. 
He  trusted  the  noble  Loid  would  not  with* 
draw-dbem.  It  had  been  sud,  that  diaywvfe 
legislating  upon  this  subject  in  hasto,  and 
without  sofficjent  censidenidon.  Now,  he 
would  ventnae  to  ssy,  diat  never  bad  diero 
been  a  meaaora  braught  before  the  oountry 
for  which  die  public  mind  was  so  prepared 
as  this.  Tha  Report  of  the  Commissioiiers, 
whioh  oontained  aU  the  prindples  ai  the 
Bin  WW  had  on  the  Table  of  die  House 
on  the  dOth  ef  Fdbruaty,  and  it  was  now 
the  fMh  at  June.  It  could  not  be  said, 
dwrefere,  that  ihgy^  were  legishiting  in  a 
hurry.  All  peraona  admowledged  the  evlk 
amawg'  fitun  the  preaent  bastardy  system. 
Waa  diafe  system  to  be  without  a  remedy  ? 
It  was  said,  that  the  feding  of  the  conntiy 
waa  againat  this  part  of  the  BilL  He  did 
not  find  that  any  pedtions  had  been  pre- 
aented  against  it;  mid  he  knew,  that  it  waa 
in  some  places  approved  of.  The  hon. 
Meodwr  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  c^  a 
deEgyman,  stadng  that  he,  and  aU  the 
dargymen  in  hispart  ef  the  oountry  espe- 
daHy,  approved  cf  this  part  of  the  Bill,  as 
Hkdy  to  inereiis^  the  purity,  and  conse- 
quently dm  happieeas,  of  the  female  ses. 
With  the  facts  befiwa  them  which  were 
detailed  in  the  Report  of  the  Commission- 
an,  he  hoped  they  would  have  the  courage 
to  apply  thia  reoiedy  to  a  great  and  crying 

Mr.  Georg§  Wood  arid,  that  an  ohjecdon 
tstken  to  thia  dause  among  his  oonsdtuents 
•^aa  ol^ecdon  in  which  he  concurred — 
was,  that  it  mwht  ttnd  to  render  the  pa. 
rish  liaUe  for  the  support  of  those  bastard 
diildimi.  He,  therefore^  thought  that  aU 
Habilitj  should  not  be  removel  from  the 
fedier,  though  he,  in  other  respects,  ap- 
proved of  die  principle  of  the  dause. 

Sir  Qearge  Sinekland  thought,  that 
this  waa  the  most  important  part  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  would  certainly  give  it  his 
support  The  hon.  member  for  Oldham 
had  told  them,  that  he  remembered  the  time 
when  there  was  but  one  bastard  in  a  parish 
for  one  hundred  that  were  in  it  now.  If  he 
looked  back  to  the  time  he  referred  to,  he 
would  find,  that  the  Poor-law  system  had 
not  then  anived  at  that  acme  of  demoralir. 
adon  to  which  it  had  been  rinee  proceeding 
widi  sudi  rapid  strides.  The  greatest  ho- 
nour waa,  in  his  opinion,  due  to  his  Ma. 
jesty's  Ministers  for  fearlessly  erapplzng  with 
suchasidgact  Oendemen  who  had  acted  as 
Magistiates  at  Petty  Sessiens  muat  have 
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bM9  shobkid  sk  dM  iNRil  iMnifli  of  paijttrf 
which  thej  wilnemd  then  on  the  pert  ci 
women  ewearing  bestaids.  He  wu  nir- 
priaed  to  heer  &e  ohierrstion  of  the  hon« 
aiQDiher  for  Wiltahiie,  and  could  only  mj, 
that  hia  experience  on  this  point  wu  ^ 
lectlj  contrary  to  that  of  the  hon.  Mob^kt. 
He  would  sik  the  Houae^  too,  whether 
thece  was  no  cruelty  in  the  pteaent  eyitem, 
under  which  young  women  were  dragged 
before  Magistratea  at  Petty  Seanona  for 
a. fault  troy  would  naturally  wiah  to 
Qoocealin  t^roottagaa?  That  waa  done, 
I0O9  upon  a  fiction  of  law  thai,  becauae  a 
feaiale  waa  with  child,  ahe  was  deemed  to 
be  chargeable  to  the  paridi.  Waaitnot 
cruelty  to  aend  auch  ftmalea,  aa  waa  aoaie« 
timea  the  caae,  to  the  county  gaol  to  aufo 
impriaonment  for  a  year,  a  punialunent 
awanied  to  aerioua  cinnea?  It  waa  not 
fair  to  Bay,  that  the  woman  under  thia 
dauae  waa  compiled  toaupport  her  child 
under  any  ciicumatanoea.  If  A»  could 
not  aupport  it,  ahe  could  resort  to 
the  workhouse  for  relief.  He  rcsretted 
that  he  did  not  aee  the  meaaa  mMAy 
and  honeatly  throwing  a  portion  of  the 
puniahment  and  of  the  burthen  on  the 
father.  He  would  adi^  the  Bill  aa  it 
stood,  and  lislt  bound  to  oppose  UieAmend- 
jaenl  now  under  conaideatioB. 

Colonel  Torrmt  wodd  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  member  lor  Wor. 
cester,  becauae  he  could  not  think  it  dear* 
able  to  mix  up  the  queation  of  the  Baatardy- 
laws  with  that  of  a  Reform  of  the  Poor- 
lawa.  In  rej^y  to  the  obaerration  that  the 
number  of  petitiona  which  had  been  pre. 
seated  c^ainat  theae  dauaea  were  few,  he 
bagged  to  atate,  on  the  contrary,  that  they 
were  numeroua  and  atrong  in  the  tone  oi 
their  objectiona.  With  every  wish  that 
the  Bill  flhould  be  made  popular,  and  being 
so,  should  work  consbtently  with  the  fed- 
inga  of  the  people,  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  aee  the  neoeaai^  of  acunieacing  in 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Mark  Philipi  aaid,  that  while  he 
admitted  the  neat  in^portance  of  an  alter« 
ation  in  the  fiaatardy-lawa,  yet  he  muat 
maintain  the  propriety  €£  atill  holding  the 
father  re^Kmaible  to  the  pariah  for  the 
maintenance  of  hia  ill^timate  child,  for 
otherwise  the  charges  on  the  pariahea  in 
laxge  manufacturing  towna  and  districts 
would  be  much  increased.  Even  aa  the 
law  at  preaent  stood,  the  average  defidency 
for  the  last  few  yeara  in  the  contribution 
to  the  parish  of  Manchester  by  the  fathers 
of  bastard  children  exceed  700L  per  an* 


;  and  this  dafnisiwy  would,  by  the 
proposed  ohaage  in  the  law  be  gMstly  en- 
hanoed.  He  therefore,  thousht,  that  tim 
lathers  oiu^ht  still  to  be  held  BaUe  for  the 
support  or  their  bastard  diildren,  or  other* 


wiae  an  injuatice  would  be  done  to  the 
pariah  aa  wdl  aa  to  the  unfortunate 
mother. 

Mr.  Hanfy  with  every  dedreon  hia  part 
for  the  aucoeas  of  this  Bi.U  muat  atate,  that 
hia  experience  in  the  oourta  of  quarter  Sea* 
aiona  of  the  opecation  of  the  Baataidy  Jaws 
enabled  him  to  say,  that  it  would  be  inex* 
pedient  to  relieve  the  fathera  ni  illegid. 
mate  diildien  from  the  burthen  of  contri- 
buting to  thdr  support  and  maintenanee ; 
for  tlw  fiather  was,  at  all  eventa,  in  caaea 
of  afirat  diild,  the  criminal  and  not  the 
woman.  With  reapect  to  the  incentive  to 
perjury,  hia  experience  had  ahown  him  that 
many  of  the  caaea  supported  by  peijury 
were  got  up  by  the  fothers  against  the  un- 
fortunate mothers  of  the  children.  The 
ndde  Lord,  the  Chanodlor  of  the  £xdi»» 
quer  would  do  wdl  to  add  some  |irovision 
in  this  measure  to  enabLe  paridies  to  en* 
force  some  contributions  £rom  the  fathen» 
for  otherwise  the  consequence  would  be 
that  the  young  woman  who  might  un* 
happUy  be  the  mother  of  a  bastard  diUd, 
and  who  might  not  be  capable  of  oudntain. 
ing  heradf,  would  be  entirdy  thrown  upon 
the  parish  or  upon  the  resources  of  her  own 
paienta,  who,  under  dreumstaaoes  such  as 
had  already  been  mentioned,  could  not  vx 
any  dearee  be  Uamed  for  the  misfortune  or 
muconduct  of  their  daughter.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  hoped,  in  the  event 
of  the  present  clause  vuang  the  Committee 
that  the  noUe  Lord  (the  Chanodlor  of  Uie 
Exdiequer)  would  acquiesce  in  the  ad- 
dition contemplated  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  EastJSomerset,  and 
that  thereby  some  security  would  be  af- 
forded to  tiie  parishes  for  ooatributions 
from  the  fathera.  At  the  same  time  he 
(Mr.  Hardy)  was  disposed  to  vote  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Worcester  for  a  postpone* 
ment  of  the  conaideratum  of  theae  dauaea. 

Mr.  Peter  waa  convinced,  from  the  ma» 
giaterid  experience  he  had  had,  that  if  the 
oath  of  the  mother  waa  admitted  to  fix  a 
party,  the  maaaof  peijuriea  which  had  been 
compluned  of  would  continue.  The  hon. 
member  for  Wiltshire  (Mr.  Benett)  had 
adced  if  it  could  be  bdieved  that  a  woman 
would  perjure  herself  for  the  weekly  ati- 
pend  or  allowanoe  of  2s.  He  begged  to 
atate,  that  auch  waa  not  the  object  inmany 
numeioua  instances;  but,  on  the  oontcaiT* 
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Ae  chfld  was  thnatcned  to  be  sworn  to  a 
jmitjf  and,  by  the  threat,  money  was  ex- 
torted from  the  individual  sought  to  be 
eharged.  He  knew  instances  where  lOL 
and  %0L  had  been  so  obtained,  in  sums  of 
5«.,  I  Of.  and  pounds,  from  the  young  men 
recent  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
pregnant  woman,  who  eventiially  swore 
the  child  against  a  poor  and  perfectly  inno- 
cent man,  mm  whom  nothing  could  be  re- 
eofered  by  the  parish.  Such  a  method  of 
proceeding  was  stated  in  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  state  of  the  roor-laws.  It  was  there 
aho  pointed  out,  <  that  the  practice  was  not 
unfrequentin  gaxrisons  for  the  females  to 
swear  the  children  to  soldiers  from  whom 
nothing  oouM  be  recovered,  but  who  were 
nevertheless  liable  to  pui^ment  This 
went  completely  to  the  encouragement  of 
immorality  in  the  females  of  this  country, 
and  as  a  proof  he  would  instance  a  case 
where  a  family  of  five  sisters  were  the 
mothers  of  between  twenty  and  thirty 
bastard  dhildren,  and  all  of  whom  had  gone 
round  to  the  young  men  in  their  parish, 
and  extorted  money  from  them  in  the 
manner  he  had  already  stated.  So  long  as 
the  oath  of  the  mother  was  sufficient  to 
fasten  the  diarge  on  an  individual,  all  these 
evils  would  continue. 

Visoount  HcNVfc;!^  was  most  anxious  to 
have  avoided  ti^ng  any  part  in  the  pre. 
sent  discussion,  but  there  was  one  single 
point  of  extreme  importance  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  present  question,  which  as 
yet  had  not  been  mentioned.  He  aUuded 
to  the  consequences  which  arose  from  mak- 
ing the  birtii  of  a  bastard  child  penal  in 
one  way  as  against  the  father,  in  point 
of  feeling  the  father  was,  he  admitted,  a 
more  blamable  party  in  the  transaction  than 
the  female,  but  the  Legislature  ought  not 
to  be  guided  by  feeling,  but  by  practical 
effiscts.  He  contended  that  a  much  greater 
mischief  arose  from  compulsory  marriages, 
which  necessarily  must  take  place  if  by  any 
modification  of  the  present  Bill  the  father 
was  exposed  to  punishment,  than  from  the 
adoption  of  the  plan  proposed  by  this  Bill. 
Under  the  Amendment  which  was  contem- 
plated by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Somer- 
set, a  poor  labouring  man  who  misht  be 
dwrged  with  a  bastard  child  would  have 
the  option  of  either  going  to  prison,  or 
marrying  the  mother.  He  feared  that  the 
latter  alternative  would  be  but  too  generally 
chosen ;  and  he  put  it  to  the  C!ommittee 
whether  any  pecuniary  advantage  to  the 
pasish  oouU  for  a. moment  be  put  in  com- 


petition with  the  extreme  miiichiefs  conse- 
quent upon  teaching  the  lower  orders  of 
the  pcqde  to  disre^und  the  sacred  tie  of 
marrii^.  There  was  an' instance  which 
served  to  illustrate  the  evils  of  this  system, 
and  which  when  ha  mentioned  it  would,  he 
was  sure,  be  remembered  by  every  Member 
present.  About  five  ot  six  yeisun  ago  the 
public  had  been  horrified  and  disgusted  by 
the  perpetration  of  a  most  dreadful  oflfenoe 
in  the  noghbourhood  of  Brighton.  That 
offence  was  the  murder  of  a  woman,  whose 
body  was  cut  up  into  different  parts  and 
buried  in  divers  situations  in  the  vidni^ 
of  that  town.  On  investigation  it  turned 
out  that  the  wliman  wasof  notoriously  profli- 
gate character,  whom  a  labouring  man  had 
been  compelled  either  to  marry  or  to  go  to 
prison  on  her  oath  that  he  was  the  father 
of  her  bastard  child.  Though  the  kfaourw 
ing  man  at  the  time  contemplated  a  mar- 
riage with  another  woman,  he  chose  the 
last  alternative,  and  the  result  was,  aA»r 
a  wretched  and  miserable  cohafaitntion,  that 
he  in  concert  with  the  odier  female,  perpe- 
trated the  horrible  crime  for  which  his  me 
was  forfeited  to  the  law.  Such  was  one 
of  the  effects  of  compulsory  marriages,  and 
such  marriages  would  continue  to  be  ef- 
fected if  labouring  men  remained  so  cir- 
cumstanced as  under  the  existing  laws  re- 
lating to  bastardy.  The  instance  he  had 
idluded  to  showed  what  might  be  expected 
from  compulsory  and  ill-assorted  marriages 
of  this  kind,  which  he  contended  would  do 
much  more  mischief  than  could  arise  fivm 
any  increase  of  payment  or  charge  upon 
parishes  themselves.  He  contended,  diat 
those  great  towns  by  which  objections  had 
been  raised  to  this  part  of  the  Bill  would 
judffe  most  unwisely,  in  a  pecuniary  point 
of  view^  if  they  persisted  in  seeking  an  al- 
teration,  because  another  effect  of  the 
Bastardy-laws,  every  man  was  aware,  was 
to  lead  -to  those  early  and  improvident 
marriages,  which  tended  greatly  to  increase 
the  burthen  of  parochial  rates.  Nineteen 
out  of  twenty  of  those  marriages  took  place, 
because  labouring  men  entertained  the 
notion  that  it  was  better  to  marry  than  be 
committed  to  prison  fiir  the  maintenance  of 
the  bastard;  and  eariy  compulsory  marriages 
would  be  continued  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Somersetshire.  In  reference  to  another 
objection  which  had  been  raised  to  the  Bill 
as  it  stood,  he  was  anxious  to  mention  one 
extraordinary  fact,'  which  he  had  from  un- 
questionable authority.  In  the  town  of 
Maestricht  a  foundling  hospital,  formerly 
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eadatad^  into  wliaoli  ilkgidiiiil6  diUren 
were  reoeiTed  without  inquiiy.  Notwith- 
standing great  douhts  were  entertained  and 
expreneid  as  to  infanticide  and  aU  those 
other  evils  which  had  been  dwelt  upon  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Worcaester  and  others* 
that  hospital  had  recently  been  dosed. 
The  result  was,  on  subsequent  examination^ 
that  instead  of  infcntidde  having  ineraaied, 
a  diminution  had  taken  place  in  the  num.. 
ber  of  births  of  iU^timate  children,  in  the 
ratio  of  100  to  six.  With  these  facts  be* 
fore  him,  he  could  not  think  that  the  large 
towns  of  this  country  would  find  from  t£e 
operation  of  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood  those 
inconveniences  which  had  bean  anticipated 
by  some  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  Peate  would  not  shrink  from 
the  responsibility  he  incurred  by  stating, 
that  after  deliberate  consideration  he  was 
impresied  with  the  opinion  that  the  dause 
as  it  stood  was  calculated  to  effect  import* 
ant  good  to  the  community.  He  was  satis* 
fiedy  from  penonal  observation^  that  the 
preient  system  was  pemioiotts,  and  that  if 
many  young  woi&en  had  been  allowed,  as 
in  many  instances  they  were  willingi  to 
volunteer  the  support  of  their  own  illegitu 
mate  children,  their  shame  would  have 
been  screened  by  their  friendi^  and  the 
probability  in  such  cases  was,  that  they 
would  have  returned  to  a  respectable  oouise 
of  life.  The  Bill  as  it  stood  would>  he  was 
convinced,  do  good,  and  therefore  should 
have  his  support. 

Mr.  Halcombe  considered,  that  the  better 
course  would  be  to  take  these  clauses  out 
of  the  present  Bill,  and  submit  them  in  a 
distinct  measure  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
Bastardy-laws.  At  the  same  time  the 
present  Bill  ought  not,  in  his  opinion,  to 
be  stopped,  so  far  as  it  related  to  the  alter- 
ation of  the  Poo^-laws.  He  scarcely  knew 
what  was  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  East  Somerset,  but  he  understood 
that  it  went  to  overturn  the  whole  existing 
Bastardy-lawsy  and  to  set  up  a  system  quite 
at  variance  with  the  Report  of  the  Com. 
mtasioDers  and  the  measure  brought  for. 
ward  by  his  Majesty's  Government. 
These  sudden  alterations  must  lead  to 
hasty  and  improvident  l^islatian,  and  in 
this  respect  he  could  not  but  complain  that 
the  noble  LcMid  (Lord  Althorp)  had  con. 
sented,  on  a  previous  evening,  to  strike  out 
an  important  clause  from  the  Bill  without 
any  previous  notice  having  been  given  of 
such  intention.  There  were  seveial  classes 
of.  cases  of  daily  occurienoe  which  were  not 
at  all  provided  for  in  the  present  Bill,  or 


in  the  Amebdnebt  iatenAed  lo  be  pro» 
posed;  and  he  must  especialiy  allude  tothe 
case  pointed  out  in  the  99tii  page  of  the 
Report  of  the  Poor-laws  CommiisioneiSb 
He  meant  the  cases  of  Irishlabourers  seeking 
employment  in  this  country,  whogot  themar. 
riageceremoiiy  performed  by  Roman  CathoUc 
priests  in  a  manner  that  is  ill^al  under  the 
present  law,  and  who,  on  seeking  parochial 
xdief,  declared  that  they  were  not  married 
legally,  and  thus  their  families,  consisting 
of  eight,  ten,  or  twdve  children,  became 
chargeable  on  the  parish,  while  the  fathers 
were  allowed  to  go  soot  free.  Thiswasaa 
evil  which  prevailed  to  a  very  great  extent, 
and  whidi  cdled  fSw  a  remedy.  He  CDn« 
tended  that  the  alteration  of  the  Bastardy- 
laws  ought  to  form  the  subject  matter  of  a 
distinct  and  separate  Bill*  and  that  as  even 
the  present  Bui  was  not  contemplated  to 
be  brought  into  force  until  the  next  sum« 
mer,  thm  was  ample  time  for  the  deliber. 
ation,  instead  of  making  so  important  a 
ehange  after  about  an  hour  and  a  halTs 
debate. 

Lord  Aiihorp  denied^  that  he  had  taken 
the  House  by  surprise  by  consenting  to  aay 
alteratiott  in  the  Bill ;  on  the  contrary,  lie 
bad  not  assented  to  aay  alteration  what« 
ever*  He  had  certainly  stated,  that  if  the 
House  objected  to  the  Bill,  he  thought  the 
least  objectionable  alteration  in  it  would 
be  that  proposed  by  the  boo.  member  for 
East  Somerset*  The  hon.  member  for 
Dover  seemed  to  think,  that  neither,  he 
(Lord  Althorp)  nor  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Somerset  had  kept  faith  with  the 
House.  He  denied  the  imputation;  and 
with  respott  to  the  hon*  member  for  But 
Somerset,  he  bagged  to  say,  that  that  hon. 
Member  had  actually  printed  and  circu"* 
lated  the  Amendment  he  intended  to  pro. 
pose,  and  had  therefore  taken  the  very 
course  which,  of  all  others,  justified  the 
present  discussion.  He  had  before  stated, 
that  there  were  three  courses  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  pursue,  and  he  thought  that 
one  of  them,  namely,  that  relating  to  the 
postponement  of  those  clauses,  had  been 
disposed  of.  If  he  collected  rightly  the 
sense  of  the  matter,  it  was,  that  they  idiould 
go  on  with  the  clauses.  Of  course  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
whether  or  not  it  would  be  proper  to  adopt 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Somersetshire.  That  proposition  would 
not  alter  the  clause,  but  merely  add  to  it* 

Mr.  Robituon  in  reply,  said,  that  there 
was  no  pressing  or  immediate  necessity  fisr 
aktfing  the  law  relatbg  to  bastardy,  and 
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tbevefore,  aa  ih»  debj  wbick  be 
would  be  productive  of  no  injury^  lie 
should  press  the  Committee  to  a  division. 
They  might  afterwards  take  up  the  Amend, 
ment  of  bis  bon.  friend^  the  member 
for  Somersetshire ;  but  he  could  not  help 
observing  upon  the  caution  with  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  abstained  from  saying 
whether  or  not  he  would  support  that 
Amendment  It  was  quite  evident,  that 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  was 
opposed  to  it ;  but  surely  that  noble  Lord 
might  have  spared  them  the  recital  of  the 
horrid  story  of  the  murder  at  Brighton^ 
knowing  as  he  must  that  such  atransactioa 
could  not  operate  to  influence  the  delibera- 
tion of  that  House. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend* 
ment — Aje$33  ;  Noes  114:  Majority  81. 

of  the  Ayes. 

Lloyd,  J.  H. 
O'Connor,  F. 
CDwyer,  A.  C. 
Rider,  Tbo9. 
Ruthven,  E.  S. 
Rttlhven  B. 
ScboWaeld,  J. 
Shaw,  R.  N. 
Steward,  Ld.D. 
Strutt,  £. 

Tennyson,  Rt.  Hon.C. 
Torrens,  Col. 
Tyrell,  C. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Walter,  J. 
Young,  G.  F. 


List 

Brotherton,  J. 
Bockingham,  J.  S, 
Buller,  C. 
Cobbett,  W. 
Davenport,  John 
FentoiN  John 
Fi«kleii,  John 
FinmW.  & 
Giilly,  J. 
Halcombe,  J* 
Handley,  U. 
Hardy,  John 
Heathcote,  John 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hughes,  H. 
Jacob,  £. 
Jervis,  John 

The  Clause  was  agreed  U^ 

On  Clause  7St  being  read, 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  he  would  put  it  to 
the  Committee  to  say  whether  they  were 
prepared,  after  having  thrown  the  whole 
liability  of  supporting  her  ofispring  upon 
the  mother,  to  throw  it  also  upon  the 
grandfather  and  grandmother  on  her  side, 
in  case  of  the  mo&er  not  being  able*  from 
sickness  or  death,  to  do  so  ?  It  was  im* 
possible  tiwt  the  grandfather  and  grand- 
mother could  be  held  criminal  in  the  act 
committed  by  their  daughter,  and  in  many 
eases  it  would  be  a  dreadful  aggravation  of 
sufferings  already  sufficiently  great.  Sup- 
posing the  case  of  a  labourer  with  a  larg^ 
family,  which  he  had  with  difficulty  sup- 
portedandbrought  up.  He  would  be  obliged 
to  send  out  his  daughters  to  service  or  perhaps 
to  a  factory,  and  u  they  should  be  seduced 
would  it  be  £air  ta  send  back  their  children 
to  be  supported  by  the  gjcand  parents  ?    He 


feased  that  such  a  law  would  haive  the 
effect  of  demoralizing  and  brutalizing  the 
people,  and  tend  to  pauperize  those  who 
would  otherwise  be  industrious  and  inde- 
pendent. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  this  would  be 
no  departure  from  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  Elizabeth.  By  a  rormer  clause  they 
had  decided,  that  all  relief  to  the  child 
should  be  considered  as  relief  to  the  mother. 
In  that  case  the  mother's  parents  were 
justly  chai^seable  with  the  relief  becauae 
the  relief  was  to  their  own  child. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  that  such  a 
clause  as  this  woula  create  a  difference  in 
the  law  between  the  poor  and  the  rich. 
If  such  a  provision  were  adopted  in  this 
BiH,  it  should  also  be  applied  to  the  Pen* 
sion-list,  by  which  the  latter  would  be 
materially  shortened. 

Mr.  Fjfsche  Palmer  said,  that  the  rela-^ 
tionship  of  the  parties  gave  them  a  legal 
liability,  and  he  did  not  see  why  they 
weze  not  to  be  bound  to  support  the  off. 
spring  of  their  children  if  the  latter  were 
unable  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Miles  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
assertion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Reading, 
If  the  hon.  Member  inquired,  he  wouU. 
find,  that  the  law  recognized  no  relation- 
ship in  the  grandfather  and  grandmother 
6}T  their  advantage,  and  it  would  be  most 
unjust  to  make  them  relations  only  for  the 
purpose  of  sharing  the  penalties  of  their 
children's  misconduct  Upon  this  topic,. 
howevOT,  he  begged  to  caution  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen against  indulging  in  statements, 
that  differences  were  made  between  the 
poor  and  the  rich,  or  that  the  former  were 
treated  with  harshness  or  iniustice.  He 
was  confident^  that  they  all  desired  to 
benefit  the  poor,  and  he  therefore  regretted 
to  hear  the  imputations  which  were  so 
freely  cast  out.  This  being  his  opinion, 
he  did  not  think  the  House,  after  reffectioxiy 
would  adopt  such  a  provision  as  that  now 
under  discussion.  It  was  manifestly  un.^ 
just  to  the  poor.  In  the  classes  above 
them  the  law  gave  protection  to  parents 
ag^nst  the  semiction  of  theur  children; 
but  any  one  acquainted  with  the  habita  of 
the  lower  orders  of  society  would  know, 
that  when  parents  were  deprived  of  their 
children  by  seduction  they  nad  no  meana 
of  impealing  to  the  law  for  ledreu^  It 
would  be  therefore  cruel  and  unjust  to  add 
to  their  privations  the  charge  of  maintain^ 
ing  the  ofispnng  of  their  daughters,  and 
he  did  hope  the  elause  would  not  b&  pes-^ 
severed  in. 
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Lord  AUhorp  add,  he  should  not  peniit 
in  retaining  the  dauie. 

The  dause  was  struck  out. 

On  Clause  73  haying  heen  moved, 

Mr.  Cobbeii  said,  he  had  to  move  a  pro* 
▼iaoy  which  would  make  the  law  for  those 
who  had  become  rich  hy  the  labour  of  the 
poor  the  same  as  for  the  poor.  It  was 
certainly  right  that  grandfathers  or 
any  other  leladons,  if  they  had  substance 
and  means,  should  provide  for  their  des- 
titute  kindred,  and  the  law  ought  to  com- 
pel them  to  do  so;  and  so  ou|pt  aU  child- 
ren for  their  parents  in  nke  manner. 
There  could  be  no  objection  to  this,  and 
this  was  what  the  dause  provided  for* 
But  it  did  not  provide  for  another  thing. 
They  ought  to  have  a  trifling  addition  to 
the  clause ;  and  he  meant  to  move  it.  It 
ran  thus  :•— ''  Provided  always,  and  in 
manner  aforesaid,  that  the  fiither  and 
grandfather,  the  mother  and  grandmodier, 
child  or  children,  of  any  person  on  the 
Pennon-list,  the  Sinecure-list,  the  List 
of  Retired  Allowances,  the  WidoWs'  Pen- 
sion-list, the  Compensation-list,  or  upon  all 
or  any  other  list  of  pensions  received 
without  services  rendered  to  the  puUic,  or  in 
any  other  way  receiving  money  out  of  the 
taxes  raised  upon  the  poor,  shall,  if  such 
father  or  srandfather,  mother  or  grand- 
mother, child  or  children,  be  persons  of 
siitntanoe,  be  liable  and  compellable  to 
yield  relief  to  their  relations  under  all  the 
penalties  and  forfeitures  provided  by  the 
Act  of  Elisabeth,  and  that  all  such  pen- 
sions and  allowances  shall  cease  to  be  paid." 
That  was  his  proposition.  They  talked  of 
the  degradation  and  sense  of  shame  which 
the  unhappy  paupers  ought  to  feel ;  but 
had  the  pensioners,  the  sinecurists,  any 
sense  of  shame  ?  If  they  had  any,  wouA 
not  their  aristocratic  reUtives  keep  them 
from  preying,  like  paupers,  on  the  haid- 
wrung  taxes?  He  mi|^ht  be  accused  of 
ungentlemanly  conduct  in  talking  in  this 
manner,  but  he  did  not  care  for  fine 
language  and  nice  distinctions.  When  he 
saw  so  manifest  a  determination  on  the 
part  of  the  House  and  the  Whig  Ministers 
to  reduce  the  labouring  classes  to  salt  and 
potatoes,  he  looked  upon  them  to  be  the 
aggressors,  and  they  must  abide  by  the 
consequences. 

Lord  AUharp  would  not  enter  into  any 
discussion  of  toe  prindples  upon  which  the 
hon.  Member^s  observations  against  the 
Pension-list  were  based.  He  should  simply 
content  himself  with  reminding  the  House, 
that  even  those  who  objected  to  that  Pen- 


sion-list were  not  dohig  any  dung  to  aim. 

G;  or  coDntooanoe  it  1^  voting  against  ue 
•  Member  s  Amendment. 
The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
aent— Ayes  17;  Noes  ilS;  Miyodty  95. 
The  Clause  aipreed  to. 

Liit  of  the  kriA. 

Blake,  M.  J.  Hodges,  W.  L. 

Baokingham,  J.  S.  Maxwell,  J. 

Bttder,  Colond  CBrlen,  C. 

Cobbett,  W.  (yCoQoell,  D. 

Fielden,  J.  (VConneU,  M. 

Fino,  W.  F.  OX^onoeU,  J. 

Gaskell,  D.  O'Connor,  F. 

Golly,  J.  Rathvea,  £. 

Heauoote^  J.  Tbompsoo,  Aid. 

On  Clause  91  heing  proposed, 

Mr.  Jtrvit  moved,  as  an  Amendment, 
that  the  Commissioners  should  not,  in  the 
case  of  a  prosecution,  be  privil^ed  to 
plead  the  general  issue. 

The  AUomey  General  thought  the  pri- 
vilege should  be  given  to  them.  It  was 
ouita  true,  that  inconvenience  had  resulted 
trom  the  privilege  being  possessed  by  Dock 
Companies,  and  other  Companies  of  a 
similar  nature ;  but  that  was  no  argument 
against  ita  being  conceded  to  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  had  certain  duties  imposed 
upon  them,  and  were  in  many  respecta 
differently  drcumstanoed. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment— ^Ayes28;  Noes  112;  Majority  84. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  ta 


List 

Agliooby,  H. 
Attwood,  T. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blamire,  W. 
Bethdl,  R. 
Briscoe,  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Halcomb6,J. 
Hnghes,  H. 
Jacob,  £. 
Ingham,  R. 
Irton,  S. 
Lloyd,  J.  H. 
O'Brien,  C. 


of  the  Ates. 

O'ConneU,  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
Pelre,  W. 
Potter,  R. 
Prymey  G. 
Robinson,  G. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Stanley,  £. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tower,  C.T. 
Vigors,  N. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLSa. 

Jervis,  J. 


On  the  93rd  Clause  being  put. 
Lord  AUhorp  observed,  wat  it  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  the 
debate  on  three  or  four  clauses  of  the  Bill 
had  been  postponed;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  Uie  more  convenient  course  to 
bring  up  the  new  clauses  which  he  had  to 
propose,  before  the  Committee  proceeded  to 
deal  with  the  old  ones.  The  clauses  which 
he  had  to  suggest,  too,  weresuch  as  he  be- 
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liffved  wore  not  Mkely  to  provoke  iliiwuff- 
nan,  aad  he  would  therefbce  at  once  state 
their  purport.  The  first  clause  which  he 
proposed  to  bring  up  was^  to  prevent  per- 
«ooSj  being  Poor4aw .  Commissioners^  and 
A8si8tant«.Commissioners>  from  sitting  in 
Parliament :  the  second  was,  to  limit  the 
operation  of  the  appointment  of  the  Com. 
missioners  to  a  period  of  five  years:  the 
next  provided^  that  the  rules,  regulations, 
ScCf  should  be  laid  every  year  b^ore  Par^ 
iiament— that  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Assbtant-Commissipners  must  be  pre- 
pared and  sealed  by  the  Central  Boud : 
the  next  clause  provided,  that  all  bonds 
and  securities  and  assignments  connected 
with  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Poor-law  Com- 
missionersy  should  be  exempt  from  the  pay- 
ment of  Stamp-duty. 

The  Clauses  having  been  put, 

Mr.  Grate  rose,  and  said^  he,  for  one, 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  noUe 
Lord,  by  introducing  the  limitation  of  five 
years  to  the  operation  of  the  iq^pointment 
of  the  Commissioners,  would  not  improve 
the  character  of  the  Bill.  He  certainly 
entertained  the  fullest  and  firmest  con- 
viction, that  when  the  period  of  the  ter- 
mination of  the  present  Act  should  arrive, 
the  working  of  the  measure  would  be  found 
to  have  been  so  beneficial^  that  the  powers 
of  the  Commissioners  must  be  renewed. 
Whereas,  in  the  event  of  carrying  this 
limitation,  it  would  make  the  measure  ap- 
pear in  the  light  of  a  temporary  expe- 
riment  merely,  and  they  could  not  divest  it 
of  that  character  if  they  sanctioned  this 
clause.  The  efiect  of  such  limitation  would 
necessarily  be  to  excite  a  spirit  of  resistance, 
and  a  deeree  of  hope  in  parishes  where  the 
mal-admmistration  of  the  Poor-laws  mieht 
prevail;  that  in  such  cases  the  pari£es 
would,  if  they  could,  retard  the  progress  o£ 
the  improved  system ;  and  they  woukL  make 
head  against  Uie  Amendment  in  the  laws 
which  were  proposed.  The  powers  of  the 
Commissioners  must  be  diminished  by  this 
limitation.  There  was  always  a  chapter  of 
accidents  in  these  matters,  and  it  might  fall 
out  that  when  the  five  years  should  expire, 
the  Parliament  of  that  day.  might  not  think 
fit  to  renew  the  Act 

Lord  AUhorp  was  not  prepared  to  say, 
that  the  clause  he  had  to  propose  was  an 
improvement— he  perhaps  did  not  think  it 
was ;  but  he  thought  it  was,  at  least,  no 
detriment  to  the  Bill.  The  only  practical 
olriection  which  he  could  see  in  the  observ- 
ations which  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  London  was,  that 
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by  enacting,  that'  the  powers  of  the  Com- 
missioners should  expire  in  five  years, 
their  powers  would  in  effect  be  diminished. 
He  could  not  see,  that  such  a  result  was 
likely  to  occur.  The  reason  which  had 
induced  him  to  limit  the  duration  of  their 
powers  was,  the  fact  of  great  objections 
having  been  made  to  them,  as  at  first  pro. 
posed.  Those  objections  had  been  urged 
fscfta  various  quarters.  Now,  he  thou^t, 
that  if  he  disarmed  the  objections  which 
had  been  urged  in  that  House  (and  he 
meant  nothing  disrespectful  to  the  House), 
more  eqiedally  by  the  country,  he  gained 
a  great  advantage.  It  was  most  certainly 
his  wish,  that  the  Bill  should  be  passed  by 
as  large  a  majority  as  possible,  and  that  it 
should  be  met  by  the  concurrence  of  not 
only  those  within  the  walls,  but  of  those 
beyond  them  on  whose  concurrence  the 
success  of  the  measure  must  in  part  rest. 

Mr.  RobindOH  thought,  that  this  measure 
was  to  be  regarded  as  a  great  experiment, 
and  that  the  noble  Lord  was  quite  right  in 
proposing  this  limitation,  because  he  thereby 
disarmed  many  objections. 

Mr.  Wohyche  Wkilmore  concurred  in 
the  opinioa  of  his  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  the  city  of  London.  He  believed,  that 
the  limitation  of  five  years  might  prevent 
,  the  formation  of  those  unions  which  the 
Act  sought  to  establish,  and  the  erection  of 
workhouiBes,  as  proposed  by  this  measure. 

Clause  added. 

The  other  proposed  Clauses  i^eed  to. 

The  £arl  of  Darlington  moved  the  clause 
of  which  he  had  given  notice :  "  To  make 
air  tenements  of  the  lowest  description 
rateable  property,  and  to  be  assessed  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor;  but  that,  in  all  cases, 
where  the  annual  rent  does  not  exceed 
10^  the  owners,  and  not  the  occupiers, 
shall  become  chargeable  for  the  said  assess, 
ment."  To  this  the  noble  Lord  added  a 
proviso,  to  the  efiect  that  the  proportion 
should  not  be  as  to  the  actual  rent  paid  by 
the  occupier,  but  upon  the  rack  rent,  as 
assessed  by  the  surveyors  of  the  respective 
districts. 

Mvp  Charles  Russell  opposed  the  clause. 
It  would  be  unjust  to  expose  one  particular 
description  of  property  to  the  effects -of  an 
eX'-post^aclo  law ;  or  a  law  which  could 
never  have  been  contemplated  by  persons 
who  had  purdUised  such  property.  Hard, 
however,  as  such  a  clause  must  operate  on 
the  owners  of  property,  it  would  be  sure 
to  operate  still  worse  upon  the  poor  them- 
selves. The  consequence  would  be,  that 
the  poor  would  immediately  flock  to  towns, 
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where  they  woidd  be  huddUiB  tapfMher  in 
small  room  of  laxge  hovaM,  to  the  injiuj 
of  their  health. 

Mr.  fVariurion  did  not  tidiik,  that  thu 
clause  was  one  whldi  should  be  allowed 
to  pass  in  its  present  shape;  and  he  ob- 
jected  to  such  a  dause  being  introduced 
into  this  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  IhrliMgUm  mi,  in  reply, 
that  instead  of  this  deaeriptian  of  pinpertv 
lieing  the  only  one  which  was  hafdly  dout 
with,  it  was  the  only  deacription  of  property 
which  was  exempt  at  preaentfrbm  the  pay- 
ment of  parochial  ratea.  It  paid  no  rates, 
partly  on  account  of  the  dinculty  of  ooU 
lecting  rents,  and  the  expense  of  «dileetien. 
The  owuen  of  this  kind  <^  property  weuM 
reap  advantages  ftom  the  adoption  of  th& 
clause. 

Lord  AUharp  said,  he  had  been  long  ts^ 
opinion,  that  the  principle  embtBced  In  this 
clause  was  good ;  but  he  could  not  see  why 
the  noble  I^rd  had  introduced  the  proTiso 
respecting  the  rates  being  taken  oii  the 
raclurent.  He  olgected  to  this,  and 
thought  the  claose  should'  atop '  at  the 
words  '^  chargeable  for  the  ftod  asseasment" 
He  was  also  of  opinion,  ^t  gnat  advan-^ 
tage  would  accrue  to  the  occupiers  in  these 
cases  by  relieving  them  from  a  oeMitt  ex- 
tent of  pressure  to  which  they  were  now 
liable. 

Viscount  Snndon  was  oppoead  ta  1Mb 
clause,  and  maintained,  that  it  drew  an 
arbitrary  line  in  respect  to  the  pro- 
prietors of  a  cerailn  description  of  pro* 
perty. 

Mr.  George  F.  Fom^difleiedahsjgather 
fitmi  the  statements  made  by  tha  noUe 
Iiord  (Lord  Sandon).  He  kaew>  aoaoe 
parishes  in  which  the  system  worlfled  well, 
and  he  was  therefore  determined  to  support ' 
the  clause. 

Mr.  George  W.  Wood  thobght,  that  nil 
property,  of  this  description  ought  to  con- 
tribute to  the  general  ftind,  or  if  not  nil, 
then  all  ouffht  to  be  exempted.  If  this 
were  not  the  ca0e,,  impnnodeut  persons 
would  have  an  advantage  over  the  in- 
dustrious portbn  of  the  popolation.  He  ' 
thought,  however,  that  it  would  be  of  adr 
vantage  to  all  parties  if  in  certain  cases 
the  landlord  was  to  pay  the  rate  at  a  re* 
duoed  valuation. 

Mr.  Pryme  was  opposed  to  thia  clause, 
as  it  would  have  the  e^t  of  doing  away 
with  small  cottages,  and  thus  the  poor  man 
would  be  compelled  to  pay  rent  for  a 
higher  house,  or  else  to  migrate  to  a  smaller 
or  still  more  wretdied  dwdling.    So  much 


AM 

iof  tQfmm.  New  for  ^he  aovntBy.  He 
would  ny,  thait  ^tee  ^onds,  ik»  nasal 
rant  paid  for  n  eotlaga  ai  the  eountiy^  did 
not  pay  die  farmer  the  Inteieat  of  Ida  money, 
and  he  ereoted  oottaeas- only  beinnaa  he 
had  eoDaaion'fbr  the  lakNnr  of  tMr  ooou- 
pantsl  But  kt  him  becailed  upon  to  pay 
the  raie^  and  the  cottages  would  disappear, 
to  the  inhiiy  of  the  industrious  labourer, 
who  wooJd  be  compeUad  to  seek  a.  teife^ 
meat  where  he  mutt  pay  move  money* 

The  AUomeu  General  moved  an  Amend*- 
ment  4o  ^tm  following  effect  .*^-<'  And  be  it 
further  provided,  t^  where  any  house 
rated  to  the  relief  of  the  poor  shidl  he 
under  iOL  the  owner  and  not  the  ooeupier 
flhall  be  rateable.**  He  moved  it  in  this 
fgrm  bitovse  diere  were  in  many  botonghs 
numbers  of  scot*and*lot  voters  who  would 
be  altogether  diafrnnchiaed  by  this  Clause, 
if  no  proviso  against  it  were  introduced. 
Such  proviso  mutt,  however,  be  introduced 
with  great  care ;  but  if  for  the  present  the 
Clause  were  allowed  to  pats  as  he  had 
worded  it,  he  pledged  hi^naw  to  introduce 
suck  a  provffio. 

Mr*  Bonham  Carter  conaidered  thia  a 
matter' of  such  importance  as  to  call  for  a 
separate  legislative  enactment.  It  was  to 
be  Tegtetted  that  the  whole  measure  should 
be  thus  impeded)  if  not  endangered,  by  the 
introduction  of  aaatter  altogether  foreign  to 
IheBMl. 

;  Mr;  Boberi  Palmer  agreed  with  the  last 
epeeket  in  thinking  this  a  matter  which 
called  for  separate  laudation,  instead  of 
being  introduced  so  as  to  Interfere  with  the 
Bill  itsdf.  He  thought  all  propeny  of 
this  description  ought  to  be  rated,  leaving 
the  Magistrates  to  afford  relief  where  the 
parties  were  not  aUe  to  pay. 

Mr.  Fyeche  Palmer  was  authorised  to 
state,  that  in  Reading  and  its  neighbour- 
hood persons  did  not  receive  more  than 
three  or  four  per  cent,  for  the  money  ex« 
pended  in  the  erection  of  houses  of  the  de- 
scription in  question.  It  would  be  a 
severe  hardship  if  a  retired  servant,  who 
had  expended  his  or  her  little  savings  in 
such  a  way,  should  be  ruined  (as  in  mimy 
oases  they  must .  be)  by  the  enactment  of 
such  a  dause.  In  the  country  it  was  a 
different  question,  but  there  he  would  say, 
ikkt  if  the  landlord  consulted  merely  his 
own  interest,  he  would  not  have  one  of 
those  cottages  erected.  He  oppoeed  the 
clause. 

Mr.  Estcourt  supported  the  Clause. 
Difficulties  such  as  Uiose  described  might 
perhaps  arise  to  old  servants,  but  was  it 
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fuit,  lie  ifronld  adr,  a  haidihip  to  the  oom- 
rnm^f  that  those  who  had  Ud  oat  large 
flam  in  this  way  did  not  coDtribute  a 
single  ftrtlmig  to  the  poor-xate  ^  It  ap. 
petted  finxm  the  ia^nixy  of  I8I79  that 
vamxy  iodiiidiiab  reoeiyed  hundreds  a  year ; 
thai  OD^  in  fact,  reodved  S,000^  a>year 
fiom  eaeh  houses,  without  paying  any. 
thing  whatever  to  the  pooi^xate.  Why, 
he  aske^f  was  such  injostioe  to  be  toler- 
ated? 

The  Earl  of  Darlington  withdrew  his 
Clause  in  &Tour  of  that  of  the  Attorney 
GeneiaL 

Mr.  WarbvrUm  objected  to  both,  and 
thought,  that  any  popositiim  of  so  iraport- 
ant  a  nature  o^gnt  to  undexgo  tx^  and 
ample  discussion,  and  oug^t  not  to  be  pro- 
posed at  all,  without  affoordin^  the  parishes 
an  opportunity  of  entering  into  meir  de- 
tails. 

Lord  AUhorp  was  fitvourable  to  the 
principle  of  the  Clause;  but  he  doubted 
whether,  in  the  present  stage,  it  could  be 
rendered  operative.  He  put  it  to  the 
noble  Lord  whether  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
press  any  such  Clause  at  present 

The  Earl  of  Darlington  said,  he  cer- 
tainly did;  and  if  on  being  enforced  it 
was  found  inoperative,  he  pigged  himself 
io  introduce  a  separate  Bill  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Clause  as 
amended  by  the  Attorney  General:  Ayes, 
69  ;  Noes,  55 — ^Majority,  14. 

Tlie  Committee  again  divided  on- a  pro- 
viso proposed  by  Mr.  G.  Wood,  to  enable 
the  landlord  to  compound  for  small  houses 
for  one  half  the  value :  Ayes  S5 ;  Noes 
99.^MaJority,  54. 

List  of  the  Aybs. 

Attwood,  T.  Philips,  C.  M. 

Benett,  J.  Pry  me,  G. 

Boiling,  W.)  Russell,  Lord  C.  J. 

BrotbertoD,  J.  Rvthveo,  £. 

Ciawley,  S.  Ruthven,  £.  S. 

Dillwyn,  L.  W.  Saodooy  Lord 

JBgerton,  W.  T.  Scrope,  P. 

Forater,  C.  S.  Sullivan,  R. 

Handley,  II.  Thickoesse,  R. 

Hughes,  H.  H.  Torrens,  Col. 

«Facob,  E.  Tower,  C.  T. 

O'Connell,  M;  Vigors,  N.  A. 

O'Conoell,  J.  Wason,  R. 

P^mer,  C  F.  Willoyghby,  Sir  H. 
Palmer^  R.  TstiAB, 

Plomptre,  J.  P.  Wood,G.W. 

The  House  resumed,  the  Committee  to 
tat  again. 

■ 

PVNIBHMBMT  Olf  DbATB.  Bx|J«.]      Mr. 


Lemutrd  moved,  that  'the  'Houab  ftaolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Punishment 
of  Death  Bill. 

Mr.  Rutkoen  opposed  going  into  the 
Committee  «t  that  Jate  hour  (half-past^ 
o'clock.) 

The  House  ffivided:  Ayes,  50;  Noes, 
17— Majority,  83, 

The  House  went  into  Committee^ 

Iiord  Homck  said,  he  had  a  claim  on 
the  hon.  Member's  indulgence  after  having 
consented  to  the  Committee,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  the  hon.  Member  would  make 
no  opposition  to  the  Amendment  which  he 
was  acNNit  to  propose.  The  hon.  Member 
must  be  aware  that,  as  the  law  stood  be- 
fore, the  party  oommitting  or  attempting  a 
highway-xobbery,  where  injury  was  in* 
flicted,  suffered  the  extreme  penalty  of  the 
law.  His  (Lord  Howick's)  object  was,  to 
place  the  law  in  that  respect  as  it  was  be- 
fore. He  would,  therefore,  move,  that 
after  the  words  ''  security "  these  words 
be  inserted,  '^  not  doing  any  bodily  harm  to 
the  person  so  robbed." 

Mr.  Lennard  was  obliged  to  resist  the 
insertion  of  these  words,  because  it  had 
been  truly  stud  by  the  noble  Lord,  they 
would  go  to  leave  the  law  as  it  was  before 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill ;  which,  in  that 
shape,  would  afford  no  real  amelioration, 
and  the  public  would  be  deceived  by,  and 
dissatisfied  with  it.  If  the  robbery  itself 
did  not  deserve  death,  surely  the  assault  by 
which  it  was  attended  ought  not  to  make 
it  so  punishable,  inasmuch  as  the  most 
violent  and  severe  assault  was  visited,  he 
believed,  with  only  two  years'  imprison- 
ment, it  being  always  borne  in  mind  that 
where  life  was  endangered  in  cases  of  rob- 
bery the  capital  puni&ment  remained  the 


The  Committee  divided:  Ayes,  3S; 
Noes,  28— Majority,  5. 

The  House  resumed,  Uie  Committee  to 
sit  again. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  19,  1834. 


IfiJiVTia.}  FMHIoimi  pMMBtod.  By  I^id  VosnoHit  fkon 
Uw  Cleigy  of  ElpUs,  fbr  relief  Ihoin  the  Repajmcnt  of 
Loads  fkom  Ffnt  Fniiti.— By  the  Duke  of  WBLUHoroH* 
nd  tiie  Earl  of  Robiltii,  ftom  two  Piecei,— Ibr  Prateo- 
Ckxi  to  tiw  Gbiudi  of  SoottaiML^By  tbe  Aichbtabop  of 
CAimtBimT,  and  the  Duke  of  Wbu«imotok,  fVom  fliree 
Ptaeetf—^gainit  the  SeptnUioa  at  Chureb  and  State. — By 
aittsnfter,  ftomaNwnlMrof  Plaeei,  againt  the  CWoh 
«f  the  IHMnMn^^By  both,  ftom  a  Nnmhar  of  Plaaai. 
— 4br.  the  Pvotaetloii  of  the  BrtahUshed  Churdi,  asahiat 
the  Sepantkm  of  Church  and  State,  aod  ^gaiaiC  the 
CWmaofthe  DfaMotan. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thuriday,  June  19,  1834. 

MiffUTBs.]  DUh.  Raid  •  Moood  tine  i— London  Port 
Duet;  Sale  of  Tm I  IniolTfDt  Debton  (Ireland).' 

Pedtkmi  presented.  By  Mr.  O.  W.  Wooo,  ftom  Wonky, 
a([ain»t  the  Poor-L«ws  Amwirtmrot  BUL--4lr  Ur.  Obuiis. 
ttom  AUiMmeyi  of  Manchatar,  and  other  Placet,  for  Im- 
proving the  Praetioe  in  the  Lancaster  Court  of  Common 
P1cas.^By  Mr.  O.  W.  Wood,  ftrom  two  Plaoas,  i«aiDit 
the  County  Coraovli  BilL-i-lly  Mr.  Wtwn,  ftom  Uan- 
siUin,  for  the  Amendinent  of  the  Tithes  Pracriptloo  Act  i 
tram  four  Places,  for  Prote^oo  to  the  Churdi  of  Eng- 
land} fhmi  the  Clergy  of  thieePlnoes,  agateat  tiM  Unl- 
veriitiex  Admiarioa  Bi]|*«-By  Mr.  Tomibii,  ftom  Blaak- 
bum,  gainst  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act->By  Mr.  Hodoss, 
ftom  foreral  Plaoea,  against  the  same  Bill. 

Sale  of  Beer.]  Sir  E.  KnatchbuU 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House 
to  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  the  sale 
of  Beer  Act  Amendment  Bill. 

The  House  went  into  Committee. 

Sir  Edward  Knatchbull  moved,  as  an 
amendment  on  the  second  clause,  the 
following  enactment :—"  That  from  and 
after  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  Commissioners  of 
Excise,  or  other  persons  duly  authorized 
to  g;rant  licenses  for  the  sale  of  Beer,  Ale, 
Porter,  Cider,  or  Perry,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  said  recited  Act,  to  any  per- 
son applying  for  the  same,  but  that  such 
license  shall  not  authorize  the  persons  ob- 
taining it  to  sell  Beer,  Ale,  Porter,  Cider, 
or  Perry,  to  be  drunk  or  consumed  in  the 
house  or  on  the  premises.'* 

The  original  Clause  was  struck  out,  and 
the  one  proposed  by  Sir  Edward  Knatch- 
bull put  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Warhurton  said,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion he  had  objected  to  the  principle  of 
this  Bill,  on  the  ground  of  the  inequality 
of  its  operation.  This  clause  provided, 
that  licences  should  be  granted  to  persons 
>to«ell  beer,  but  prohibited  the- drinking 
of  it  on  the  premises  where  it  was  sold. 
In  his  opinion,  it  would  be  quite  ineffec- 
tive ;  and  in  proof  of  that  view  of  the 
case,  he  would  appeal  to.  the  experience  of 
the  House  with  reference  to  the  effects 
produced  by  the  Bill,  which  authorized 
the  sale  of  cider  to  h^  drunk  off  the  pre- 
mises. The  law  was  evaded  in  a  variety 
of  ways ;  greater  irregularities  were  pro- 
duced than  before  existed,  when  cider  was 
permitted  to  be  drunk  on  the  premises. 
The  immorality  which  was  occasioned  by 
hetx  being  consumed  on  the  premises 
would  not  be  put  an  end  to  by  the  prohi- 
bition ;  and  he  was  of  opinion,  if  this  im- 
morality should  exist,  it  was  much  better 
to  screen  it  from-  the  public  eye.    What 


would  be  the  efleei  of  the  firopoaed  chuse? 
Why,  the  retailer  of  beer  would  have  an 
understanding  with  some  one  in  the  neigh^ 
bourbood,  and  beer  would  be  taken  to  a 
distance  and  drunk  there;  thns  the  con- 
sumption of  beer  would  be  the  same,  with 
this  difference,  that  it  would  be  consumed 
in  private  and  retired  placet,  instead  of 
being  drunk  in  a  public  place,  and  under 
the  eye  of  the  public  and  the  magistracy. 
No  legislation  could  prevent  this;  and 
he  should,  therefore,  more  as  an  Amend- 
ment, *'  that  so  much  of  the  clause  as  pro- 
hibited Beer  being  drunk  on  the  premises 
whfere  it  was  sold,  be  expunged.'* 

Major  Hundley  admitted,  that  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  proposed  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Kent,  was  a  great 
improvement  to  the  Bill ;  but  as  he  viewed 
it  merely  as  a  ruse,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  friend,  the  mem- 
ber for  Bridport.  He  contended,  that  the 
same  argument  which  was  used  when  the 
Bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of  Beer  was 
passed,  with  regard  to  the  vested  rights  of 
those  whose  property  was  said  to  be  af- 
fected by  it,  applied  equally  to  the  private 
rights  of  those  numerous  persons  who  had 
embarked  in  the  beer-trade  under  the  new 
law.  Those  rights  were  entitled  to  the 
consideration  and  protection  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  being  of  opinion  this  clause 
was  a  gross  violation  of  them,  he  should 
give  his  opposition  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  Parrott  should  also  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brid- 
port. The  system  of  licensing  had  always 
been  abused,  and  always  would  be.  He 
knew  of  a  case,  as  a  Magistrate,  where 
applications  had  been  made  to  the  Magis- 
trates for  licenses  by  three  persons ;  two 
of  them,  who  were  high  churchmen,  ob- 
tained their  licenses;  the  third,  who  was 
a  Dissenter,  was  refused.  It:  ought  to  be 
left  to  the  same  open  competition  that  ex* 
isted  in  every  other  trade ;  but  this  clause 
would  have  the  effect  of  shutting  up  al- 
most all  the  beer-houses  in  the  country, 
and,  as  a  consequence,  the  sellers  of  porter 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  increasing 
the  price  of  porter  2d.  a-pot.  He  was 
sure,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  a  friend 
to  the  farmer ;  but  another  of  the  effects 
of  this  Bill  would  be,  to  lessen  the  price  of 
barley  5$.  a-quarter.  The  annual  con- 
sumption of  barley  would  be  reduced  to 
500,000  qrs.,  and,  consequently,  an  in- 
jury to  the  revenue  would  accrue,  of 
500,000/.    The  more  he  considered  this 
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Billy  tbe  more  he  felt  convinced  ti  would 
have'  the  most  pernicious  effects.  He 
would,  therefore,  give  it  e?ery  opposition 
in  his  pow6r. 

'  Mr.  TVfffiy son  said,  he  should  give  this 
Bill  all  the  support  in  his  power.  The 
great  objects  of  the  Bill  •  for  the  sale  of 
Beer,  which  were  to  produce  a  free  com- 
petition, and  to  give  a  cheap  and  whole- 
some beverage,  had  signally  failed.  So 
far  from  free  competition  being  impeded 
by  this  Bill,  he  contended  it  would  be  in- 
creased ;  because  it  held  out  inducements 
ibr  every  person  keeping  a  shop  in  a  town 
or  village,  to  make  beer,  and  sell  it  to  the 
labouring  man  the  same  as  he  sold  any 
other  article  of  consumption .  Hon.  Mem- 
bers had  said,  this  Bill  would  be  produc- 
tive of  great  mischief;  but  whatever  that 
mischief  might  be,  he  was  sure  it  could 
not  equal  the  injurious  and  demoralizing 
effects  which  hadf  been  produced  all  over 
the  country  by  the  operation  of  the  Sale 
of  Beer  Act.  He  thanked  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Kent  for  having  introduced  such 
a  measure,  as  he  was  convinced  it  would 
tend  to  cure  the  dreadful  evils  which  had 
resulted  from  the  present  system.  He 
knew,  that  he  was  treading  upon  un- 
popular ground ;  but  he  felt  himself  bound 
m  justice  and  in  honour,  to  give  his  oppo- 
sition to  a  measure  that  had  gone  far  to 
demoralize  the  people  of  this  country.  It 
was  his  intention  to  move,  that  for  the 
future  no  more  beer-houses  be  licensed 
beyond  the  present  33,000  already  li- 
censed. He  would  recommend  the  House 
to  rest  at  the  clause  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Kent,  but  at  the  same  time  he  thought 
some  protection  should  be  afforded  to  the 
33,000  whose  vested  rights,  as  they  were 
termed,  would  be  affected  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Slaney  was  of  opinion,  the  case  had 
been  overstated  on  both  sides.  The  sys- 
tem had  been  heretofore  a  comparatively 
close  one :  it  was  subsequently  opened : 
and  now  the  country,  from  one  end  to  the 
other,  rang  with  complaints  of  the  evils 
produced  by  the  sudden  re-action.  There 
never  was  an  opinion  more  general — even 
in  reference  to  the  comforts  and  happiness 
of  the  poorer  classes  themselves — than 
that  some  change  in  the  present  Beer  Act 
was  absolutely  necessary.  The  question 
theti  was,  what  was  that  change  to  be  ? 
H^  was  a  member  of  the  Parliamentary 
Committee  which  sat  to  investigate  the 
operation  of  the  sale  of  Beer  Act;  and  he 
could  safely  say,  that  the  greatest  bearing 


of  the  evidence  adduced  on  it,  was  de> 
cidedly  favourable  to  an  alteration  in  the 
present  law  as  it  now  stood.  The  evi- 
dence before  the  Coriimittee,  also,  showed, 
that  in  large  towns,  the  operation  of  the 
Act  had  been  highly  beneficial ;  for  it  had 
produced  the  effect  of  lowering  the  second 
necessary  of  life  to  the  working  classes 
one-sixth,  or  at  least  one-eighth.  No 
doubt  the  first  operation  of  the  Act  on 
towns  was  to  cause  a  flush  of  drunkenness 
among  the  people;  but  its  permanent 
eflfect  was,  and  would '  be,  undoubtedly, 
to  supersede  ardent  spirits,  which  would  be 
a  blessing  to  the  country.  But  in  rural 
districts,  with  a  bad  police  and-  thinly  in- 
habited, its  effects  were  the  direct  con- 
trary; association  led  to  indulgence  in 
the  pernicious  liquor,  generally  supplied 
by  the  monopolizing  brewers,  and  indul- 
gence led  to  debauchery  and  every  kind 
of  crime.  He  admitted  it  would  be  very 
unreasonable  to  shut  up  all  the  shops  in 
the  country  districts ;  but  if  any  measure 
could  be  enacted  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  taking  away  all  the  objectionable 
ones  among  them,  and  leaving  only  the 
respectable  and  well-conducted,  could  any 
one  say  it  would  not  be  an  improvement 
of  the  system,  and  a  service  to  the  coun- 
try ?  This  he  firmly  believed  the  Bill  of 
his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  East  Kent, 
would  effect :  for  in  rural  districts  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  man  to  get  a  certi- 
ficate who  was  of  a  bad  character,  and 
the  clause  rating  applicants  up  to  10/. 
a-year  at  least  would  have  the  effect  of 
insuring  good  character.  If,  however, 
this  Bill  shbuld  not  be  found  sufficiently 
stringent,  by  the  next  session  of  Parlia- 
ment, when  its  operation  should  have 
been  tried,  the  House  would  be  enabled 
to  pass  a  stricter  measure. 

Mr.  Henry  Handley  regretted,  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Lambeth  had  altered  his 
notice  of  Motion  at  the  eleventh  hour. 
He  (Mr.  Handley)  was  satisfied,  that  of 
the  33,000  beer-houses  in  the  agricultural 
districts,  very  few  would  be  swept  away 
by  the  present  Bill.  That  evils  had  arisen 
out  of  the  law  as  it  now  stood  was  unde- 
niable ;  and  he  was  of  opinion,  that  it  Ijad 
efiected  none  of  its  contemplated  objects. 
For  instance,  beer  was  no  better  and  no 
cheaper  than  before  it  passed,  and  the 
monopoly  of  the  great  brewers  was  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  injured.  When  the 
amendment  of  his  hon.  friend  the  member 
for  Lambeth  should  be  disposed  of,  he 


555 


Sok^fBur. 


{COHIfOII*} 


MtfisfJOU^. 


a» 


(Bfr.  Handley)  slKmld  propoie  anodiery 
to  the  effect  of  limiting  the  consumplioo 
of  beer  on  the  premises. 

Mr.  Fyich0  Pcilmer  said,  the  evidcQce 
taken  before  the  Beer  Committeeivaod  the 
reports  founded  on  it,  were  worth  nothing 
tt  all.    The  eridence  was  really  the  most 
absurd  that  had  ever  been  ghren  before 
any  committee,  and  that  of  some  of  his 
brother  Magistrates  most  especially  so. 
Every  crime  in  the  calendar  was  traoed 
by  them  to  the  Beer  Bill ;  sheep  stealmg 
was  neyer  heard  of  befoie;  in  feet,  no 
▼ice,  no  demoralization  was  ever  known 
m  Uie  country,  according  to  their  9phi« 
ions,  until  the  Beer  Bill  came  into  oper- 
ation.   He  confessed,  he  did  not  think 
the  evidence  of  persons  who  viewed  the 
matter  through  such  a  medium,  was  much 
to  be  regarded   by  that  House.     The 
House  had  had  ipme  experience  of  what 
might  be  expected  from  prohibiting  the 
consumption  of  beer  on  the  premises.    It 
was  well  known,  that  when  the  prohibi- 
tion existed,  beer  was  purchased  at  one 
bouse,  and  the  people  met  at  another  and 
drank  it;  benches  were  placed  even  bv 
the  roadside,  a  plot  of  ground  was  stakea 
round  with  hurales,  not  more  than  twenty 
yards  from  the  beer-shop,  and  there  the 
beer  was  consumed.    Could  the  consump- 
tion of  beer  on  the  premises,  he  asked,  be 
attended  with  worse  effects  than  these  t 
Oil  the  contrary,  he  was  convinced,  that, 
under  proper  regulations^  it  would  be  at- 
tended with  very  great  advantage  to  the 
lower  orders,    ay  means  of  this  BiU, 
those  who,  on  the  faith  of  the  Beer  Act| 
had  expended  their  little  capital  on  beer- 
shops,  would  be  utterly  ruined;  and  thus 
not  alone  would  injustice  be  done  to  them, 
but  the  country  would  also  be  injured  by 
the  additional  amount  of  pauperism  witn 
which  it  would  certainly  be  burthened. 
If  they  were  to  be  dispossessed  of  their 
holdings,  they  should  at  least  get  time  to 
dispose  of  their  property,  and  convert  it 
into  money.     It  had  been  said,  the  beer 
was  no  better   under  the  present  sys- 
tem than  it  was  under  the  old  one.    He 
denied  the  fact  most  positively;  he  fre- 
quently tasted  the  beer  himself;  and  he 
asSerted,  that  it  was  a  great  deal  better  in 
quality ;  and  the  reason  was  obvious.   He 
would  state,  as  a  proof  of  this  assertion, 
a  circumstance  which  occurred   in    the 
county  of  Berks.    Under  the  old  system, 
it  was  the  practice  of  all  the  great  brewers, 
within  a  tract  of  country  comprehending 


forty  miles  in  width,  and  fifty  im  Vmffh; 
to  meet  once  every  week,  to  determine- 
what  the  price  and  quality  of  the  be6» 
should  be  for  Uie  next  week;  and  th* 
contract  wbicb  was  then  entered  into  wa» 
never  known  to  be  broken.  A  sirangei' 
could  never  get  in  among  them ;  and  the 
consequence  was,  that  tne  people  bad  U> 
drink  the  worst'  beveraffe  taat  ever  wa» 
brewed.  The  brewers  aU  made  fortanes^ 
because  nobody  else  coold  obtain  a  living 
by  the  sale  of  beer  in  that  distrtet.  Ife 
should,  therefoce,  strongly  oppose  the  pia- 
sent  measure,  beGause  he  believed  it  to  b* 
a  great  injustice  to  those  who  had  em- 
barked all  tbeir  property  under  the  belief 
that  they  would  be  protected  by  the  Le- 
gislature, and  because  he  ooneidered  many 
of  the  evils  of  the  old  system  woidd  bb 
renewed* 

Sir  Charge  StruMand  concurred,  that 
the  present  BiU  would  be  productive  of 
great  injury,  and  inflict  gross  injustioe  ott 
those  who  had  vested  their  capital  n» 
beer'>houses,  and  shoold,  therefore,  give 
the  clause  his  decided  opposition. 

Mr.  Aythfcrd  Sanferd  contended,  that 
no  injury  would  be  done  to  those  who 
kept  beer-houses  by  the  operation  of  this 
clause;  it  did  not  prevent  them  from 
selling  beer;  it  only  gave  permission  to 
others  to  sell  beer  to  be  consumed  off  the 
premises.  He  thought  the  present  Bill 
would  remedy  many  of  the  great  eviie 
produced  by  the  Beer  Act,  and  should, 
therefore  give  it  all  the  support  in  his 
power. 

Mr.  Heathcote  considered  the  propo* 
sition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  th« 
most  preferable.  Its  effect  would  be,  to 
get  rid,  not  so  much  of  the  Beer  Bill,  itself, 
as  the  evils  that  had  been  produced  by 
its  operation.  That  those  evils  had  pre- 
vail^ throughout  the  country  to  a  most 
alarmine  extent,  be  apprehended  no  man 
would  deny.  He  should  therefore  vote 
for  the  clause  which  had  been  substituted 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  member  for  Kent. 

Mr.  Onest  said,  the  injurious  e£fects 
produced  by  the  Beer  6ill  were  un* 
doubtedly  very  great  in  the  agricultural 
districts,  but  they  had  increased  in  a  ten- 
fold degree  in  the  populous  districts,  and 
in  manufacturing  towns.  The  beer  conU 
not  be  worse  tlmn  it  was  now;  but  it 
might  be  greatly  improved.  It  was  hie 
intention  to  support  the  clause. 

Mr.  Parker  was  determined  to  vote  for 
the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet ; 
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but  •!  Jb#  Him«  timi^  be.di4  optliael/ittis-* 
^d'  in  dping.  so  without  flomd  proyision 
being  made  for  the  vested  rights  of  those 
whose  properlv  would  be  verv  much  in- 
jwned  if  the  BiU  passed  into  a  law.  Thej 
beard  a  great  deal  in  that  House  about 
die  vested  rights  of  the  rich  man,  while 
those  of  the  poor  man  «[^re  passed  by 
unheeded .  Aa  much  respect,  however,  was 
due  frofti  that  House  to.  the  one  aa.the 
otheri  aodihe  should  propose  a  separate 
ckuse  to  the  House,  to  secure  the  vested 
inlerestt  of  those  whose  property  would 
be  affected  if  this  Bill  pasaed  into  a  law*, 

Mn  Ckiyley  should  give  his  support  to 
Ihe  Amendment  of  the  hon.  member  tot 
BridporU  He  could  not  help  observing, 
at  the  sanfte  time,  that  vested  righta  were 
not  so  much  mixed  up  with  the  considera- 
tion of  this  question  as  had  been  su|i|Kised 
l^y  m^ny  hon.  Members* 

Mr#  Kobert  Palmer  said^  that  of  all  the 
measures  that  bad  ey^r  passed  that  House 
he  Relieved  the  Beer  Bill  had  been  pro- 
duc|ive  of  the  greatest  evils.  In  cor- 
roboration of  what  he  stated,  he  would 
^nW  refer  to  numerous  petitions,  he  him- 
self had  presented  from  grand  juries,  magis* 
trates,  clergymen,  farmecsy .  and  -  many 
labourers  themselves,  all  in  condemuation. 
of  the  Bill,  and  praying  that  it  might  be 
repealed.  It  had  been  very  generally 
supposed,  that  the  Magistrates  wished  the 
pr^nt  system  to  be  abolished,  in  the  hope 
of  gaining  some  of  the  power  it  waa -said 
they  had  lost  by  it.  He  denied  that,  such 
waf  the  case.  It  was  well  known,  that 
th^;  duties  they  had  to  perform  in  licensing 
public-houses  were  of  a  most  unpleasant 
ch^ac^r,  and  subjected  th^  to  great  in- 
convenience. He  would  refer  to  the 
charges  pronounced  by  the  Judges. to  the 
Gr^nd  Juries  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
to  ahow  that  those  learned  peraona  attri* 
buted  a  great  deal  of  the  crime  that  .had 
increased  to  such  an  alarming  extent,  to 
the ,  injurious  effects  of  the  beer-housea. 
He  was  persuaded,  that  the  greater  portion 
of  the  evils  produced  by  this  measure 
were  owing  to  the  consumption  of  beer 
which  took  place  upon  the  premises  where 
it  waasold;  and  until  that  could  be  proved 
V^  be  a  benefit  to  the  country,  he  should 
give  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  pro- 
hibiting, such  consumption,  hia  hi^rty 
support. 

Mr.  PoiUr  observed,  that  thecomplaints 
bc|d  been  very  loud  and  frequent  on  the 
dep^oralizing  effects  which  had  been  pip- 


dttosd  by  tbe^aleof  l^eer;  but  he  believed, 
that  where  one  had  been  demoralized  by 
the  use  of  beer^  ten  had  been  demoralized 
by  the  use  of  acdent  spirits, 

Mr.  Wim  aaid>  that  notwithstanding 
all  that  had  been  said  with  regard  to  the 
injurioua  effects  produced  by  the  Beer 
Bill  in  agricultural  districts,  only  sixty- 
seven  petitions  had  been  presented,  signed 
by  10,240  persons,  during  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament,  while  those  pre- 
sented for  the  abolition  of  slavery,  and 
the  redress  of  grievances  of  the  Dissent- 
ers, amounted  to  five  or  six  times  that 
nuniber.  He  contended,  that  the  only 
object  of  this  Bill  was,  to  obtain  for  the 
Magistrates  a  restoration  of  that  power 
they  had  lost  by  the  Beer  Bill.  To  show 
what  had  been  the  effects  of  the  licensing 
syalem,  hewould  only  refer  to  what  had 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Lam- 
beth on  a  former  occasion.  A  house 
situate  in  the  parish  of  Lambeth  that  pro- 
duced a  rent  of  only  ^0/.  a-year  before 
it  was  licensed,  was  sold  for  5,500/.  im- 
mediately after ,  the  license  was  obtained. 
The  House  had  been  told,  that  the  Beer 
Bill  had  been  productive  of  a  great  increase 
of  crime.  It  was  easy  to  make  those  bold 
declarations,  but  it  was  difficult  to  support 
them. by  facts.  The  very  reverse  was  the 
fact.  In  the  couqty  of  Essex  in  the 
year  1831,  before  the  Beer  Bill  came  into 
operation,  the  number  of  convictions  at 
the  Sessions  amounted  to  368,  and  at  the 
Assizes  to  172.  In  the  year  1832,  which 
was  the  period  when  the  Bill  was  in  opera* 
tion,  the  number  of  the  convictions  at  the 
Sessions  was  298^  and  at  the  Assizes  they 
were  only  88.  This  statement,  therefore, 
showed.a  diminution  of  onchalf.  He  ap- 
pealed to  facts  rather  than  assertions;  and 
he  trusted  the  former  would  weigh  with 
the  House  rather  than  the  latter.  If  this 
clause  should  pass,  he  would  propose 
another  clause  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House,,  to  the  effect  that  the  two  first 
clauses  of  this  Bill  should  not  operate  on 
existing  establishments,  so  long  as  the 
premises  were  occupied  by  the  same 
parties. 

Mr.  Benett  said,  he  was  formerly  one 
of  the  supporters  of  the  Sale  of  Beer 
Act,  but  he  was  now  fully  convinced  of 
the  evils  it  had  produced  m  the  country. 
He  thought  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  remedy  many  of  the  evils 
produced  by  the  operation  of  that  mea- 
sure, and  he  should  therefore  support  it. 
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Mr.  Mark  PhiHps  thought  it  deshable 
there  should  be  Bome  check  on  the  parties 
who  kept  the  beer-houses.  He  knew  that, 
in  Bome  of  the  manufactaring  districts, 
nany  of  the  proprietors  of  these  houses 
were  actually  receiTing  parochial  relief  at 
the  time  they  kept  them.  In  any  altera- 
tion, however,  that  should  be;effected,  re- 
spect ought  to  be  paid  to  the  tested  rights 
of  the  parties  afiected  by  it. 

Mr.  Briscoe  gare  his  support  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Kent, 
because  he  was  of  opmion,  it  would  m^ 
crease  the  consumption  of  beer,  and  be 
the  means  of  producnig  a  beverage  of  a 
much  better  quality,  and  at  a  more  rea- 
sonable price. 

Major  Beauclerk  thought,  that  the 
greatest  respect  should  be  paid  to  the  in- 
terests of  those  poor  persons  who  had 
embarked  all  the  property  they  possessed 
to  obtain  a  livelihood  by  the  means  this 
Bill  had  held  out  to  them. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  as  the  Honse  was  legis- 
lating for  poor  persons,  they  ought  to 
consider  their  wants  with  reference  to  the 
situation  they  held  in  society.  Suppose 
a  House  of  Commons  composed  of  such 
persons  who  principally  consumed  the  beer 
at  these  houses,  the  first  thing  they  would 
do  would  be  to  put  down  club-houses,  be- 
cause they  encouraged  gambling:  the^ 
would  not  do  anything  that  would  curtail 
their  own  enjoyments.  He  put  it,  there- 
fore, to  the  House  whether  they  would 
consent  to  deprive  the  poor  man  of  the 
little  enjoyment  he  obtained  at  the  beer- 
shop  after  his  work  was  concluded.  He 
believed  this  clause  was  a  great  encroach- 
ment on  the  freedom  of  the  poor,  and 
therefore  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  J.  iSieftn^A^ said,  that personsof  every 
class  in  the  county  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent  united  in  reprobating  the  Sale 
of  Beer  Act  measure.  He  had  presented 
petitions  from  a  great  many  of  the  la- 
bourers themselves,  setting  forth  the 'evils 
It  had  produced,  and  he  pledged  himself 
to  present  a  petition  to  that  House  that 
should  be  signed  by  every  labouring  man 
in  one  of  the  districts  in  the  country, 
praying  that  the  law  should  be  imme- 
diately repealed. 

Sir  E,  Knatchbull  briefly  replied.  He 
believed,  that  his  plan  would  be  the  only  re- 
medy for  the  evils  which  the  demoralizing 
measure  it  was  intended  to  amend  had 
produced  throughout  the  whole  country. 


The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  War- 
burton's  Amendment— Ayes  ^3  >  Noa» 
141 ;  Majority  IIB. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Aglionby,  U.  OTIeilly,  W. 

Atlwood,  T.  Palmer,  C.  F. 

Bainbridge,  fi.  T.  PsrroU,  J. 

Beauclerk,  Major  Potter,  R. 

Blackburae,  J.  Roche,  D. 

Codrington.  Sir  £.  Scbolefiekl,  J . 

Ftelden,  J.  StricklaQd,  Sir  G. 

GaskeU,  D.  Trelawney,  W.  L. 

Godson,  R.  Walter,  J. 

Grote,  G.  Wilks,  J. 
Handley,  B.  tellek. 

Hume,  J.  Warburton,  H. 
Iiowdier,  Lord 

The  House  resumed— the  Committee  to 
sit  ag^in. 

Rbitoem  Act.]  Colonel  Evans  rose^ 
pursuant  to  the  notice  he  had  given,  to 
move  ibr  leave  to  bring:  m  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Reform  Act,  in  that  part  which  made 
the  payment  of  rates  and  taxes  an  essen- 
tial qwilification  for  votine  at  elections. 
He  had  last  year  tried,  without  effect,  to 
induce  the  House  to  adopt  this  Amend- 
ment of  the  Act.  He  feared,  that  he  should 
not  be  more  successful  on  the  present 
occasion,  though  he  had  now  a  strong  ar- 
gument in  ftivonr  of  the  Motion, — in  the 
evidence  which  had  since  been  afibrded  of 
the  practical  operation  of  that  clause  in 
disfranchising  vast  numbers  who  would 
otherwise  be  entitled,  and  to  whom  the 
Bill  intended  to  give  the  right  to  vote. 
What  he  sought  to  have  done  was,  the 
omission  from  the  27th  clause,  which  gave 
the  ri|ht  of  voting  in  boroughs,  of  the 
followmg  provisio — '<Nor  unless  such 
person  shall  hare  paid  on  or  before  the 
20th  day  of  July  in  such  a  year,  all  the 
poor-rates  and  assessed-taxes*  which  shall 
have  become  payable  from  him  in  respect 
to  such  premises  previously  to  the  6th 
day  of  April  then  next  preceding."  If 
the  House  should  not  be  disposed  to  go 
thns  far  with  him^  and  consent  to  the  omis- 
sion of  those  words,  he  would  even  be 
content  with  a  much  slighter  change  than 
the  one  he  had  proposed;  he  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  substitution  of  *'  the  6th 
day  of  October"  for  the  "  Oth  day  of 
April"  then  next  preceding.  [Lord  Al- 
thorp  expressed  his  dissent.]  He  was 
sorry  to  see,  that  .the  noble  Lord  did  not 
assent  to  his  very  moderate  proposition. 
His  own  object  was  to  give  full  effect  to 
the    proposed  intentions  of  those   who 
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drew  np  the  Reform  Act;  and  it 
could  be  shown,  that  the  wording 
of  this  Clause  had  had  the  effect  of 
disfranchising  many  thousands  through* 
out  the  country.  They  might  as  well 
have  made  the  payment  of  rent  the  test 
of  qualification  :  and  indeed  it  was  at  first 
proposed  in  the  Reform  Bill,  that  the  pay- 
ment of  rent  should  be  a  qualification  ; 
and  the  public  owed  it  not  to  Whig  liber- 
ality, but  to  the  exertions  of  an  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Edward  Sogden) 
the  late  unsuccessful  candidate  for  Cam- 
bridge, that  that  test  did  not  now  form  a 
part  of  the  Act.  Thus  the  public  owed  it 
to  that  learned  Gentleman's  exertions  that 
some  hundred  thousand  electors,  now  en- 
titled to  vote^  were  not  disfranchised,  as 
they  must  have  been  if  rent  were  allowed 
to  continue  as  a  qualification.  In  the 
very  moderate  proposition  with  which  he 
had  said  <he  wouki  be  satisfied,  all  that 
would  be  done  would  be  to  give  the  rate- 
payer the  advantage  of  six  months— that 
was,  that  he  should  have  paid  the  rates  and 
taxes  up  to  the  October  instead  of  the 
April  preceding.  The  payment  of  rates 
and  taxes  had  been,  under  the  former 
state  of  the  law,  made  a  fertile  source  of 
oorruption,  and  he  feared,  that  in  time  it 
would  become  so  under  the  Reform  Act. 
They  had  heard  of  the  practice  of  attor- 
Bies  or  agents  in  boroughs  paying  the 
t>oor-rateB  of  many  voters  on  the  condi- 
tion that  if  there  was  a  contest  they 
should  vote  for  those  whom  those  attor- 
nies  should  name,  and  then  when  they 
had  got  a  certain  number  of  votes  going 
about  seeking  for  a  candidate  who  might 
offer  himself  on  their  terms.  This  was  a 
practice  which  had  existed  to  a  great  ex- 
tent under  the  former  state  of  the  law. 
Would  it  not  be  well  to  anticipate  and 
provide  against  its  recurrence  by  removing 
so  fertile  a  source  of  corruption  ?  When 
he  brought  this  subject  forward  last  year 
he  was  told,  that  there  were  several  other 
Members  who  had  alterations  to  propose ; 
that  it  was  then  much  too  soon  to  suggest 
or  propose  any  Amendments,  as  they 
ought  to  wait  to  see  how  the  Bill  would 
work.  They  had  now,  however,  seen  how 
the  Act.  worked,  and  Government  had 
taken  eCway  one  argument  against  a 
change  by  the  proposing  an  Amendment 
to  the  Act.  He  did  hope  that  the  House, 
having  passed  the  Bill,  would  now  con* 
sent  to  render  it  efficient  by  carrying  the 
original  intention  of  the  authors  of  the 


ffi  fciUy  into  effector  It  was  calculated 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell) 
that  the  Bill  would  create  a  million  of 
voters ;  but  experience  had  shown,  that 
the  number  actually  entitled  to  vote  was 
little  more  than  half  a  million,  the  defi- 
ciency from  the  numbers  originally  an- 
nounced being  at  present  not  less  than 
470,000.  But  how  did  the  House  stand, 
as  compared  with  the  unreformed  Parlia- 
ment^ m  the  number  of  placemen,  pen^ 
siooers,  and  sinecurists,  who  bad  seats  in 
it?  It  appeared  from  the  report  of  a 
Committee  laid  on  the  Table  of  that 
House,  that  there  was  only  a  difference  of 
three  Jn  the  numbers  of  that  class  be- 
tweenthelate  and  the  present  Parliament. 
As  he  knew  from  the  present  constitution 
of  that  House,  that  any  Motion  which  the 
Oovemment  might  oppose  was  sure  to  be 
neeatived,  he  felt  that  he  had  little  or 
indeed  no  chance  of  having  his  Motion 
carried.  Yet  he  stiir  felt  it  his  duty  to 
move  a  Resolution,  embodying  his  opin- 
ion as  to  the  necessity  of  a  more  com- 
jdete  reform,  for  the  purpose  of  placing 
It  on  the  journals  of  the  House.  He 
would  therefore  move  the  following  Reso- 
lution :— *'  That  this  House  deems  it  ex- 
pedient to  repeal  or  mitigate  such  Clauses 
of  the  Reform  Act  as  have  been  found  to 
have  an  unexpected  restrictive  operation, 
particulaiiy  those  regarding  the  payment 
of  rates  and  taxes ;  and  that  a  revision  of 
the  Reform  Act  with  this  view  is  the 
more .  urgent*— because  the  new  constitu- 
ency has  been  found  to  fall  short,  by  al- 
most half  a  million  of  voters,  of  the  num- 
ber Government  contemplated,  and  the 
public  were  led  to  expect;  because  the 
present  House  of  Commons  comprises 
about  the  same  number  of  family  repre* 
sentatives  of  the  hereditary  branch  of.  the 
Legislature,  and  about  the  same  number 
of  placemen,  pensioners,  sinecurists,  and 
other  dependents  of  the  Crown,  which 
were  to  be  found  in  the  unreformed  Par- 
liament which  preceded  it ;  because  it  is 
vain  to  expect  an  independent  line  of 
conduct  from  a  Parliament  containing  so 
large  a  proportion  as  169  Members  who 
are  in  the  receipt  of  150,000/.  per  annum 
of  the  public- money ;  and  finally,  because 
this  House  has  in  effect  entirely  failed 
to  satisfy  the  just  expectations  of  the 
public.'^ 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  second  the  Motion, 
though  he  had  not  seen  it  or  been  aware 
of  its  exact  nature  until  he  had  now  heard 
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it  tmA  ik  Ihft  HMie^*  Ht  hi*  bMi  tke^ 

Cbaiwitti  9I  the  CiciamitiaB  li  wbiob  tm 
h9D«  and  gallMl  fimnd  had  alkided*  mid 
bs  eoqU  •ay,  that  ail  Iba  atalMMiiUriBada- 
i»  Iha  lapart  w«ta  foanded  on  the  aiH« 
thprity  of  doQuiMDta  rigaed  by  the  paitha 
who  piewoMd  them.  Hisroaaoaftrffinag 
ta  aacimd  thaae  Raaohitions  itaa^  tiial  tba 
o.bjeotioa  frtiich.ha  had  origiaally  liken  to 
the  Gliuaa  laitciotkig  the  right  of  ▼oChiff 
ta  the  paaafMini  of  lOL  hoaaee,  who  had 
paid  ap  their  ratee  iad  taiMt  leoiaiaed 
QDiteenid.  The-  reetrictioft  waa  iui)oati« 
fiaUet  Vithar  on  ieooant  of  the  priaeipie- 
ia? olfed  in  it«  thta  oa  aoooaal  of  the  pe-^ 
caniai^  panaeni  whieh  it  reqaimL  -  fie* 
ofegeotioiiaMe  irat  the^  prineiple  of  it>  that- 
to  his  knowiedgey  in  one  parieh  ahiD% 
1^0  penoas  hid  vokiatarily  ahandoaed 
their  riehi  lo  ibe  eieotive  f randUaib  Th6 
nehk  Lord  woaU  remoTi  a  greit  elijec- 
tioa  which  maay  pirsooi  tok  io  the  R** 
form  BUlf  if  he  wonld  pemit-ihis  Claase 
to  be  modifiedy  eveo  if  it  were  not  altered 
altogether.  There  would  aothi'inore'thaaY 
600,009  ekclon  at  the  n«ftt  leaiitiatioa; 
and  that  woold  be  owin^  to  we  Chaiae. 
d^priviDg  half  of  the  eleetivei  bo^  of  dieir 
firancbiae. 

.  Lord  Aliharp  was  not  aarpriaediat  find* 
iog  theae.  ReaoliHioBa  propoaed  by  the 
ban*  aad  gaUaoi  Repreaealali?a*fe»  Weat« 
minalery  bat  the  was  satpriaad;  to  fiiid«By 
Oeatlemaa  bold  enough  to^atote»  that  ha 
aeeonded  Resolatiooe  of  aaeh  a  diaricter 
without  haviog  peruaed  them  previoasly* 
The  first  of  those  ReaolatiOQS  elated,  that 
it  was  desirable  thai  the  Hoasa.shoirid 
enter  upon  the  eonaideratioQ  of  the  pf^ 
pnet^  cf  modifyiog  the  Reform  BilL  New^ 
he  did  aot  thiok  Uiat  such  aa  inquiry  was 
desirable*  The  boa.  and  gaUaQt  Offioer^ 
aaid,  that  we  should  eofler  into  tbe'eoa« 
eidecation  of  the  right  :of  :fiBDchise»  be" 
cause  we  had  already  eniered  upon  the 
oonsideiatien  of  a  plan  forrmodtlying^ 
the  mode  of  registcition.  But  the^mode- 
of  registering  the  electors-  tfi?olved-  a 
very  different  question  from  -  that  itf  the 
proper  amount  of  the  eleetife  fimichise* 
This  priaciple  of  making  the  eleeliTft  fran- 
chise depend  on  the  payment  of  retestaad 
taxes  was  not  a  new  prtneiple  in  our  sya« 
tem.  It  was  part  of  the  old  seot«and4ot 
system*  The  object  of  the  framers  of-  the 
Reform  Bill,  after  making  a  lOf.  ocou* 
paacy  the  basis  of  the  electire  flanchtse 
was,  to  prevent  that  standard  from. being 
evaded.    With  that  view  thisClanse  and 


these  esstiMtfM'Mii  intiodaoed.  Hci 
thswgfat  that  after  Pediaqient  had  dan 
dared,  that  a  IM*  poeapaaey  should  gita 
a  tale  in;  boroughsi  it  waa  essentially  ne« 
cesaary  that  the  oeoapan<^  should  be  Jfomt 
Jide^  From  the  esperieace  whioh  he  had 
derived  Aom  the  rsmt  of -the  last  aeaeral 
election^' he  waa  coavinoed  aiore  than  he» 
was  before  it,  'that  the.  franchise, uohich 
the  Ooterameni  ^ad  eeleeted  wai;  (ha 
proper  franchise.  If  Ihey  l0<Aed  at  tha 
new  coasttouenciesi  it  would  be  foand^ 
that*  though  most  of  them  had  coaducled 
thesiiselves  weUy  those  who  hadcondactr 
ed  Ihemedivea  best  were  the  I^/.  con*- 
elitiieDeies.  These  were  other  topics  ta 
which  the  Resolotiooa  el  the  hon*  and 
galliat  Officer  refersed»  and  on  which  he 
wouM  take  ihe  liberty  «f  saving  a  few^ 
words*  One  of  thma  rafenred  to  the  im«i 
propriety  of  the  ^est  aoos  of  feen^ 
m  whioh  predieameni  he  stood,  ocoupyn 
iogaeata  m  the  House  of  Commons.  On 
such  a  sabjeci  he  might  perhaps  speak  witb 
soase-  degree  of  pfejudice,  but^he  did  aol 
sea  that  these  was,  aooiKdingrto  the  con* 
s4itatkMi»  any  ^jectk)n  to  their  haviaif; 
seals  in  that  Hoi>se.  As  the  law  stood 
a^  piesentrlh^eoastitiieopiesof  the.coa»* 
try  were  Dpeo  -to  choose  whomsoever  they, 
pleased^  whether,  thesa^  parsons  were  aaas 
of  Peessv  or  whether  tney  were  ummit 
aeeted  with  the  nobility»  The  hon^  and. 
gallant 'Officer  -had  also  made  .a  similar 
observation  with  sespeot  to  placesfiea.  *Hm 
had  said,  that  the  number  lof  placemen  in 
the  Heuae  was  eighty-six.  He  (Lord  Al- 
thorp)  was.  surprised  at  that  statement,  .fort 
he  certainly  had  thought  that  the  number, 
was  net  so  great.  The  constituencies, 
however^  knew  whether  ihe  persons  who 
SOi^ht  their  suffrages  held  offices  or  not; 
and  if  Ihey  chose  to  elect  persons:  holding 
such,  offices,'  that  waa  no  reesoa  for  ref« 
vising  th^  Reform  Bill.  As  to  the  pro* 
eeediogs  of  the  House  not  giving  sati«fac« 
tioe  to  the  country >  that  was  a. point  on 
whieh  be  diffi^ed  from  the  boo*  and  gal* 
lent  Officer.  That  they  did  not  give^sa* 
tiaiectKNi  to  the  hon«  and  gallant  Officer^ 
hC'  readily  :believed,  for  that  hon.  and- 
gallaai-Offioer  generally  voted  in  tbo  mi* 
iority^  and  a  Oendemaq  in  the  mic^rity 
was*  in  the  habit  of  believing  that  morer 
pemoaaegried  With  him  out  of  doors  than. 
'  actuidly  did.  On  these  grounds  he  should 
of^KMo  the  Resolutions. 

%Mr.  i2oe6NcA  supported  the, Resolutions, 
The  ^th  Clause  of  the  Reform  Act,  com-. 


H^mm4^ 


f^Mft^O} 


JB^ifmTA$i,' 


i«te»  atad  taacM  oa  a.  certain  day,  if  he 
iri8hedt»eajoy4l»  right  of  flttfiraga,  Noiti 
if  a  man  dtdnotpay  &oaa  rates  and  taxes^ 
byltcerUMi  day^he  loitUsaiiffraga;  but 
iio  State  did  not  lose  its  revenue,  for  it 
ninde  him  pay  his  taxes  aflervrards,  and 
IhAt  bekig  the  ease,  the  indmdoal:  ought 
10  his  opkiion,  to  retain  bis  right  of  voting. 
The  only  advantage,  if  advantage  it  oovM 
be'  called,  of  thi#  Clatise,  was  its  tendency 
to  msitow  the  echstitaency,  and  t6  place 
the  sufirage  in  the  hands  of  a  few  pemoos 
for  their  owm  beaiefit  and  for  the  injury  of 
the  many.  He  complained,  that  the  noble- 
Lord  opposite,  by  placing  this  Olanse  in 
the  Bill,  had  placed  in  it  a  ruinoiis  prin- 
ciple. When  distrsss  pervaded  the  coun-^ 
try  the  poorer  dass  of  voters  would,  of 
necessity,  be  most  anxious  to  make  their 
cries  heard  by  the  Legislature,  and  yet  at 
that  very  tkne  moat  of  them  would  be  die. 
icanchased  by  their  incapedlty'  to  pay  their 
mtes  and  ta«es»  Why  should  the  poor 
at  that  time  be  disfranchised?  Did  the 
noble  Loud  snpposetbat,  if  dlstresa  fell  on 
the  poorer dectorSf  that  distress  depfived 
them  of  the  education,  the  intelligonco, 
and  the  probity,  which  they  possessed  in 
tbo  year  before  ?  And  yet  owing  to  «coi* 
dents^  over  which  a  man  might  have  no' 
contrd,  an,  individual  who  enjoyed  con^ 
fori  one  jeax  might  be  reduced  to  great 
inconvenience  the  next ;  and  then  bis  suf^ 
ierings  were  to  be  aggiavaCed  by  fiie 
noble  Lord's  telling  him,  **  Yoil  are  de- 
prived of  your  fta#ta«— you  Bte  no  free- 
man  "'■you  ate  poor#  therefore  your  elect- 
ive franchise  shall  be  taken  lirom  you/' 
He  wished  the  House  to  consider  whet 
was  meant  by  the  words  **  nartow  eoosti- 
toency''  in  •  &igland.  Those  words  meant 
a  rich  constitttencv,  and  did  a  rich- con- 
stituency sneak  the  voice  of  the  people 
of  England  ?  GerUinly  not.  They  did 
not  speak  the  voice  of  its  artisans,  who 
formed  the  most  intelligent  and  pa- 
triotic class.  Did  distress  foU  on  the  rich 
shopkeeper  and  gentleman?  No-)  it  fell 
on  the  working  artisans,  who,  he  repeated, 
fonaed  the  most  intelligent  and  patriotic 
body  in  the  community.  He  was  speaking 
of  the  Slii€  of  the  artisans-— of  such  of 
them  .as  occupied  10/.  houses.  Why  were 
such  men  worthy  of  the  fratichfse  one  year 
dnd  unworthy  of  it  another?  He  did 
hope  that  the  noble  Lord  would  not  till 
him  that  this  enactment  was  necessary 
for  the  collection  of  the  revenue.    It  was 


nee  ao,'fer  As  loaa  ika»ieqfiiiati||F  cosapdisJ 
to.  '|>ay  hie  taxes  whether  be  seeurrar  his 
vote*  or  not.  The  ratingmust  be  a  real' 
not  a  nominal  rating,  and  •  pay*  k  the  bmn 
must.  How,  then,  could  the  nMe  Lord 
jttstiff 'this  mode  Of  robbisig  th^constitu^ 
ency  of  a  fiancfaiBe  which  tbe  Reform  Bill 
pretended  to  give  ^diem,  but  of  which 
this  dause  positively  deprived  lihem? 

Mr.  O'Cbmie/^  said,  recent  events  bni 
shown,  that  it  was  "very  necessary  that' 
something  should  be  done  to  askend  Ihia 
Okuie  about  raitee  and  taxes,  for  at  Cam** 
bridge  tevenCy  votera  had  been  )disf)paa^' 
.chiaed,>  bedmse:  the  doUeotor  of  tatea 
bad  reeeived  their  moaeV-and'had  tun 
awi^  trith  it  tffthout  aciaiowledgto^  ita 
Vaeatpt.  Now/  there^  was-  no  eie^Ctos' 
on  tha:iasult  ofwblehtbe^te  of  thtf 
Qwemment,  and  be  mi^t  perhaps  say 
of  the  oountry  depehded  so  much  as  on 
that  at:  Cambridge.  It  was  )oite  clear, 
that  this  number  mtcht  have  turned  'the 
tiepidatiag  soale  either -way.  After  the' 
apaetaole  of  puMio  buflbenery  which  had 
ibeen  erirfMtod  in^all  maaners  of  iMiys  at 
Oxford,  in  order  to  influence  pubKc  ophi-" 
ion  against  the  Oovemment,  he  knew  not 
what  might  haVe  been  the  effect  of  a  real 
and  substantial  victory  oref  it  at  Cam- 
ibridge.  He  lindeiatood  that  owing  to 
the  operation  of  this  claaee,  the  iiiimbe^  of 
jvoters  -at  present  vegistered  fell  short  of 
•the  number  which  iMd  been  anticipated' 
befota  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act  by 
not  less  than  half  a  million.  Instead^ 
•then,  of  pursuing  a  restrictive  system, 
the  Government,  if  it  acted  wisely,  and 
wished  to  smad  well  ih  the  opinion  of  (Afe 
people,  would  adopt  the  principle  of  this 
jMotion,  and  consent  to  this  extension,  or- 
rather  increase,  ofthe  frttnchise.  In  many 
boroughs,  the  oonstitneocy  had  been  ren* 
dered  very  narrow  by  actiAg  on  the  prin- 
ciple it  was  now  proposed  to  amend.  In ' 
the  borough  of  Harwich,  there  were  not 
more  than  170  electors ;  in  that  of  Port- 
arlington  therft  were  not  100.  He  did 
not  mean  to  find  fthilt  with  the  choice 
made  by  those  electors,  nor  to  impate  to 
them  improper  mortives;  all  he  meant  to 
say  was,  that  itf  thosie  boroughs  the  votes 
would  soon  be  of  as  much  ^lue  as  votta 
v^eni  in  anyof  the  dose  boroughs  recently 
destroyed.  It  was  his  belief  that  we 
owed  reform  more  to  accident  than  to  de- 
sign. The  Administration  now  in  power 
succeeded  in  acquiring  office  owing  to  the 
imprudent  and  uncalM-for  declaration  of 
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the  Duke  of  WelUagton  againtt  Reforai. 
The  oligarchy  there  made  a  miatake,  bat 
those  who  succeeded  it,  found  that  they 
could  not  avail  themselves  of  that  mistake 
unless  they  obtained  the  advantage  of 
popular  aid.  They  got  that  aid,  and 
then  they  acted  upon  the  principle  of 
giving  to  the  people  as  little  Reform  as 
they  could  to  suit  their  own  purposes. 
Even  that  little  Reform  they  clogged 
with  restrictions,  and  no  restriction  could 
be. more  effectual  for  their  object  than  that 
of  making  the  pavment  of  rates  and  taxes 
a  preliminary  to  the  possession  of  the  elec- 
tive franchise.  Owing  to  that  restric- 
tion, the  amount  of  the  constituent  body 
was  hourly  diminishing  throughout  the 
country,  and  there  was  not,  he  believed, 
a  single  borough  in  the  kingdom  in 
which  the  constituency  had  not  been  re- 
gularly decreasing  from  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Act  down  to  the  present 
hour.  He  therefore  agreed  with  the 
hon.  and  galjant  Officer  in  thinking,  that 
the  House  ought  to  adopt  these  resolu- 
tions, and  by  so  doing,  increase  the 
number  of  electors  throughout  the  king- 
dom. Neither  from  courtesy  nor  from 
principle  was  he  inclined  to  object  to  the 
system  of  electing  the  sons  of  Peers  Mem- 
bers of  that  House;  but  there  certainly 
was  one  objection  to  which  that  system 
was  and  would  be  liable,  so  long  as  the 
duration  of  Parliaments  was  septennial. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite,  had  certainly 
been  elected  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
C/ommons  for  a  long  series  of  years; 
but  he  was  an  exception  from  the 
general  rule  which  applied  to  the  eldest 
sons  of  Peers.  If  they  were  elected 
for  one  Parliament,  they  were  elected  for 
as  long  a  period  as  they  would  probably 
have  to  sit  in  that  House.  Seven  years 
was  about  the  probability  of  the  duration 
of  the  life  of  any  Peer  who  had  a  son  old 
enough  to  sit  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  being  the  case,  the  eldest  son  of  a 
Peer  might  vote  as  he  pleased,  as  he  was 
relieved  from  the  responsibility  which  at- 
tached to  the  votes  of  other  Members 
of  that  House.  He  would  give  them 
an  instance  of  what  he  meant.  A  noble 
Lord,  who  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament 
was  member  for  the  county  of  Perth,  had 
assailed  him  on  the  first  night  of  it,  and 
had  afterwards  voted  with  the  noble  Lord 
in  support  of  the  Coercion  Bill.  Would 
that  noble  Lord  have  been  returned  again 
to  Parliament  for  the  county  of  Perth 


after  those  votes,  if  he  had  had  occasion 
to  appeal  to  his  constituents  ?  He  thought 
not,  and  for  this  reason — that  a  person 
of  politics  opposed  to  those  of  that  noble 
Lord  had  been  recently  returned  for  that 
county.  The  son  of  a  reer,  in  that  situa- 
tion, had  this  advantage  then  over  other 
Members — he  voted  as  he  pleased,  because 
he  did  not  expect  to  come  among  them 
again.  It  was  therefore  the  duty  of  the 
House,  if  they  intended  to  act  upon  the 
principle  of  the  Reform  Bill,  to  accede  to 
the  principle  of  these  resolutions.  He 
wished  to  see  them  modified ;  but-still  he 
should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  support 
them. 

Mr.  ThomoM  Atiwood  said,  that  this 
clause  had  disappointed  the  expectations 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  town  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent.  Whilst  the  Re- 
form Bill  was  under  discussion,  the  people 
expected  at  Birmingham,  that  that  bo- 
rough would  have  tdx)ut  18,000  voters. 
There  were  18,000  10/.  houses  in  that 
town,  and  it  was  expected,  that  there 
would  have  been  as  many  votes,  as  the 
occupiers  of  those  houses  paid  their  rents 
regularly  and  punctually.  It  was  now 
bis  painful  duty  to  state,  that  he  had  only 
4,000  constituents.  He  had  no  reason 
to  complain  of  them,  for  they  had  returned 
him  unanimously ;  and  so,  too,  would  the 
18,000  voters,  if  they  had  been  properly 
qualified.  He  thought,  that  a  fraud 
had  been  committed  on  the  country  by 
inserting  this  10/.  franchise  clause  into 
the  Bill.  Under  its  operation,  not  only 
had  the  householders  to  pay  up  the 
rates  and  taxes  on  each  10/.  house,  but 
they  had  also  to  see  that  the  entry  of  those 
payments  was  made  in  our  own  names. 
In  Birmingham,  two-thirds  of  the  houses 
were  rated  in  the  names,  not  of  the  occu- 
piers, but  of  the  landlords;  and  thus  there 
were  disfranchised  14,000  of  the  best 
and  of  the  most  patriotic  men  in  Eng- 
land. He  was  happy  to  have  this  op- 
portunity to  confirm  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Bath — that  these 
artisans  were  the  best,  and  worthiest, 
and  most  patriotic  men  in  England ;  and 
yet  in  this  way  had  they  been 'disfran- 
chised. He  should  support  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  be- 
cause they  were  calculated  to  enlarge  the 
franchise  under  the  Bill  of  Reform.  At 
present,  it  was  a  fraud  upon  the  people  of 
England,  and  therefore  he  was  ready  to 
support  any  just   and  practical  enlarge- 
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ment  of  it.  It  was  a  great  measxire^  un- 
doubtedly, bat  still  It  was  a  fraud  on  the 
people,  because  it  had  not  given  them 
half  that  liberty,  nor  half  that  prosperity 
which  they  had  a  right  to  expect. 

Lord  John  Russell  felt  himself  called 
ppon  to  contradict,  with  all  due  respect, 
an  expression  which  had  just  fallen  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Birmingham.    The 
hon.  Member  had  said,  that  before  the 
Reform  Bill  became  law,  it  was  expected 
that  Birmingham  would  contain  18,000 
voters.    Now   he,  for   one,   had   never 
either   felt  or  stated  such   an  expectar 
tion.    He  had  said,  that  the  Reform  Bill 
would  give  to  Birmingham  5,000  electors, 
and  it  now  appeared,  that  the  actual  num- 
ber of  electors  there  only  fell  1,000  short 
of  that  amount.    The  Bill  of  Reform, 
which  gave,  to  4,000  electors  the  right  of 
returning  two  representatives  for  a  town 
which  had  never  before  possessed  that 
right,  was  in  his  opinion  a  thorough  Re- 
form.    He  was  sorry,  that  it  had  not  pro- 
duced all  the  prosperity  that  was  expected; 
but  he  had  an  odd  notion,  that  what  the 
hon.  Member  called  prosperity  was  only 
.another  name  for  the  1/.  notes.  Certainly 
the  Reformed  Parliament  had  not  adopted 
the  hon.  Member's  panacea  for  all  the 
evils  of  the  country,  and  he  was  not  cer- 
tain that  the  consequence  of  enlarging 
the  elective  franchise  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Birmingham  wished,  would  be  that 
prosperity  which  that  hon.  Member  took 
so  much  pride  in  proposing  and  vindicat- 
ing.   He  must  also  contend  against  the 
assertion,  that  the  Reform  Bill  was  a  fraud 
on  the  people  of  England,  or  that  it  was 
the  least  Reform   which    the    Ministers 
could  give  with  safety  to  themselves.    On 
the  contrary,  it  was  at  the  time  generally 
said,  *  and    with  •  great  plausibility   and 
truth,  that  if  a  Bill  for  a  less  Reform  had 
been  proposed,  the  peot)le  of  England 
would  have  received  it,  and  would  have 
been  satisfied  with  it  as  enough.     But 
Ministers  proposed  a  scheme  of  large  and 
extensive  Reform,  because  it  was  more 
likely  to  be  permanent  than  a  less  Re- 
form.    That  was  the  ground  upon  which 
the  Reform  Bill  was  introduced-rthat  was 
the  ground  upon  which  he  was  now  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  it.     He  was  not  pre- 
.pared  for  a  measure  which  would  carry 
Reform  further.    The  present  Reform  had 
given  the  people  of  England— :he  was  not 
now  speaking  of  the  people  of  Ireland — 
the  power  of  electing  their  own  Represent- 


atives. He  thought,  that  the  repeal  of 
this  restriction  would  not  give  them  that 
power  more  fully.  With  regard  to  the 
observation  which  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin, 
upon  a  transaction  connected  with  the  last 
election  at  Cambridge,  he  would  merely 
remark,  that  the  overseer  at  Cambridge 
had  kept  two  sets  of  books.  In  ;one,  he 
had  entered  the  names  of  those  who  were 
claimants,  and  had  paid  him,  and  in  an- 
other, he  had  entered  the  names  of  those 
who  had  paid  him,  but  whom  he  had  not 
admitted  as: claimants  on  the  register. 
That  was  a  fraud  for  which  he  was  liable 
to  punishment.  But  he  died  soon  after- 
wards, and  he  did  not  know  of  any  Bill 
by  which  they  could  punish  a  dead  over- 
seer. He  had  not  heard  anything  in  the 
course  of  the  present  debate  to  induce  him 
to  come  to  a  different  opinion  from  that 
which  he  had  formerly  expressed— that 
Parliament,  having  sanctioned  this  Act  of 
Reform,  it  was  not  necessary  to  go  fur« 
ther,  for  it  gave  the  people  the  power  of 
electing  their  own  Representatives,  which 
was  theirs  by  right  and  by  law,  and  of 
which  he  thought  they  had  'made  a  very 
proper  use. 

.    The  House  dhrided— Ayes  37;  Noes 
124;  Majority  87. 

Rib AiTD  Trade.]  Mr.  Henry  Lytton 
Bulwer,  in  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  for  the  protection  of  the  Riband 
trade  by  means  of  prohibition,  said,  he  was 
aware,  that  it  was  necessary  for  him  to 
make  out  an  extraordinary  case,  in  order 
to  justify  prohibition,  and  he  admitted 
that  he  was  bound  to  show,  that  this  was 
the  only  means  of  relieving  the  distress 
and  depression  of  that  particular  branch 
of  manufacture.  The  hon.  Member  en- 
tered into  a  lengthened  statement,  to 
show,  that  great  distress  existed  in  the  ri- 
band trade,  that  this  was  caused  by  the 
competition  of  the  French  manufacturers, 
and  that  the  prohibition  of  their  commo* 
dities  was  the  only  means  of  saving  our 
own  trade.  He  observed,  that,  in  1 832, 
it  was  distinctly  proved  that  the  poor- 
rates  in  Coventry  (the  principal  seat  of  the 
riband  weaving  trade)  had  reached  to 
nearly  double  their  amount  in  1827,  and 
that  of  10,000  looms,  8,444  were  entirely 
unemployed.  Out  of  a  population  of 
8,000  persons  within  a  given  district,  3,000 
were  wholly  dependent  on  parochial  relief 
for  subsistence.    The  distress  had  since 
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gone  CD  augmaitfaigt  at  ippeMcd  fton 
Ae  eiridaftoe  lakes  bdivn  the  Cbttmitlee. 
Tke  wages  of  weaving  had  been  reduced 
tkirty  per  cent  wilhin  the  laat  tluee 
years ;  aod  everything  eonneeted  with  the 
riband  trade,  was  in  the  fewest  state  of 
depiflssion*  In  Fc«ace»  the  mannflietQMr 
possessed  great  iKlTantages  over  his  imds 
m  this  country.  He  pvrchased  aiUt  at  a 
fewer  price,  gave  a  lower  rate  of  wages^ 
and  was  at  less  expense  with  legara  to 
patterns.  The  iaiportatfeB  of  Franch  ri<« 
bands  hadincnastfl  in  oneyear^-tetiwe^n 
1833  and  1 834  ~  from  110,0001.  to 
218,000/.  While  the  riband»-trade  was 
ftdiios;  off  in  Englalid,  it  was  angmesting 
and  flourishing  in  France,  where  the  nam* 
ber  of  looms  was  increasing*  Fashion 
was  oa  the  side  of  France,  w&fa  obtained 
a  priority  over  the  mannfactnses  of  this 
country.  B«t  if  French  goods '  were  {pro- 
hibited, theFrsnch  mannfkctarer  woUd 
eilber  be  obliged  to  iaaitate  Oar  gobdsi 
vdiich  would  give  as  the  priority  of  the 
tnaket,  or  else  he  nmst  make  a  dtftrsnt 
articfe,  and  th«i  the  fraad  wbvld  be  dis- 
covered should  any  be  smuggled  mto  Ais 
eoantry*  ProhibitHm  was  the  onlT  ef- 
fectual remedy  for  the  deprassiOD  of  our 
riband  trade^  because  fancy  artides  of 
that  kind  could  not  be  mannfoctuied  in 
this  country  if  exposed  to  French  compe- 
titbn.  He  hcpeo,  {hat  the  next  Gom- 
mission  sent  ainroad  would  not  be  to  die 
French  Government,  but  to  the  French 
BuHiners,  to  acquire  a  knowledge  of 
fashions  and  fancy  aitides;  and  hesnould 
not.  oiNect,  if  the  right  bon;  Gentleman 
(Mr*  Pottlett  Thomson)  undertook  the 
Gommissfen  himaelf.  Oar  economists 
had  begun. at  the  wrong  end*«*they  ought 
fimt  to  have  taken  the  protection  off  corui 
and  tlien  proceeded  to  manufactures; 
But,  as  they  adopted  a  contmry  prineipfe| 
and  contemplated  an  adequate  protectfen 
to  every  interest  by  fanposing  certain 
duties,  then  they  should,'  m  consistency, 
go.  with  him  even  to  the  length  of  prohi- 
bition, if  that  were  the  only  meana  of  pro- 
tecting this  particular  branch  of  manufac^ 
tare.  If  they  opened  the  English  ports 
to  foreign  com,  and  if  France  established 
efairsystem  of  reciprocity  with  us,  the  case 
of  the  riband  manufacturers  went  to  the 
gzouad.  But^fthe  House  pursued  the  pre- 
aentsystem,  then,  witk  whatever  reluctance 
itmigbtbe  resolved  «p6ii,faesaw  noother 
alternative  for  the'interestvof  the  riband 
taamifiwturen  than  that,  whidi  he  pro- 


posed  '  namely,  prahibHion*  H^  wouM 
ihin  ha^  proposed  a  better'  rcmedf,  or 
one  more  conlbrmable  with  the  Uberel 

Erittoiples  of  the  present  liberal  age;  bat 
e  fdft  convinoed,  that  only  prcrfiibitiott 
wouM  reach  the  evil,  and  alleviate  the 
distrsas  now  felt  by  oar  manuftttturen. 
The  French  silk*  nianufactuver  would  eiliier 
ncft  imitate  us,  and  therefore  would  be  ex- 
clnded  from  our  market)  ertheywoakl 
hnttate  us,  and  so  put  oar  manufscturers 
upon  a  level  with  themselves,  opening 
the  maricet  of  Ihshion  to  our  operatives. 
The  main  argameat  iri  fisvour  or  proMM- 
tfen  was,  that  it  muit  secure  to  the  Eog- 
lisb  miinufaetorera  the  priority  of  feshfen, 
whfeh  was  the' great  end  aimed  at  by  both 
the  fcjfoign  and  the  home  manufacturer. 
Whatever  waa  the  prevailing  fashion  or 
taste,  commanded  the  market.  Now,  s^l 
looked  to  the  Frenoh  for  the  patterns ; 
but,  if  their  milks  and  ribands  were  pro- 
hibited, then,  to  get  into  the  market,  as 
before  they  used  to  do,  by  smuggling, 
they  must  copy  our  manufacture  desely ; 
anci  thus  fesa  the  prioritr  they  now  en- 
joyed, of  giving  us  the  fashions  in  silk. 
It  was  of  no  use  to  adopt,  as  a  remedy, 
anything' whteh  SMist  be  in  tbe^periarent 
unequal  to  the  end  they  had  m  view; 
and  it  was  on  this  account  that  he  was 
emboldeaed  to  propose  to  the  House  ab- 
aeinle  prohibiifen,  because  he  felt,  tiiat 
nothing  diort  of  it  would  effect  the  relief 
of  the  silk  niaaufhctttrere  of  this  coantry. 
There  -was  one  other  oonsideration  which 
he  wouM  submit  to  the  House,  and  it  was 
thia-^^ey  should  recollect  what  the  dis- 
poaitfon  of  the  party  was  against  whom 
he  called  upon  them  to  act  thus.  Had 
the  French  shown  themselves  disposed  to 
join  us  in  foir  terms  of  commercial  inter- 
course f-^-or,  were  tbe^  not  rather  pre- 
determined not  to  reciprocate  equitably 
with  England  the  benefits  of  trade  by  an 
equable  reduction  of  prohibitory  and  pro- 
tecting imposts?  It  was  but  too  clear 
what  was  the  real  policy  of  the  French 
Government  towards  this  country,  in  the 
preference  which  the  Belgians  had  enjoyed 
always  in  their  ports  over  Great  Britain ; 
but  that  whidi  spoke  volumes  was,  the 
admissien  into  France  of  coal  and  iron 
fh>m  Belgium  in  preference  to  better  ceal 
and  iron  firom  British  ports,  on  the  shal- 
low pretext,  that  the  distinction  was  un- 
intentional, and  happened  merely  because 
one  was  borne  by  land  or  oanals,  whilst  the 
other  was  borne  by  sea.    There  distmc*- 
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iiom BbottM  ^ ot  tbe-Houfe'  nilhoOot- 
vernoMBt  on  ita  guard  ^igMost/the  Mot- 
siens  wbtch  ^  were  attempled  to  be  pmo- 
4tieik%y  Fmnee.  He  wished^  above  all 
ikiiigf  ,  that  the  Qoveninieni  of  Umi  eoun*- 
try.  would  eeeythat  tt  was  lit  duty  to  be 
co&flisteBt  m  caaeeof  an  aBah>9ona  oatttfe^ 
aad  not  atttrnpt  tO'Cberish  one  trade  by 
pr^ibitory  enaotmenls^  wbifet  they  over<- 
whelmed  another  tiade  by  inviting  foieign 
competiiiottk  tihrongh  the  opening  of 
oor  ports-  lo  the- foieign  tillc  manulhc* 
4uven  With  these  Tiews  ha  shenld 
snove  for  leave  to  bring  in  «  Bill  for 
afferdiDg  praleetion  *io  the*  riband  ma- 
uttfeeturers  of  this  'countvy  by  meanaof 
prohibition*  - 

Mf.  DugdaU  had  |;raat^ifalisfhalion''  in 
aeeondiftg  the-  Motion 9 -and  he  stncetnly 
trusted,  that  the  Houee  would  consent  to 
the  introduotiotf  of  tho  measaretwhinh  his 
hon«r  friend,  .the  tnembev  for  Obventryv 
asked  4eavw  to  bring  ^in.^  He  eoukt  assure 
•the  Houee,  that  ^  riband  'weaveia  of 
Coventry  wete  in  a  state  •of  pitiable  dis^ 
tiess;  tiad  the*  severe -depvession*  under 
whieh  they  laboured  was,  hewassalielied, 
the  consequence  of  the  system  of  free* 
trade  which  had  of  late^ years  beenadopted 
in- Ibis  country.  No  persona  could  bear 
tiie  dej^oraUe  situation  in  which  they 
had 'been  placed  with  more  patienoey  or 
gteaterres^nation^than  the  riband  weavers 
kad  denes  and  their  silent lbrbearaaee> 
he  thougtit^  gave  then  sonetliing  Hks  a 
fair  •  daiu'  for  '  the  proteotion  >  for  which 
•^ey  sought.  They  had  hoped  to  gain 
some  alleriaticMi  'of  the  misery  they  en* 
dared  from  the  Treaty  of  Reclprocily  that 
was  expected  to  be  entered  into  between 
Bogland  and  Frsuce;  In  that  hope,  how- 
ever, as  everybody  knew,  they  had  been 
disappointed ;  but,  even  had  a  Treaty  of 
Reciprocity  been  agreed  to  by  the  two 
countries,  it  was  his-  opinion,  that  the  ri- 
band-trade especiidly  would  reap  little  or  no 
benefit  from  it.  Such  were  the  advantages 
which  the  French  riband  manufacturer 
possessed  over  the  manufaelurer  of' this 
country,  that  competition  between  them 
was  entirely  out  oi  the  question ;  nnd, 
-therefore,  unless  dotual  prohibition  were 
-teeorted  to,  the  French  manufacturer 
must,  as  at  present,  enjoy  almost  excla- 
sively  the  monopoly  of  our  markets*  In 
fact,  it  had  been  shown,-  by  a  history  of 
the  trade,  that  it  never  prospered  except 
when  prohibition  was  established.  Gen- 
tlemen who.  were  disciples  of  the  free-tra^e 


frineqica  would  not  agiee  4a  that;  .b«C» 
forikiapartr  he  could  not  cenoetve  bow 
that  could  be  beneficial  to  any  country 
which  discouraged  her  own  manufactures; 
Md>  he  thought,  that  it  was  the  du^  of 
every  Qovemment  to  attend  to  the  inter- 
ests of  ikm  own  trade  and  commerce  he- 
foie  flmse  of  any  other  country. 

Sir  Eardim^  WUmoi  thought  it  wasim*- 
possible  to  convey  to  the  House  an  idea 
ii  the  state  of  distress  in  vdiich  those  poor 
and  Buffisring  people  wera  involved;,  and 
k  Ivas  abeolutely  necessary,  that  some 
means*  should  be  taken  to  afibid  them 
ittlieCrr  Their  distress  did  not  arise,- as 
eome  alleged,  front  the  inferiority  of  their 
nmnafeotarta  to  those  of  llie  French : 
they  could  manufocture  qaito  as  well  as 
the  Fsench }'  but  they  oonld  not,  under 
the  pressuiw-iof  taxation  which  they 
4iad<to  endure,  manufacture  as  cheaply. 
He  had  no  objection  to  cheap  articles; 
but  he  would  rather  tfiat  they  wera.pco*> 
duCed  by  our  own,  than  by  foreign,  ma^ 
nu&otorers*  He  had  presented  a  number 
of  petitioos  on  this  subject;  and  all.  the 
petitMinera  asked  was,  that,  if  the  Grovem- 
nent'Would  not  afibrd  them  paoteetioa, 
it-  wottU  giue  them  the  means  of  enti- 
grattng.' 

Mn  Elkee  stood  in  a  peculiar  situation 
with  regard  to  tbe  Motion  before  the 
House ;  *  and  he,  therefore,,  wish^  to  stste 
distinetlytthe  line  of  conduct  which  he 
considerad  it  his  dutr  to  adopt.  He  fdt, 
in  common*  with  hw  lion*  ftiend  who  had 
just -sat  down»  and  with  every  other  gen- 
deman  who  had  spoken  on  this  8ul]}iBet, 
the  deepest  sympatny  for  the  distress  un- 
der vrhioh  those  poor  persons  were  suffer- 
ing whose  case  nad  oeea  represented  to 
the  House.  He  was  bound  to  say,  that, 
'after  a  long  acquaintance  with  those  par- 
•ties^  their  case,  such  as  it  had  been  repre- 
sented to  the  House,  had  not  bsen  exag- 
gerated'. It  was  quite  true,  that  this 
branch  of  trade,  from  a  state  of  great 
prosperity,  bad  declined  to  a  state  of  great 
depression,  owing  to  a  variety  of  causes, 
which  were,  he  was  afraid,  beyond  thehr 
control ;  though  he  still  hoped,  that  some 
means  might  be  discovered  for  remedyi^ 
-them.  If  he  for  a  moment  thought  that 
such  a  Motion  as  that  fbrooght  forward 
by  his  hon»  colleague  was  at  all  calculated 
to  convert  this  branch  of  trade  from  a 
stete  of  depression  to  a  state  of  prosperity, 
he  (Mr.  Ellh:e)  would  not  be  the  person 
to  oppose  it*.    Bttt»  in  the  fiiit  place>  the 
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hoo.  Member  mutt  be  well  aware  lliat^  no 
matter  how  cogent  might  be  the  argu- 
ments he  should  produce  in  support  of 
such  a  proposition,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  get  it  adopted  bv  that  House,  or  by 
the  country.  For  what  was  his  proposi- 
tion ?  It  was  neither  more  nor  less  than 
that  they  should  revert,  by  way  of  pro- 
tection this  particular  branch  of  trade,  to 
the  old  prohibitory  system  that  existed 
with  regard  to  the  silk-trade  previous  to 
1825.  The  hoo.  member  for  the  county 
of  Warwick  had  stated,  that  while  that 
prohibitory  system  was  in  force,  the  silk- 
trade  was  in  a  state  of  great  prosperity. 
Now,  he  would  not  deny,  that  such  was 
the  case,  nor  did  he  mean  to  contend  that 
the  home  manufacturer  had  not  been  in« 
jured  by  foreign  competition.  Indeed,  at 
the  time  the  relaxation  took  place,  he 
stated,  himself,  that  the  riband  trade  of  this 
country  would  be  materially  affected  by  a 
competition  with  the  superior  manufac- 
tures of  France,  Italy,  and  Switxerland, — 
that  it  would  suffer  more  from  the  free- 
trade  system  than  almost  any  other  branch 
of  the  manufactures  of  this  country, — and 
to  this  opinion  he  still  adhtfed;  for,  being 
more  exposed  to  competition  than  any 
other  description  of  article,  its  depression 
was  a  natural  consequence.  But,  although 
he  admitted  this  to  be  the  case,  he  would 
put  it  to  the  good  sense  of  the; House, 
whether  a  return  to  prohibitory  laws  was 
the  means  by  which  alone  relief  could  be 
afforded  to  these  distressed  artisans  ?  He 
was  prepared  to  contend  that,  before  his 
hon.  colleague  called  upon  the  House  to 
adopt  his  Motion,  he  was  bound  to  show 
the  advantage  that  was  likely  to  accrue 
from  it ;  but  his  hon.  colleague  had  done 
no  such  thing,  and  therefore  it  was,  that 
he  (Mr.  EUice),  being  persuaded  that  no 
good  could  result  from  the  proposition, 
felt  it  his  duty  to  object  to  it.  If  bis  hon. 
colleague  could  convince  him  that,  by 
recurring  to  the  old  prohibitory  system, 
the  introduction  Of  certain  finer  descrip- 
tions of  silks  into  the  country  would  be  pre- 
vented, then  he  would  agree  with  him  that 
such  a  course  of  proceeding  might  afford 
some  chance,  if  not  of  an  extensive,  at 
least  of  a  partial,  relief  to  this  branch  of 
the  trade.  But,  to  carry  that  system  into 
effect,  they  must  go  back  to  all  the  old 
penal  statutes — tbey  must  have  recourse 
to  search-warrants,  to  search  every  shop 
in  England  ;  and  they  must  have  recourse 
to  excise   informations,  supported   upon 


vely  doubtful  ^videnoe,  at  to  whedier  Um 
artide  bad  been  made  in  England  or  in 
France.  He  woald  ask  the  hon.  Member 
whether  he  thought  it  possible  that  all 
the  other  classes  of  the  community,  that 
all  the  other  trades  and  manufaotures 
throughout  the  country,  would,  for  the 
sake  of  this  particular  trtdei  submit  to  the 
erection  of  such  an  inquisitorial  power  ? 
Such  was,  in  fact,  the  proposition  which 
his  hon.  colleague  had  submitted  to  the 
House;  and  he  had  not  made  out  a  case 
to  show,  that  even  the  adoption  of  such  a 
proposition  would  afford  relief  to  his  suf* 
fering  constituents.  In  the  particular 
position  in  which  he  was  placed,  he  cer- 
tainly would  not  vote  against  this  Motion* 
He  objected  to  such  a  Motion,  because  he 
was  of  opinion,  that  it  would  do  no  good» 
When  he  last  met  his  constituents,  he 
thought  himself  bound  in  fairness  and  in 
candour  to  state  to  them,  when  asked 
whether  he  would  support  such  a  Motion 
as  that  now  brought  forward  by  his  boo. 
colleague,  that,  thougli  he  was  most  anxi^ 
ous  to  do  anything  for  their  relief,  they 
had  still  to  make  out  a  case  to  him  to 
prove,  that  such  a  course  of  proceeding 
would  not  only  do  them  no  good,  but 
that  it  would  do  them  no  injury.  His  be^ 
lief  was,  that  the  adoption  of  such  a  pro* 
position  would  do  them  injury.  If  the 
hon*  Gentleman  would  apply  to  his  right 
hon.  friend,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  lay  any  proposition  before  him 
by  which  he,  or  those  on  whose  behalf  he 
brought  forward  this  proposition,  thought 
that  they  could  be  relieved,  they  might  be 
sure  that  it  would  obtain  from  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  most  attentive  considera- 
tion, with  a  view  to  afford,  if  possible, 
some  means  of  practical  relief.  He  en- 
treated his  hon.  colleague  not  to  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division.  He  might  see, 
from  the  state  of  the  House,  that  such  a 
proposition  had  no  chance  of  being  car- 
ried. He  repeated,  that  he  felt  as  much 
as  any  hon.  Member  could  feel  for  the 
distress  of  those  poor  people,  and  that  he 
was  anxious  to  devise,  if  possible,  a  prac- 
tical remedy  for  it ;  but  he,  for  one,  would 
not  delude  them  with  the  notion,  that 
such  a  proposition  as  this  would  do  them 
any  good :  on  the  contrary,  it  would  do 
them  a  great  deal  of  injury, — and,  even  if 
such  a  proposition  shoula  be  adopted,  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  that  it  could  be 
fully  or  fairly  carried  into  effect. 

Mr.  Robinson  did  not  depy,  that  this 
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wai  a  dificiilt  qoestioii;  but  he  would 
maintain,  that  it  was  the  daty  of  the 
Hoage  and  of  the  GovernmeDt  to  devise 
some  means  for  reliemg  the  distress  un- 
der which  this  branch  of  the  silk-trade,  as 
well  as  the  glovers  of  Worcester  and  the 
hand-loom  weavers,  laboured.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman,  instead  of  throwing  the 
onus  on  his  hon.  friend  who  had  brought 
forward  this  Motion  of  suggesting  some 
plan  of  relief,  should,  as  a  member 
of  the  Government,  have  come  forward 
with  some  plan  of  his  own  for  the  purpose. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shoula  bear  in 
mind,  that  he  now  belonged  to  a  Ministry 
which  opposed  the  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws.  It  was  impossible  to  dispute  the 
justice  of  what  was  put  forward  by  the 
manufacturers  on  this  subject — namely, 
that  if  they  were  to  suffer  from  the  policy 
adopted  by  the  Government, — if  they  were 
to  be  exposed  to  the  competition  of  fo- 
reigners,—then,  in  God*s  name,  let  them 
have  cheap  bread  and  cheap  food.  Tliere 
was  no  answering  that  argument.  They 
certainly  were  bound  to  give  the  people 
cheap  subsistence,  if  they  could  not  afford 
them  emplovment  and  high  wages.  Was 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the 
Ministry  with  which  he  was  connected, 
opposed  to  any  remission  of  taxes,  by 
which  alone  they  could  obtain  relief  ?  It 
was  impossible  to  relieve  the  people,  un- 
less by  a  remission  of  taxes,  and  by  a  re- 
peal of  the  Corn-laws.  They  were  now 
approaching  to  such  a  state,  that,  unless 
something  were  done  for  the  relief  of  this 
class  of  persons,  the  monopoly  of  the 
Corn-laws  must  be  abolishea,  and  there 
must  be  a  complete  and  thorough  revision 
and  commutation  of  the  taxes.  It  was 
a  melancholy  Uiing  to  see  those  classes  of 
the  industrious  population  of  the  country 
suffering  under  such  distress.  He  was 
determined,  when  he  next  met  his  consti- 
tuents, to  advise  them  not  to  apply  to 
that  House  for  prohibition  as  a  means  of 
relieving  them,  as  he  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  no  prohibitory  sys- 
tem, however  strict,  would  keep  out  those 
articles,  and  that  circumstances  stronger 
than  the  laws  would  force  them  into  the 
country.  He  would  advise  thqm  to  apply 
for  a  relief  from  taxation.  It  was  only  by 
a  remission  and  commutation  of  taxes, 
and  by  some  relaxation  of  the  Corn-laws 
— for  he  did  not  mean  to  say,  that,  with 
the  peculiar  burthens  which  the  land  had 
upon  it,  the  Corn-laws  should  be  entirely 
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repealed — relief  could  beaflforded  to  the 
labouring  and  manu&cturing  classes  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  Pauleii  Thomson  said,  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  of  a  very  con- 
fined and  limited  description.  It  involved 
the  propriety  of  establishing  a  prohibitory 
system,  not  applicable  to  the  silk-trade 
generally,  but  to  this  particular  branch  of 
manufacture.  To  this  point  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  member  for  Coventry 
were  directed,  and  on  this  question  alone 
was  the  House  called  upon  to  decide. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  was  sure 
the  House  would  see  the  propriety  of  not 
entering  into  general  topics  connected 
with  free  trade  (which  could  have  no  ap- 
plication at  present),  still  less  of  discussing 
the  Corn-laws,  and,  least  of  all,  of  enter- 
ing into  the  question  of  the  general  tax- 
ation of  the  country.  On  all  those  points, 
when  a  fit  and  proper  opportunity  should 
occur,  he  should  not  be  the  last  man  to 
intrude  his  opinions  upon  this  House.  On 
this  occasion,  however,  it  would  be  much 
more  convenient  if  he  limited  himself  to 
the  simple  question  introduced  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Coventry.  He  must 
own,  that  he  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
hon.  member  for  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Dug- 
dale)  introduce  the  subject  of  free  trade 
with  respect  to  this  particular  article, 
especially  after  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Coventry.  Was  the  hon  Gen- 
tleman aware,  that  the  very  article,  the 
introduction  of  which  he  wished  to  prohibit, 
was  now  taxed  to  the  extent  of  from  forty 
to  sixty  per  cent  ?  It  was  originally  stated, 
be  it  remembered,  that  the  protection  should 
not  exceed  thirty  per  cent,  but,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  alteration  which  bad  taken 
place  in  the  value  of  the  article,  the  duty 
had  increased  to  the  amount  he  had  just 
mentioned.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
seconded  the  Motion  seemed  likewise  to 
have  entirely  overlooked  all  the  arguments 
which  were  urged  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  it^  What  was  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Coventry  ?  **  Talk 
to  me  of  protection,  said  he ;  no,  we  have 
got  that  already,  and  we  find  it  to  be 
utterly  and  entirely  inefficacious  for  the 
purposes  at  which  we  aim  ;  consequently, 
I  call  upon  you,  not  to  protect  these 
manufactures,  for  such  protection  is  per- 
fectly worthless,  but  at  once  to  establish  a 
total  prohibition."  Really  the  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  seemed  to  have  a  very  singular  no- 
tion of  free-trade.    He  could  conceive, 
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that  there  were  very  Ittrge  limiti  indeed, 
and  that  there  was  a  very  wide  spaee  in- 
deed,  between  prohibition  and,  what  he 
should  call,  free-trade.     Certainly  any- 
thing abort  of  prohibition  more  stringent 
in  its  operation  than   the  existing  Taw, 
it  WR9  diflScuU  to  conceive.    The  hon. 
Qentleman's  notion  of  free-trade  might 
be  correct.    He  would  not  stop  to  discuss 
the  point,  because  it  formed  no  part  of 
the  present  question,  which  simply  was, 
prohibition,  or  no  prohibition.  He  thought 
the  case  had  been  put  most  fairly  and  ably 
by  his  right  hon.  friend,  the  Secretary  at 
War ;  and,  certainly,  were  he  disposed  to 
concede  the  principle — were  he  inclined 
to  think,  that  prohibition  might  be  granted 
— had  he  no  regard  to  the  general  interests 
of  the  country^  or  its  relations  with  foreign 
States,  which  were  admitted,  and  can- 
didly admitted,  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Worcester,  to  form  one  ground  of  argu- 
ment on  this  question — if  he  looked  only 
to  the  interests  of  the  parties  represented 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  should  say, 
that  they  could  not  possibly  have  a  worse 
service  done  them  than  to  grant  them  the 
prohibition  they  desired.     If  he  dwelt  on 
this  question,  he  should  only  repeat  the 
argument  of  his  right  hon.  friend,  for  in 
that  was  the  whole  question  of  prohibition 
included.     If  it  were  wanted  to  have  pro- 
hibiting enactments  on  the  Statute  Book, 
he  would  ask,  granting,  for  a  moment, 
that  they  were  right  and  good,  whether 
there  existed  the  means  of  carrying  them 
into  effect?  He  said,  there  did  not.  What 
was  the  existing  state  of  the  law?    The 
duty  at  present  was  considerably  higher 
than  the  cost  of  smuggling.     Goods  were 
therefore  smuggled.  And  what  was  to  pre- 
vent them  being  smuggled  into  this  country, 
supposing  the  duty  increased  or  transformed 
into  a  prohibition  ?    The  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  **I  would  have  all  the  goods  ex- 
amined ;  I  would  find  the  means  of  pre- 
venting these  smuggled  articles  from  being 
sold."     He  begged  to  say,  that  any  at- 
tempt to  effect  that  was  utterly  and  en- 
tirely out  of  the  question.  How  would  the 
hon.  Gentleman  effect  it?     Would  he 
enter  a  shop  and  seize  any  goods  exposed 
for  sale,  if  they  were   supposed   to  be 
smuggled  ?    Would  he  stop  a  lady  in  the 
street,  and  take  from  her  a  shawl,  or  a 
bonnet,  or  a  riband,  supposed  to  be  of 
French  manufacture?     Then  came  the 
difficulty,  formerly  found  to  be  almost  in- 
superablei  but  which  was  qow  incieated 


in  a  tenMd  degree—- the  diflBevlty  of  die* 
ttnguishtng  b^iweefi  goeds  of  Fm^db 
manufacture,  and  goods  of  English  nMittu- 
factnre.  Why,  even  when  the  silk-crwle 
of  this  country  was  in  a  rode  state,  (br 
rude  it  was  in  1825,  before  those  rapid 
advances  had  been  made  whieh  nad 
since,  so  much  to  the  honour  of  the  in- 
dustry and  the  inlelligenee  of  this  co«ntfy, 
been  eflected  in  this  branch  of  oor  iir- 
dustry — cases  of  difficulty  contiauaMy  oc- 
curred? Did  not  the  hon.  Gentleman 
recollect,  that  parties,  relying  on  their 
conscientious  and  firm  belief,  were  pre- 
pared to  swear  that  goods  which  had  been 
manufactured  at  Manchester,  or  in  Spital- 
fields,  were  of  French  production  ?  If 
that  were  the  case  then,  what  would  be 
the  case  now?  It  would  be  utterly  im* 
possible  to  put  his  law  eff^tuaUy  into 
execution,  even  by  again  inffieting  all  the 
vexation,  all  the  annoyance,  and  all  the 
inquisitorial  powers  on  the  country  which 
attended  the  general  prohibitory  system  ; 
which,  he  ventured  to  say,  the  people  of 
this  country  would  not  suffer,  if  the  at- 
tempt were  made.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  his  plan  were  adopted,  would  fail  com- 
pletely in  the  object  he  had  in  view,  be- 
cause it  would  be  out  of  his  power  to 
distinguish  the  foreign  from  the  home 
manufacture.  The  hon.  Gentleman  bad, 
very  properly  and  justly,  confined  his  case 
to  the  manufhcture  of  one  article,  that  of 
broad  ribands  s  because  there  was  no  catne 
of  complaint  in  any  other  branch  of  the 
silk  manufacture.  Nay,  he  knew  that,  in 
the  town  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present, and  which  was  now  become  the 
great  seat  of  the  silk-trade,  there  were  no 
well-founded  complaints;  neither  had  any 
complaints  reached  htm  from  Macclesfield 
or  Congleton,  both  towns  extenaively  con- 
nected with  the  sf Ik- trade.  The  profits  of 
the  manufacturers  were  lower,  perh«>s, 
in  thai  than  in  other  branches  of  traae ; 
but,  although  profits  and  also  wages  were 
low,  there  was  full  employment  for  the  per- 
sons engaged  in  that  manufacture.  There 
was  one  point  to  which  he  wished  especi- 
ally to  call  the  attention  of  the  House,  in 
consequence  of  what  had  flEtllen  fifom  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  Warwick- 
shire. The  case,  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind,  consisted  of  two  parts,  the  interests 
connected  with  the  plain,  and  the  interests 
connected  with  the  figured  article  of  manu- 
facture. The  hon.  Member  who  introduced 
thie  Motion  represented  a  city  where  the 
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iM^r  artidQ  was  chiefly  maouCactuTed, 
aitd  his  Motion  bad  reference  chiefly  to 
die  flowered  and  flgured  fancy  ribands; 
Ihece  was  good  reason  for  that,  because 
the  only  bnoch  of  the  trade  which  could 
with  justice  coBafdaiii  of  French  competi- 
tion was  the  figured  riband.  The  hon. 
Baronet  (  Sir  Eardle^r  Wilmot)  certainly 
did  present  some  petitions  the  other  day, 
setting  forth  the  distressed  condition  of 
tlie  parties  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
plain  ribands;  but  they  had  no  possible 
gxound  of  complaint  against  French  com- 
petition. If  it  were  necessary  to  support 
this  statement  by  authority,  he  could  quote 
that  of  a  Gentleman  largely  concerned  in 
that  branch  of  the  trade,  who  told  him, 
that  the  remedy  for  the  distress  of  that 
particular  class  of  people,  was  not  a  re- 
turn to  the  system  of  prohibitory  duties. 
'^AU  we  ask  (he  said)  is  a  drawback, 
or  rather  bounty,  amounting  to  fifteen  or 
eighteen  per  cent  upon  these  articles,  and 
then  we  can  export  them  to  France,  and 
compete  with  the  French  manufacturers." 
The  riband  manufacture  had  completely 
changed  within  a  few  years.  The  broad 
plain  ribands  which  were  formerly  worn 
Dy  many  classes  of  society,  but  more  par- 
ticularly by  the  less  wealthy,  were  not 
BOW  in  request,  scarcely  any  were  to  be 
seen,  for  the  taste  and  fashion  of  the 
public  had  entirely  changed.  Let  any 
Geatleman  notice  the  sort  of  ribands 
worn  by  his  own  female  servants;  he 
would  find,  instead  of  plain  ribands,  that 
figmed  ribands,  in  consequence  of  the 
impfovement  of  the  manufacture,  and 
of  that  natural  feeling  which  existed  from 
the  higher  to  the  lower  classes  of  society 
irith  regard  to  objects  of  taste,  were  now 
afaaost  the  only  article  worn.  The  manu- 
&cture  of  plain  ribands,  therefore,  had 
difluaisbed,  not  by  reason  of  foreign  com* 
petition,  but  entirely  in  consequence  of 
the  change  of  fashion.  Unless,  then,  the 
hon.  Baronet  were  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
prevent  the  fashion  from  changing,  be 
would  not  be  able  to.  restore  to  these 
parties  the  business  which  they  formerly 
enjoyed.  The  reason  why  the  parlies 
who  now  complained  were  out  of  employ* 
ment  was  obTioos;  thev  would  pertinaci- 
ously adhere  to  their  old  mode  oi  employ- 
meat,  notwithstanding  the  improvements 
in  machinery  and  the  changes  in  fashion. 
They  refused  to  turn  their  capital  and 
skill  into  a  new  channel,  and  the  conse* 
queace  had  been  (as  might  have  been  ex- 


pected),  that  branch  of  industry  had  been 
transferred  to  other  places — Manchester, 
Macclesfield,  Congleton,  and  their  re- 
spective vicinities,  had  taken  possession 
of  it;  and  he  feared,  that  it  was  now  too 
late  for  these  parties  to  regain  it.  He  had 
the  evidence  of  the  parties  themselves  on 
this  subject.  In  the  declaration  made  by 
the  manufacturera*  at  Nuneaton  a  few 
years  ago,  the  cause  of  distress  at  Coventry 
and  its  neighbourhood  was  plainly  in-^ 
dicated;^'  It  is  said  (they  observed)  that, 
'  by  Our  neglect  of  improvement,. our  trade 
'  has  passed  from  us  in  consequence  of 
'  competition,  not  from  abroad,  but  at 
^  home ;  and  we  have  now  found  out  that 
'  which  is  a  truth  in  all  commercial  mat- 
'  ters — that,  once  having  lost  the  priority 
^  in  the  market  of  demand  and  supply, 
'  it  becomes  a  most  difficult,  if  not  an  im- 
'  possible  thing  for  us  to  regain  it.  We 
*  have  been  thrown  out  of  the  course, 
'  backwards,  and  our  places  are  supplied 
'  by  others,  not  by  foreign,  but  by  home 
'  manufacturers,  and  we  are  now  suflering 
'  from  them.'  So  much  for  the  cause  of 
distress  in  Coventry  of  the  plain  riband 
weavers,  represented  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. With  regard  to  the  fancy  riband 
manufacturers,  it  was  true,  that  they  had 
sufiered  to  a  certain  extent  by  competi<r 
tion ;  but  he  believed,  that  competition 
was  inevitable,  because,  whether  there 
had  been  prohibitory  duties  or  not,  it  must 
equally  have  taken  place.  But  no  man, 
who  had  watched  the  state  of  things  in 
Coventry,  could  deny,  that  these  parties 
had  also  suffered  much  by  their  own  un* 
wilhagness  to  introduce  the  improvements 
in  machinery  and  manufacture  which  were 
in  the  possession  of  those  with  whom  they 
had  to  compete.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
said,  that  there  was  as  good  machinery, 
and  as  much  skill,  employed  there  as  in 
other  places.  There  might  be,  in  par- 
ticular instances,  but  he  was  afraid  it  was 
by  no  means  a  general  case ;  and,  evpn  if 
it  were,  the  improvement  had  been  adopted 
too  late ;  and  they  had  lost  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  trade  by  the  greater  im- 
provement, the  greater  attention,  and  the 
greater  skill,  which  had  been  devoted  to 
it  in  other  parts  -of  England.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  refer  to  the  Returns 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table,  they 
would  see,  that  the  importation  of  this 
article  had  not,  in  any  material  degree, 
increased,  whilst  the  consumption  of  the 
articles  manufactured  in  this  country  had 
U2 


583 


{COMMONS} 


KbtrndnOe. 


CM 


increased  in  a  moat  extraordinary -degree. 
He  had  the  curiotity,  this  morning,  just 
to  look  into  this  simple  fact-— what  pro- 
portion the  weight  or  manofaetured  silic 
imported  into  this  country  from  France, 
bore  to  the  weight  of  onmanofactared  silk 
brought  in  here  for  the  purpose  of  manu- 
facture; and,  he  found,  that  the  proportion 
of  manufactured  to  unmanufactured  silk, 
imported  in  the  year  1833,  was  three  per 
cent  upon  the  whole.  At  the  present 
time,  he  believed,  it  had  increased  to  four 
or  five  per  cent,  in  consequence  of  this 
being  the  season  when  the  importations 
usually  took  place.  To  suppose  that  such 
a  proportion  of  competition  could  do  any 
serious  injury,  was  really  rating  at  too  low 
a  standard  the  manufacturing  power  and 
industry  of  this  country.  However,  he 
wished  to  confine  himself  to  the  question 
as  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  and 
he  put  it  to  the  House,  would  they  return, 
by  their  vote  of  that  night,  to  the  system 
of  prohibition  ?  Would  they  acknowledge 
that  principle,  or  even  if  they  were  inclined 
to  do  it,  could  they,  in  aid  of  an  article  of 
manufacture,  when  it  could  be  proved, 
that  such  a  course  would  only  tend  to 
defeat  the  very  object  in  view. 

Sir  Daniel  Sandford  said,  it  was  un» 
questionable,  that  in  many  branches  of 
the  silk  trade,  and  especially  in  the  ma- 
nufacture of  shawls,  very  great  distress 
prevailed.  In  Scotland,  he  knew  that 
large  numbers  of  'workmen  were  now  dis- 
charged, with  famine  staring  them  in  the 
face.  He  had  been  infonned,  that  the 
amount  of  orders  lately  received,  was  80 
pier  cent  lower  than  the  usual  demand  at 
this  time  of  the  year.  He  knew  it  was 
impossible  to  return  to  a  system  of  ge- 
neral prohibition,  but  what  was  necessary 
to  be  done  had  been  recognised  in  a  re- 
eent  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  had  been  received  by  the  manufac- 
turers with  great  pleasure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  haa  said,  that  if  France 
did  not  return  the  advantages  of  recipro- 
city which  this  country  had  profiered,  he 
would  employ  all  the  means  at  his  com- 
mand as  a  Minister  of  the  Grown,  to 
compel  her.  All  he  asked  was,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  follow  out 
this  principle,  which  Mr.  Huskisson  would 
undoubtedly  have  done,  if  he  had  lived. 
The  first  form  of  the  esperiment  of  free 
trade  had  failed,  and  the  time  was  now 
come  when  they  ought  to  try  whether  the 
other  form  would  be  more  successful. 


Mr.  Amm  said,  that  Ae  aHk  Inde 
peculiarly  eircunslanced.  The  huBt  waa» 
that  it  stood  in  its  o«ni  way,  as  regarded 
its  power  to  compete,  by  havmg  refused 
to  admit  the  intiodactmn  of  machinery. 
If  they  looked  into  the  evidence  givenbe* 
fore  the  Silk  Trade  Committee,  they  wonki 
find  it  stated,  that  in  the  town  of  Coveu^ 
try,  when  an  attempt  was  made  to  intro- 
duce machinery  there,  the  moat  decided 
opposition  was  exhibited;  in  fact,  the 
machinery  was  destroyed.  So  mistaken 
and  short-sighted  had  the  parties  been, 
that  they  had  formed  strong  combinatioQa 
against  the  introduction  of  any  improve- 
ments in  the  machinery  that  was  used. 
He  deeply  regretted,  that  so  many  per- 
sons should  be  suffering  as  was  repre- 
sented ;  he  had  no  doubt,  that  their  dis- 
tress was  great,  and  no  one  could  feel 
more  anxious  than  he  was  to  afford  them 
relief;  but  though  he  entertained  these 
sentiments,  he  must  acquit  himself  of  act- 
ing improperly,  if  he  did  not  accede  to 
the  Motion  before  the  House.  Instead  of 
adopting  a  course  which,  in  his  con* 
sciencci  he  believed  would  deceive  the 
parties  most  interested,  and  in  place  of 
proving  advantageous  to  them,  would  add 
to  their  present  difficulties,  he  would  can* 
didly  state  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
cause  of  the  distress,  and  what  remedy  he 
thousht  ought  to  be  applied.  His  hon* 
friend  who  had  introduced  this  question, 
in  so  doing,  had,  no  doubt,  discharged  his 
duty  to  his  constituents^  but  from  the 
knowled|e  which  his  hon.  friend  possessed 
of  the  pnnciples  of  commerce,  he  thought 
his  hon.  friend  must  feel  the  impossibility 
of  the  desired  relief  being  obtamed  from 
such  a  source  as  prohibition.  He  refened 
the  distress,  in  a  great  measure,  to  that 
most  mischievous  of  all  monopolies — the 
monopoly  of  food.  He  must  also  assert, 
that  for  a  portion  of  their  distress,  he 
thought  the  people  of  Coventry  had  them- 
selves to  blame,  in  having  refused  to.  ad- 
mit the  silk  necessary  to  their  mannfac? 
tare  free  of  doty.  In  no  portion  of  tiie 
kingdom  was  the  admission  of  thrown-sUk 
duty  free  more  strenuously  opposed  than 
in  Coventry.  The  amount  of  the  duty  was 
3s.  6d.  per  lb.  To  show  what  had  btca 
the  advantages  of  a  relaxed  system,  it 
might  be  stated,  that  ever  since  Uie  period 
when  the  Committee  sat  for  fifty-five  davs, 
the  silk  manufactures  had  been  gradually 
increasing.  By  the  existing  system,  the 
English  manufacturer  who  had  to  work 
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•giiiiil  the  Frendi,  was  placed  in  a  worie 
«it«atioii  to  the  amomit  of  from  12  to  15 
per  cent;  yet,  when  it  was  proposed  to  take 
off  the  daty,  the  proposhion  was  met  by  a 
positiTe  refusal  to  consent  to  such  an  al- 
teration. He  trusted,  that  nothing  that 
could  be  urged  would  induce  a  return  to 
aikiy  system  of  prohibition.  Looking  at 
the  facilities  for  commerce  which  this 
country  possessed — at  its  numerous  po- 
pulation, ingenious  and  enterprising — 
taking  also  into  consideration  its  ma* 
dtinery  and  its  large  capital— the  removal 
of  restrictions  could  not  be  otherwise  than 
beneficial.  Instead,  then,  of  deluding  the 
people  by  fayouring  their  false  views,  he 
thought  it  incumbent  on  that  House  to 
make  them  acquainted  with  their  real 
position.  This  once  understood,  they 
would  see  that  prohibitory  duties  would 
but  augment  their  distress ;  and  that,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  removal  of  restrictions 
and  the  reduction  of  the  existing  mono- 
poly in  the  article  of  food,  would  tend 
more  than  anything  else  to  its  relief.  In 
conclusion,  he  must  express  a  hope,  that 
his  hon.  friend  would  not  press  bis  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  Thomas  Attwood  would  trouble 
the  House  with  a  few  words  in  favour 
of  the  Motion.  The  distress  of  the  par- 
ties now  appealing  to  the  House  had 
been  attributed  in  part  to  a  change  of 
fashion.  Was  it  change  of  fashion  that 
occasioned  the  distress  of  the  ship-own- 
ers ?  Was  it  change  of  fashion  that  oc- 
casioned the  distress  of  the  land-owners  ? 
Was  it  change  of  fiuhion  that  occasioned 
the  distress  of  the  farmers?  In  one  word, 
was  it  change  of  fashion  that  had  plunged 
into  distress  all  the  great  interesu  of  the 
country?  He  would  answer,  No.  Ge- 
neral distress  must  have  a  general  cause. 
The  report  of  the  Agricultural  Committee 
which  sat  in  1821,  established  the  fact  of 
the  existence  of  general  distress.  He  was 
examined  on  that  occasion,  but  the  Com- 
mittee thought  fit  to  reject  his  clear  and 
unanswerable  expoU,  Hon.  Gentlemen 
smiled ;  but  he  would  repeat  his  assertion 
-—his  reasoning  was  unanswered  and  un- 
answerable— it  was  not  answered  at  the 
time,  nor  had  any  human  being  attempted 
to  answer  it  since.  He  had  been  told, 
by  men  of  all  parties— by  Wbigs,  Tories, 
and  Radicals,  that  it  could  not  be  an- 
swered. That  reasoning  of  his  was,  not- 
withstandmg,  kept  out  of  the  agricultural 
report.    The  Commitiea  biou^t  forward 


a  celebrated  merchant,  whom  they  exr 
amined,  with  the  view  of  getting  from 
him  a  counter  statement.  This  gentle* 
man  quoted  twenty  or  thirty  articles  which 
had  fallen  in  price ;  but  he  alleged  twenty 
or  thirty  different  causes  for  that  effect.  Of 
course  he  was  out-argued  then,  as  he  did 
not  doubt  he  should  be  on  the  present  oc- 
casion. He  regretted,  that  particular  inter- 
ests came  forward  claiming  particular  re- 
lief. The  distress  was  general ;  let  all 
unite,  and  they  must  succeed  in  obtain* 
ing  a  measure  of  general  relief.  One 
cause  existed  of  the  distress^it  was  a 
general  cauae^t  was  not  the  want  of  oner 
pound  notes,  but  it  was  the  pressure  of 
the  metallic  standard  of  value.  This  it 
was  which  wouki  ultunately  involve  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  and  the  House,  in 
one  common  ruin,  within  a  period  of  tea 
years.  He  would  return  to  a  general  sys- 
tem of  prohibition.  Under  the  pretence 
of  doing  good  to  the  nation,  Gentlemen 
had  advocated  a  free  trade.  Free  trade  I 
He  would  call  it  free  plunder.  It  had  in* 
creased  the  taxes— it  had  aggrandised  all 
those  who  had  funded  property— all  place- 
men, pensioners,  and  sinecurists — all  who 
lived  on  the  fruiu  of  the  labour  and  in- 
dustry of  the  people.  Free  trade,  free 
taxes,  and  free  rents,  had  completed  a 
most  enormous  and  disgraceful  robbery  of 
the  country.  The  plunderer  had  been  re- 
acted on  by  the  plundered.  The  land- 
owners were  suffering  as  much  as  any 
class  of  the  community;  and  from  this 
he  derived  some  consolation*  During  the 
war,  they  exhibited  a  grasping  and  selfish 
policy.  They  were  profiting  by  it,  and 
they  were  indifferent  as  to  how  long  it 
continued.  They  said  to  themselves^ 
*<  We  are  now  in  all  our  glory  and  pros- 
perity;" and,  speaking  in  the  language 
of  Holv  Writ,  they  declared  the  evils  t# 
be  notning,  ''so  long  as  Mordecai  the 
Jew  was  sitting  at  the  kiuff's  gate."  It 
would  be  impossible  much  longer  to  go- 
vern England  in  this  way;  subjects  of 
great  moment  were  pressing  on  the  coun- 
try. The  House  told  the  people,  "  We 
can't  do  any  thing  for  you.**  To  all  who 
complained  of  distress,  they  cried  out,  in 
the  cuckoo  note  of  the  ancient  oligarch 
House,  "  We  can't  do  any  thing  for  you." 
Was  this  the  fact  ?  If  it  was,  why  did  not 
the  members  of  his  Majesty's  Government, 
who  thus  admitted  their  inability,  make 
way  for  better  men  ?  Let  them  retire ;  and 
he  would  answer  for  it  that  he  would  find, 
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amongst  the  artizans  of  the  country,  those 
who  would  find  the  means  of  giving  the 
desired  relief;  and  he  wou!d  add,  that 
they  would  do  so  in  a  manner  that  would 
gire  satisfaction  even  to  the  aristocracy. 
Let  Ministers  consider  the  dangerous,  the 
solemn  situation  of  the  country.  Look- 
ing to  the  past,  and  judging  by  it  of  the 
future,  they  must  know  that  there  were 
principles  at  work  out  of  doors  which 
threatened  to  overturn  the  fabric  of  society 
in  England.  Instead  of  boldly  encounter- 
ing the  difficulty,  and  attempting  to  de- 
vise a  remedy  for  it,  every  man  appeared 
to  be  anxious  to  hide  his  head,  as  the 
ostrich,  when  in  danger,  was  said  to  hide 
his  in  a  bank  of  sand ;  and  to  fancy,  be- 
cause the  danger  was  not  leen,  that  it 
was  avoided.  They  should  bear  in  mind, 
that  it  was  to  the  great  saflfaring  of  the 
people  that  they  might  attribute  the  im- 
portant changes  which  had  taken  place. 
He  admitted,  that  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site had  acted  a  prominent  part  in  pro- 
curing many  of  those  changes,  and  to 
that  extent  he  acknowledged  the  noble 
Lord's  services  with  pleasure  and  with 
gratitude.  Many  of  those  changes  had 
certainly  been  productive  of  much  good. 
What  he  regretted  was,  that  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  done  so  much,  had  not 
done  more.  In  his  opinion,  the  noble 
Lord  had  stopped  short  of  much  that  he 
might  and  ought  to  have  effected. 

Mr.  Clay  said,  that  he  should  not  at- 
tempt to  answer  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  last  spoken,  and  who  had  in- 
dulged himself  in  allusions  to  many  sub- 
jects that  did  not  appear  to  him  to  bear 
•very  closely  on  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
amongst  other  things,  alluded  to  the  cur- 
rency ;  indeed,  it  rarely  happened  that 
•he  spoke  without  doing  so,  whence  the 
discussion  of  this  matter  appeared  almost 
to  be  his  peculiar  privilege.  He^  (Mr. 
Clay)  was  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
prohibition,  which  he  did  not  expect 
would  have  found  an  advocate  in  his  en- 
lightened friend,  the  hon.  member  for 
Coventry.  In  his  case  it  appeared  to  be 
a  species  of  monomania ;  and  he  imagined 
it  was  to  be  explained  in  no  other  way 
than  by  their  experience,  which  informed 
them,  that  the  ablest  persons  were  some- 
times afflicted  with  a  particular  obliquity. 
He  supposed  that  they  must  pardon  this 
mistake  of  his  hon.  friend,  in  consideration 
"'f  his  many  superior  qualifications.     It 


was  always  with  the  grtatwt  sorrow  diat 
he  heard  any  suggestion  of  protection, 
not  to  say  prohibition,  advocated  in  that 
House;  because  it  could  not  fail  to 
afford  an  argument  to  the  supporters  of 
prohibition,  in  favour  of  the  most  destruc- 
tive of  all  monopolies — ^the  monopoly  of 
food.  It  would  be  in  the  reoollection  of 
the  House,  that  only  a  short  time  since 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (the  member  for 
Tamworth)  made  it  his  principal  argument 
in  favour  of  protecting  duties  on  corny 
that  almost  every  article  of  mannfacUite 
was  subject  to  a  protecting  duty.  In  this 
way  they  acted  in  a  vicious  circle,  and 
justified  their  vicions  actions  by  a  vicious 
circle  of  reasoning,  if  they  proceeded 
thus,  they  never  would  arrive  at  a  wemai 
principle.  So  far  from  thinkmg  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Birmingham,  that  free 
trade  was  free  plunder,  hejshonld  say,  dial 
the  term  plunder  would  be  better  applied 
to  restriction.  Talk  of  Trades'  Unions  I 
he  knew  of  none  existing,  against  which 
could  be  charged  conduct  so  disgraceful 
as  was  that  of  the  supporters  of  the  great 
monopoly,  who  designed  to  enlist  people 
on  their  side,  by  flattering  the  prejudices 
of  the  manufacturing  classes,  fie  had  an 
opportunity  of  knowing  that  we  had  been 
fast  progressing  in  the  silk  trade.  Our 
manufacture  of  plain  sarcenets,  and  gros 
de  Naples  had  so  materially  improved, 
that  they  were  now  considered  to  rival  the 
French.  He  believed,  that  if  there  were 
not  a  sixpence  of  duty  imposed,  an  Ame- 
rican merchant,  having  the  choice  of  the 
French  and  the  English  markets,  would 
prefer  the  English.  Such  was  the  present 
state  of  the  manufacturer,  though  it  might 
be  remembered  that  during  the  investiga- 
tion before,  the  Committee,  tables  were 
produced,  calculated  apparently  with  great 
care,  by  which  it  was  made  to  appear 
that  without  a  protecting  duty  to  the 
amount  of  50  per  cent  it  would  not  be 
possible  for  us  to  compete  with  the  French 
in  the  manufacture  of  gros  de  Naples.  He 
had  reason  to  know,  that  at  this  moment 
in  all  the  great  silk  manufactories  to  be 
found  in  his  district,  they  denounced  the 
very  thought  of  prohibition.  The  opinion 
entertained  was,  that  no  power  that  could 
be  exercised  would  protect  them  from 
smuggling,  if  prohibition  or  high  duties 
existed.  In  nine- tenths  of  the  manufac- 
tories they  talked  not  of  prohibition  as 
calculated  to  afford  them  any  relief;  what 
they  desired  was,  first,  the  removal  of  the 


4 


MO 


Riband  TVodt. 


{ JuKX  19}  The  River  iSilojimm* 


590 


tax  upon  com,  and  secondly,  tho  abolition 
pf  tbe  duty  on  thrown  ailk. 

Lord  Dudley  Stuart  was  not  an  advo- 
cate for  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  be- 
cause he  thought  the  agricultural  interest 
ought  to  be  protected ;  but  while  they 
claimed  protection,  they  ought  to  take  care 
to  giye  to  the  manufacturer  the  means  of 
obtaining  food  by  his  labour.  He  would 
not  join  in  any  senseless  cry  against  Minis- 
ters because  they  opposed  this  Motion ;  he 
was  sure  that  they  all  felt  deeply  for  the  dis- 
tresses of  those  in  whose  behalf  the  Motion 
was  made.  As  regarded  his  own  case, 
bowcTer.  unwilling  he  was  to  give  a  vote 
which  he  knew  would  render  him  unpopu- 
lar in  the  House,  he  must  nevertheless 
support  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Finch  said,  that  he  had  been  asked 
to  support  the  Motion,  but,  consistently 
with  his  own  opinions,  he  could  not  doso. 
He  considered  prohibition  not  practicable ; 
but  if  it  were,  it  would  lead  to  so  many 
inconveniences,  that,  in  his  opinion, 
its  adoption  would  render  the  condi- 
tion of  the  manufacturers  worse  than  it 
was  at  present. 

Mr.  BrookUkunt  said,  that  he  had  been 
in  communication  very  lately  with  the 
Macclesfield  manufacturers,  and  their 
opinion  was,  that  the  House  could  not 
perve  them  better  than  by  leaving  the 
matter  entirely  alone. 

Mr.  Fryer  said,  that  the  advice  he  had 
given  to  manufacturers  when  they  com- 
plained to  him  of  their  distress  was  to 
join  together  and  form  a  union  to  break 
down  the  Corn-law.  When  he  recommend- 
ed them  to  exert  themselves  against  the 
corn  monopoly, they  replied,  "The  House 
of  Commons  won't  hear  us.*'  He  told  them 
this  was  true  enough,  and  the  reason  was, 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  made  up 
principally  of  landowners.     He  was  then 
asked  whether  he  would  have  them  form 
into  mobs,  and  he  told  them  certainly  not ; 
for  if  they  did,  they  would  assuredly  be 
put  down,    and    lose   all  their    power 
the  moment  they  made  an  attack  on  pri- 
vate  property.    But  let  them  form  into  a 
iinion  to  obtain  a  free  trade  in  com  and 
free  labour.    This  was  the  spirit  of  the 
age  which   Lord  Grey  alluded  to  a  few 
nights  ago  in   the  House  of  Lords.     If 
4hey  had  free  labour  and  a  free  import- 
ation  of  food,  they  need  not  fear  being 
able  to  compete  with  any  foreign  Pow«>r 
whatever. 

Mr.  Henry  £.  Bulwer  replied. 


mitted,  that  the  case  woald  be  very  dif- 
ferent if  they  were  to  throw  open  tlieir 
ports  to  the  admission  of  foreign  corn, 
and  if  France  in  return  would  freely  re- 
ceive our  iron  and  coals ;  but  so  long  as 
France  placed  restrictions  on  the  necessa- 
ries of  life,  so  long  the  manufacturers  had 
a  right  to  ask  for  protection  to  keep  up 
the  price  of  their  article  of  manufacture. 
Alter  the  whole  system,  and  there  would 
be  no  necessity  for  his  present  Motion ; 
but  he  contended  that  while  they  retaiiled 
the  system,  there  was  no  choice  left  but  to 
adopt  the  course  he  had  recommended. 

The  House  divided — Ayes  22;  Noes 
128:  Majority  106. 

Leave  refused. 
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Wilmot,  Sir  £. 
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The  River  Shankon.]  Mr.  Jatnet 
Talbot  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  great  advantages  that  would 
result,  not  alone  to  the  country  adjacent 
to  the  Shannon,  but  to  all  Ireland,  nay 
to  the  empire,  from  the  improvement  of  the 
navigation  of  that  noble  river,  by  en- 
couraging  manufactories,  commerce,  and 
agriculture  along  its  course.  An  esti- 
mate of  the  expenses  was  drawn  up 
under  the  superintendence  of  the  Board 
of  Public  Works  in  Ireland,  and  the  esti- 
mate of  the  improvement  of  navigation,  of 
the  river  for  123  miles  was  only  153,000/. 
It  would  be  desirable,  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed  to  investigate  the 
value  of  the  lands  adjoining  the  river, 
and  through  which  some  of  the  improve- 
ments would  be  made,  together  with  many 
other  circumstances  necessarily  attendant 
on  the  obiect,  and  to  carry  the  full  pur- 
poses of  the  Motion  into  effect.  The  hon. 
member  moved  for  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  navigatk>n  of  the  Shannon, 
and  ite  tributary  streams,  and  the  best 
means  of  improving  it. 
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Mr.  WmUam  Rdehe :  '  As  one  of  the 
Representattves   for  the   city  of  Lime- 
rick, the  principal  port  on  the  line  of  the 
Shannon,  I  rise  to  second  and  express  nj 
wann  approbation  of  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Athlone.  But, 
Sir,  I  do  still  *  more  on  national  than  on 
local  grounds,  because  I  shonld  not  deem 
myself  justi6ed  in  permittme  local  feelings 
to  prcTsil  over   national  mterests:  but 
when,  Sir^  they  not  only  do  not  conflict, 
but   are   intimately   identified  together, 
then  local  tmproTement  may  justly  and 
legitimately  gtre  additional  zeal  to  national 
consideration.    Sir,  nationally,  I  approve 
of  this  Motion  and  its  object,  because  I 
am  convinced  it  will  powerfully  conduce 
to  that  great  desideratum  in  the  prosperity 
of  every  nation,  but  so  peculiarly  wanted 
in  Ireland,   namely,   the  profitable  and 
permanent    employment   of  the  people, 
consequently  to  their  improvement,  com- 
fort, and  contentment,  in  a  manner  much 
more  effectual  and  enduring  than  laws  of 
pains  and  penalties  ever  can  accomplish. 
Locally,  Sir,  I  am  glad  of  this  Motion, 
because  1  am  aware  that  every  improve* 
ment  conferred  upon  the  Shannon  will 
extend  a  beneficial  influence  to  Limerick, 
and    reciprocally  that   every  advantage 
conferred  upon  Limerick  must  prove  useful 
to  the  whole  line  of  the  Shannon.    Lime- 
rick,   Sir,    is  the  great   emporium    and 
outlet  for   the  produce  of  that   noble 
stream,  certainly,  as  from  the  hands  of 
nature,  the  finest  in  his  Majesty's  home 
dominions.     Of  that  produce.  Sir,  it  ex- 
ports   to    this    country    not    less    than 
1,000,000/.  in  value  a-year,   and  that  in 
articles  of  primary  importance,  because  in 
articles  of  human  subsistence  so  conducive 
to  the  interests  of  all  classes,  but  peculiariy 
so  to  that  great  source  of  your  opulence, 
the  manufacturing  interests.      Sir,    the 
Shannon  flows  through  nearly  the  centre 
of  Ireland ;  therefore  every  improvement 
it  experiences  must  directly  or  indirectly 
benefit  the  whole  of  that  country ;  but 
directly  it  will  promote  the  interests  of 
no  less  than   2,000,000  of  people  and 
2,000,000  of  fertile  acres  spread  along 
its   banks,   which  banks,  including  the 
right  and  left  bank,  extend  to  500  miles 
of  coast,  or  equal  to  the  eastern  or  western 
shores  of  England.     Sir,  if  that  fine,  but 
neglected  river,  was  in  this  country,  what 
millions  would  not  be  expended  upon  it; 
because  here  you  know  and  experience 
the  value  of  quick  and  cheap  commercial 


intercourse,  and  therefore  yoa  have  per- 
haps 1 ,000  miles  of  river  and  canal  navm-' 
tioni  for  every  hundred  possessed  by  he- 
land.  Why,  Sir,  on  one  canal  in  Canada 
you  have  conferred  above  a  milliofi  of  mo- 
ney. Give  half,  nay  a  quarter  of  that  sum 
for  this  purpose  to  Ireland,  and  you  wilt 
confer  it  on  a  people  that  wish  not,thatcan-' 
not,  separate  themselves  from  you;  where- 
as (tho'  while  we  are  connected  with  that 
country,  I  speak  not  begrudgingly)-  by 
granting  it  to  Canada,  you  may  perhaps 
be  only  accelerating  separation  by  inspiring 
strength.      Sir,    a  diversity  of  optinoft 

f prevails  on  the  expediency  of  restoring 
reland's  domestic  Legislature,  but  surely 
none  can  on  her  domestic  improvement. 
Indeed,  those  most  opposed  to  the  former 
ought  to  be  the  most  zealous  for  the  latter, 
because  it  h  the  expectation  of  a  livelier 
attention  to  domestic  improvements  that 
operates  powerfully  in  creating  a  desire 
for  a  domestic  Legislature,  —  also.  Sir, 
experience  has  shown,  that  even  more 
than  anticipated  advantages  have  accrued 
from  every  improvement  extended  to  Ire- 
land. This,  Sir,  is  a  subject  and  an 
arena  upon  which  all  parties  in  Ireland 
may  meet  in  amicable  understanding,  and 
co-operate  with  undivkled  concord  and 
teal.  I  therefore  trust.  Sir,  that  under 
these  considerations,  and  many  others 
with  which  I  may  illustrate  the  subject, 
but  shall  not  detain  the  House,  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  friend,  which  I 
heartily  second,  will  experience  the 
unanimous  approval  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Littleton  admitted,  that  the  sub* 
ject  was  well  worthy  of  attention,  and 
suggested,  that  the  names  of  such  pro- 
prietors of  land  on  the  Shannon  as  had 
seats  in  the  House  should  be  included  in 
the  Committee,  and  that  they  should 
bear  a  proportion  of  whatever  expense  it 
might  be  deemed  expedient  to  incur.  The 
money  thus  expended  bethought  would 
be  extremely  well  employed,  and  would 
be  ultimately  repaid  in  the  advantages 
gained.  The  improvement  of  the  river 
was  a  matter  or  national  importance, 
and  would  be  well  worthy  of  encourage- 
ment. 

The  Committee  was  appointed. 

Common  Pleas  (Lavcasteh).]  On 
the  Motion  of  Mr.  Stanley,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Lancaster  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
Bill. 
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On  Ihe  Qnestieoy  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair^  • 

Mr.  Jetvis  moTed,  at  an  amendraeoti 
thai  the  Bill  should  be  refened  to  a  Select 
Committeey  for  the  parpoae  of  contideriDg 
both  the  principle  and  provisions  of  the 
itteasore.  A  Bill  proposing  so  important 
an  alteration  on  a  subject  not  generally 
understood  by  the  House  required  previous 
consideration  in  a  Committee,  and  it  was 
distinctly  understood,  when  the  Bill  was 
read  a  second  time,  that  the  House  was 
not  pledged  to  the  principle.  It  was 
tme^  •  the  Bill  was  founded  on  the  Report 
ef  •  the  Commissioners  for  the  county 
palatine  of  Lancaster,  but  that  Report 
was  made  before  the  recent  alterations 
and  improvements  in  the  practice  of  the 
superior  Courts  at  Westmmster.  Had 
those  improvements  then  taken  place,  it 
was  highly  probable  that  the  Commis* 
sioners  would  not  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion they  did ;  and  it  was  to  be  ob-^ 
served,  that  an  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
who  was  one  of  the  Commissioners,  was 
not  present  to-night  to  defend  his  views. 
A  Select  Committee  would  examine  these 
Commissioners.  The  process  in  the 
Palatine  Court  was  much  more  expensive, 
and  much  more  objectionable,  than  the 
practice  in  the  superior  Courts.  It  might 
perhaps  be  said,  that  the  object  of  the 
bill  was  to  place  the  practice  of  the 
Court  upon  the  same  footing  as  that  of 
the  Superior  Courts.  But  his  objection 
was,  that  no  competent  machinery  existed, 
nor  could  any  be  created,  without  involv- 
ing the  country  in  great  expense  for  com- 
pensation, to  which  he  was  sure  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  ob- 
ject. He  thought  that  they  should  totally 
abolish  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Palatine 
Court.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  Stanley  observed,  that  the  intention 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Chester  seemed  to  be  to  destroy  not  the 
Bill  alone,  but  the  Courts  of  the  County 
Palatine  of  Lancaster.  There  was  this 
broad  distinction  between  those  Courts 
of  Counties  Palatine  which  had  been 
abolished,  and  those  which  had  been  re- 
tained, that  the  latter  were  presided  over 
by  the  Judges  of  the  land,  while  the 
former  were  not.  The  object  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  be,  to 
draw  the  practice  out  of  Ae  Courts  of 
the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  in  order 
to  put  it  mto  the  hands  of  the  attomiea 


of  the  Courts  of  Weetmmster.  It 
extraordhiapy  that,  although  they  had  no 
interest  in  the  Bill,  all  .the  attomies  and 
solicitors  of  the  different  towns  of  Lan- 
cashire had  petitioned  in  its  favour.  The 
Report  of  the  Commission  which  had  beea 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject, 
directly  negatived  all  the  statements  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Chester. 
That  Report  stated,  among  other  matterSf 
that  the  expense  of  the  actions  tried  in 
the  Courts  of  the  Countv  Palatine  of 
Lancaster  was  one-third  less  than  the 
expense  of  actk>ns  tried  in  the  Courts 
of  Westminster  Hall.  It  stated,  also, 
that  the  administration  of  justice,,  ki. 
the  Courts  of  the  County  Palatine  of 
Lancaster  had  been  highly  satis&ctory  to 
his  Majesty'a  subjects  in  that  part  of  the 
kingdom ; .  and  it  recommended,  not  that 
those  Courts  should  be  abolished,  but 
that  their  practice  should  be  more  closely 
assimilated  to  the  practice  of  the  Courts 
of  Westminster.  That  was  the  olject, 
and  the  whole  object,  of  the  Bill  under 
consideration.  All  the  clauses  of  this  Bill 
were  taken  from  Acts  which  had  been 
passed  for  the  improvements  <^  the  Courts 
at  Westminster.  He  called  upon  the 
House,  therefore,  not  to  be  deterred  from 
the  adoption  of  a  measure  which  would 
be  highly  advantageous  to  the  people  of 
the  county  of  Lancaster,  by  any  clamour 
raised  by  the  attomies  of  Westminster, 
from  whom  alone  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill  proceeded. 

Mr.  PoUock  did  not  think,  that  the 
course  which  had  been  adopted  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend  was  a  fair  mode 
of  dealing  with  the  measure.  The  ob- 
jections of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
were  applicable  to  some  of  the  clauses  of 
this  Bill,  and  not  to  its  principle.  He 
trusted,  that  the  House  would  not  consent 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  the  consideration  of  a 
Select  Committee.  Such  a  proceeding 
was  unnecessary ;  for  they  already  knew, 
from  experience  in  the  Clourts  of  West- 
minster, the  advantages  which  it  was  now 
sought  by  the  Bill  to  communicate  to  the 
Courts  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lan- 
caster. 

The  Amendment  was  negatived.  The 
House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on 
the  Bill. 

The  four  6rst  Clauses  having  been 
agreed  to, 

Mr.  Jetvis  proposed,  that  the  5tb  clause, 
which  authonzea  process  of  outlawry  to 
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Horn  die  Mi«iM  j«rifdidtio0»  Im 
omitled.  Thtl  ckne  would  1mw6  tfak 
opprcMm  effect,  that,  if  a  nan  geaided 
for  a  week  in  Laiaeaaliire,  aad  tkea  went 
to  resida  in  Uie  neit  countivproccaa  eoald 
act  itaae  there  from  the  PalatiBe  Comt, 
which*  not  finding  him  within  its  iaiiadic- 
tion*  would  outlaw  him.  Thia  would  throw 
an  enormous  ezpeaae  upon  Uai  wiUioot 
any  fault  of  hit. 

Mr.  Pollock  said,  that,  unless  the  clause 
was  retained,  the  Court  would  have  no 
■mane  of  eafcrcing  its  judgasents.  With 
the  superintendence  eiercised  by  the  Courts 
in  mattess  of  this  kind,  there  was  no  fear 
of  a  man  gong  uselessly  to  Ae  expense 
of  outlawry. 

The  CoBHaitlee  diTided  on  the  oueatioo, 
that  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill : 
Ayes  43 ;  Noes  14--Majority  29. 

The  Clauses,  to  the  16th,  were  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed ;  the  Gomosittee  to 
ait  again. 
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DoH  Caelos  aitd  Dok  Higubl.] 
The  Man|ue8s  of  Londonderry  said,  that 
on  a  previous  occasion,  in  the  abseace  of 
.the  noble  Eari  at  the  head  of  the  GoTsrn- 
aent,  he  had  put  a  question  to  a  noble 
Marquess,  in  order  to  know  when  they 
were  likely  to  receive  the  ratifications  of 
the  quadripartite  Troatv.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess, in  answer  had  been  pleased  to  be 
eoasewhat  jocular  on  it^  andnad«sid,  that 
4he  iHustrious  Don  Miguel  was  safely  on 
board  one  of  his  Majesty's  ships.  If  so, 
that  piinee  ought  to  have  arrived  by  this 
time;  but  he  had  not  yet  heard  of  his 
anrivy.  He  did  not  now  intend  to  pot 
question  on  thai  sulject,  /or  h^ 


was  well  awarsh  that  bgr  the  deipaituie 
from  the  system  of  non-ioterfereooe,  Don 
Miguel  had  been  driven  out  of  his  king- 
dom, and  so  had  Don  Carkw,  aad  he  be- 
lieved that  the  same  sort  of  non-40lsrfer* 
enee  would  be  adopted  to  keep  them  out* 
What  he  wished  to  ask  was  this — in  what 
manner  did  the  Ministers  intend  to  receive 
the  illustrious  prince  Don  Carios,  who,  he 
was  informed,  had  now  landed  at  Porta- 
mouth :  He  put  no  question  about  Por- 
tugal, for  since  the  unfortunate  aitoatioa 
in  which  that  country  was  now  placed,  all 
eyes  had  been  turned  towards  Spain.  He 
understood  that  Don  Carlos  had  now 
been  one  week  at  Portsmouth*  How  lootg 
he  was  to  be  detained  there,  it  might  be  as 
welltoknow*  There  had  been  great  delay — 
it  was  not  for  him  to  say  unnecessary  delay, 
but  great  delay  in  receiving  the  iUostiiQus 
prince.  There  had  been  some  sort  of 
QwissiOB  as  to  the  preparations  for  his  re- 
ception* He  undeialood  that  the  Under 
Secielsry  of  State  for  the  Foreign  De- 
partment had  gone  down  to  Portsmouth, 
aoeompanied  by  the  Marquess  of  Mira- 
floras,  and  that  there  had  been  atlempta 
nmde  to  induce  the  illustrious  prince  now 
on  our  shoiea,  to  renounce  the  rights  he 
possessed*  If  these  reports  were  true, 
they  were  beyond  anythmg  that  had  ever 
been  heard  of  in  history.  The  reporta 
were  so  general  that  he  really  thought  he 
was  doing  a  favour  to  the  noble  Earl  in 
giving  him  an  opportuntity  of  correcting 
them  and  of  denying  them  in  the  face  of 
Europe.  The  illustrious  prince,  Don 
Carlos,  had  the  same  right  to  protection 
and  to  good  treatment  as  Donna  Maria 
and  as  Charles  10th,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve it  possible  that  the  Government 
would  hold  out  an  example  of  attempting 
to  seduce  men  in  their  misfortunes  from 
the  path  which  their  duty  to  themselves 
and  their  country  required  them  to  follow. 
He  hoped  it  was  not  true  that  attempts 
had  been  made  to  induce  the  iUastrious 
prince  to  do  that  which  might  hereafter 
prejudice  his  cause,  and  the  cause  of 
Spain*  He  hoped  he  should  receive  a 
satisfactory  answer  to  the  question  as  to 
the  way  in  which  the  Government  was  to 
receive  Don  Carlos. 

£ari  Qreif  was  afraid  that  upon  this, 
as  upon  a  former  occasion,  his  anawer 
mieht  not  be  deemed  satisfactory  by  the 
noUe  Marquess  opposite.  Indeed,  he 
hardly  knew  what  the  noble  Marquess 
wished  him  to  affirm  or  deny.   The  noble 
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Bfarqnais  bad  entared  into  a  deanltoiy 
auiemeat  of  wliat  he  supposed  to  be  the 
ofeject  oi  the  arrival  of  the  prince,  and  be 
naked  in  what  manner  Don  Carlos  was  in- 
tended to  be  received  ?  He  (Earl  Grey) 
mast  disclaim  any  supposition  that  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  make  anv  statement 
because  certain  statementa  had  been  made 
elsewhere,  he  could  not  tell  by  whom,  nor 
on  what  authority.  But  he  was  ready  to 
admit,  that  Mr.  Dackhouse  had  been  sent 
lipom  the  Foreign  Office  down  to  Ports- 
mouth. With  respect  to  the  object  of 
that  mission,  if,  on  any  future  occasion, 
the  noble  Marquess  thought  fit  to  make  a 
Motion  on  the  subject,  he  shonld  be  ready 
to  meet  it;  but  he  should  now  only  say, 
(expressing  no  opinion  on  the  question, 
whether  Don  Carlos  was  or  was  not  con* 
Qeetod  with  the  cause  of  the  Peninsula)— 
be  should  onh  cay,  that  Don  Carlos 
would  be  regarded  as  a  pmee  of  the  royal 
blood  of  Spain,  and  as  such  he  would  be 
received,  and  treated  with  the  attention 
and  honour  due  to  his  station. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  said, 
that  he  hardly  knew  what  the  noble  Lord 
meant  by  saying,  that  the  illustrious  prince 
would  be  received  with  the  attention  due 
to  his  rank  and  station ;  for  if  what  be  had 
heard  was  correct,  Don  Carlos  had  been 
riding  about  Portsmouth  in  hackney 
coaches.  He  had  never  understood  what 
the  policy  and  the  cause  were  that  made 
Ministers  depart  from  the  principle  of 
neutrality.  But  now  that  they  had  de- 
parted from  it,  and  that  the  unfortunate 
prince  was  here,  he  called  on  them  to  say 
whether  there  had  not  been  a  missbn 
from  them  to  induce  him  to  abandon 
his  just  rights  to  the  throne  of  Spain  ? 
If  such  had  been  the  case,  he  must  say, 
that  the  mission  had  been  one  of  the  most 
atrocious  that  he  had  ever  heard  of. 

Earl  Orey  observed,  that  when  the 
proper  time  arrived,  the  papers,  respect- 
ing which  the  noble  Marquess  had  for- 
merly inquired,  would  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House;  and  if  the  noble 
Marquess  thought  fit  to  introduce  a  Motion 
on  the  subject  to  which  he  had  no.w  re>- 
ferred,  he  should  be  prepared  to  meet  it. 

Judicial  Business — Absence  of 
THE  Speaker.]  The  Earl  of  Eldm 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  a  subject  of  much  importance  to 
the  character  of  that  House.  The  attend- 
ance of  the  twelve  Judges  had  been  re- 


paired by  tiiat  Hoase  to  g^  thtir  opia- 
ions  upon  some  qnestion  relating  to  a 
writ  of  enor  he  believed.  Upon  that  oe* 
oaMon,  neither  the  Lord  Chancellor^  nor 
the  deputy  Speaker,  nor  any  law  Loid 
was  present  to  receive  them.  This,  be 
coald  not  help  remarking,  was  moat  irre- 
gular, contrary  to  the  forms  of  their  LoDd- 
sfaips'  House,  and  contrary  also  to  their 
dignity  and  interests.  He  recoilected  a 
case  wherein  the  twelve  Jodges  having 
given  their  opink>ns,  the  Lord  ChanceUor 
satisfied  the  House  that  they  wen  mil 
wrong.  He  recollected  another  case 
wherein  the  Lord  Chancellor  satisfied  the 
House,  not  that  the  opinions  were  wioDg, 
but  that  it  would  be  wrong  for  that  Houaa 
to  act  upon  them.  In  the  present  in- 
stance he  believed  the  Judges  were  right, 
but  with  such  instances  on  record,  was  it 
right  that  the  House  should  be  left  with  a 
lay  Lord  only  to  guide  them  ?  He  hoped 
be  should  be  excused  for  saying,  that  lie 
had  notho^  more  at  heart  than  that  the 
judicial  business  of  that  Hoose  should  be 
properly  conducted.  He  would  Tcntoro 
to  say,  that  the  esteem  and  respect  of  the 
subjects  of  this  country  for  the  House  of 
Lords,  as  a  Court  of  Judicature,  was  greater 
than  for  any  other  tribunal  in  the  country. 
It  was  necessary  that  4he  interests  of  the 
suitors  should  be  properly  adjudicated 
upon,  and  he  should  give  notice  of  a  Mo- 
tion to  the  effect,  that  the  opinions  of  the 
twelve  Jtidges  should  never  be  received  in 
that  House  unless  some  one  of  the  Lords 
mentioned  in  the  Commission  of  deputy 
Speaker  was  present. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  quite  sure 
that  his  noble  and  learned  friend  was 
aware  that  no  one  felt  more  strongly  than 
he  did  that  the  greatest  possible  care 
should  be  teken  to  keep  in  due  and  re- 
gular order,  and  according  to  the  ordma- 
ry  form  of  proceeding,  the  judicial  busi- 
ness of  that  House ;  but  it  was  perfectly 
well  known  that  he  was  not  to  sit  there 
on  the  day  in  question,  for  he  had  made 
an  appointment  to  sit  at  ten  o'clock  in 
the  morning  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  to 
hear  an  appeal,  in  which  the  suitors  and 
the  parties  from  the  country  were  kept 
waitmg  in  town.  It  was  well  known  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  necessary  absence 
of  the  Chancellor,  who  was  the  principal 
Speaker  of  the  House,  the  Crown  had 
always  by  commission  given  the  power 
generally  to  a  deputy  Speaker  to  sit  and 
-perform  the  office  of  Speaker.    He  ws» 
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Suite  snre  hit  noble  sod  letrned  friend 
id  not  mean  to  say  there  bad  never  been 
a  deputy  Speaker  before,  becante,  while 
the  noble  and  learned  Loid  held  the  Great 
Seals,  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  had  argued 
times  without  number,  cases  before  his 
deputies,  who  consisted  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  King^s  Bench,  and  his 
honour  the  Master  of  the  Rolls.  There 
were  individuals  not  Peers  appointed  to 
sit  as  deputy  Speakers,  and  following  that 
practice  there  had  been  a  commission 
given  to  more  than  one  on  the  present 
occasion  ;  among  the  Commissioners  were 
two  noble  Lords  who  had  belonged  to  the 
profession  of  the  law,  and  the  noble  Earl 
who  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
that  House,  and  who  did  not  belong  to 
the  profession  of  the  law.  He  believed 
there  had  been  some  misunderstandiug, 
because  his  noble  friend  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  King's  Bench  had  been 
unexpectedly  detained  in  another  place. 
There  certainly  was  no  law  Lord  present 
when  the  learned  Judges  gave  judgment ; 
the  consequence  of  which  was,  that  they 
would  either  have  to  give  their  Opinions 
to  a  lay  Lord,  which  seemed  to  strike  his 
noble  and  learned  friend  as  something 
too  horrible  to  be  borne,  or  they  would 
have  to  go  away  and  come  back  on 
another  occasion.  He  begged  leave  to 
observe  he  was  not  answerable  for  their 
having  given  their  opinions  to  a  lay  Lord. 
He  was  not  there  at  the  time,  but  the 
moment  he  heard  of  it  his  answer  was, 
that,  if  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
King's  Bench  was  still  detainedi  let  him 
know,  and  he  would  break  up  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  and  go  down  to  the  House 
of  Lords  instantly.  He  hoped  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  would  reflect  a  little 
before  he  made  his  Motion,  for  he  could 
not  avoid  thinking,  regard  being  had  to 
the  nature  of  the  functions  of  that  House, 
that  it  would  be  very  awkward,  not  to 
say  impossible,  for  them  to  put  upon 
their  votes  a  Resolution  which  amounted 
to  this,  that  the  whole  of  the  Peers  were 
not  competent  to  discharge  the  judicial 
business  of  that  House.  If  the  House 
adopted  the  Resolution,  of  which  his  noble 
friend  had  given  notice,  it  would  deprive 
itself  of  the  exercise  of  one  of  the 
highest  functions  it  could  possibly  ex- 
ercise, without  the  presence  of  the  nomi- 
nee of  the  Crown.  He  would  put  it  upon 
constitutional  grounds,  whether  the  House 


wooM,  for  the  £rst  time  adnstt,  that  the 
Crown  had  a  right  to  bterfere  in  (he  per* 
formanoe  of  the  jodicial  funetioDS  of  the 
House?  It  was  true  that  the  Ciown 
issued  the  Commission  for  the  appoiot>* 
ment  of  a  deputy  Speaker,  bat  it  was 
equally  as  true  that  the  House  ooaki,  at 
any  time,  name  a  deputy  Spedcer  for  a 
day  or  an  hour.  If,  Uierefore,  the  noble 
Earl  proposed  to  pass  a  Resohitkm  that 
the  opinions  of  the  twelve  Judges  should 
never  be  taken  without  the  presence  of  a 
law  Lord,  he  should  object.  The  consti- 
tution of  the  country  mi^ht  be  badly  con* 
trived,  but  by  the  constitution  lay  Lords 
as  well  as  law  Lords  had  a  right  to  judge 
of  all  legal  matters  in  that  House ;  that 
was  the  legal  and  constitutional  view  of  the 
subject;  and  surely  ifever  there  was  a  case 
in  which  a  lay  Lord  might  without  danger 
sit  at  that  Table,  it  was  when  he  had  only 
to  ask  questtons  of  the  Judges,  and  pat 
their  opinions  to  the  vote.  For  these 
reasons  he  hoped  that  his  noble  and  learn- 
ed friend  would  re-consider  the  subject 
before  he  brought  forward  his  Motion, 
pointing  out  such  distinctions  as  he  had 
adverted  to.  A  case  came  before  the 
House,  in  which  the  Judges  came  to  a 
unanimous  decision,  no  judgment  of  the 
House  was  then  given,  but  that  of  the 
Judges  was  taken.  The  decision  of  the 
House  on  the  subject  was  given  yesterday 
when  he  was  present,  in  which  he  took  no 
small  part,  and  in  which  exemplary  jus- 
tice was  done,  by  the  appeal  being  dis^ 
missed  with  costs.  If  ever  there  was  a 
case  in  which  the  sitting  of  a  lay  Losd 
was  harmless,  surely  it  must  be  in  such  a 
case  as  that* 

The  Earl  of  Eldm  assured  their  Lord- 
ships, that  in  bringing  this  matter  under 
their  notice,  he  was  actuated  by  no  per- 
sonal view  whatever.  He  was  solely  in- 
fluenced by  a  desire  to  perform  his  duty 
according  to  the  dictates  of  his  conscience. 
He  was  not  satisfled  with  the  statement 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord ;  but  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  ancient  forms  of  that 
House  must  be  kept  up,  in  order  to  enable 
it  to  retain  the  respect  of  the  country. 
That  House,  he  would  venture  to  say, 
had  been  considered  as  a  House  as  useful 
to  the  public  as  any  other  House  in  the 
kingdom.  The  noble  Earl  referred  to  the 
Orders  of  the  House,  to  show  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  oueht  to  be  present  on 
occasions  such  as  ne  had  adverted  to. 
He  (Earl  Eldon)  never  left  the  woolsack 
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dkiriiq^tbe  time  be  was  Cheiieellor  with- 
oot  having  oommuDicalioii  wHh  the  indi- 
^oal  who  was  to  sit  in  his  absence.  He 
d&l  not  know  how  the  present  Commission 
was  worded;  but  fonnerly  it  gave  author^ 
ky  to  a  Deputy-speaker  to.  sit  only  in  the 
necessary  absence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
He  was  sure,  that  if  the  people  of  this 
country  should  be  told  that  the  Judges  of 
the  land  attended  that  House  to  give  their 
opinions,  and  that  the  House  was  left  to 
itself  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, it  would  greatly  lessen  the  dignity, 
importance,  and  character  of  the  House 
in  their  eves.  He  .thought  they  had 
enough  to  do  to  retain  the  respect  of  the 
country  in  the  position  in  whidi  that 
House  was  at  present  placed,  without  ab- 
dicating all  the  forms  and  preservatives  of 
dignity. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  coold  not  allow 
the  eitraordinary  observations  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  go  forth  to 
the  public  without  remarking  that  he 
seemed  to  mistake  the  form  for  the  sub- 
stance of  dignity.  He  must  once  more 
repeat,  be  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  what  passed  in  their  Lordships' 
House  upon  the  occasion  alluded  to. 
When  he  heard,  that  the  Judges  were  in 
attendance,  he  sent  from  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  desire  they  would  wait  for 
a  short  time,  and  that  his  noble  friend, 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  King^s 
Bench  would  be  in  attendance,  inti- 
mating at  the  same  time,  that  if  his 
noble  friend  did  not  soon  arrive,  he 
woukl.  attend  in  person.  Was  it  any 
fault  of  his,  he  begged  to  ask,  that  the 
Judges  were  impatient,  and  did  not  wait 
his  arrival?  liie  Judges  were  viriute 
qffieii  attendants  of  that  House ;  and  if  he 
chose,  while  the  House  was  adjourned 
during  pleasure,  to  sit  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  it  was  their  duty  to  wait  until 
such  time  as  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
came  down  and  took  his  seat  upon  the 
Woolsack.  He  was  the  Speaker  of  their 
Lordships'  House  as  well  as  Chancellor, 
and  \f^  in  the  discharge  .of  his  duty  in  the 
latter  capacity,  he  went  from  that  House 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  the  Jud|;es, 
knowing  that  their  opinion  'was  required 
by  their  Lordships,  were  bound,  as  their 
attendants,  to  await  their  pleasure,  until 
such  time  as  it  was  convenient  for  him  to 
take  his  seat  on  the  Woolsack.  He  did 
not,  however,  believe,  that  the  Judges  were 
impatient.    He  did  not  believe,  that  if  any 


noUe  Lord  had  taken  the  trouble  to  say, 
"  The  Cbaneellor  will  be  here  presentlv," 
they  would  have  objected  to  await  bis 
arrival.  He  entirely  acquitted  them  of 
that  charge,  because  he  was  convinced 
they  knew  their  duty  too  well  to  manifest 
impatience,  even  if  they  felt  it.  To  re- 
turn, however,  to  the  speech  of  his  noble 
and  learned  friend.  He  called  upon  their 
Lordships  to  mark  how  venturesome  had 
been  his  noble  and  learned  friend  in  his 
application  of  what  had  fallen  from  him 
respecting  the  judicial  privileges  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  His  noble  and  learned 
friend  said,  there  were  cases  in  which  lay 
Lords  had  decided  on  questions  of  the 
greatest  importance.  He  stated  one  case 
in  particular,  in  which,  upon  the  Chan-, 
cellor  and  Judges  differing  upon  a  point 
of  law  involving  a  question  oi  the  great- 
est importance,  the  two  lay  Lords  in  at- 
tendance decided  between  them.  *'  When 
doctors  differ,  who  shall  end  the  strife  V* 
was  a  common  inquiry  enough;  but  iu 
the.  case  alluded  to  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  it  would  appear,  that  two  lay 
Lords  decided  upon  a  question  of  law  be- 
tween the  twelve  Judges  of.the  land,  and 
the  Lord  High  Chancellor.  It  was,  no 
doubt,  very  well,  theoretically  speaking, 
to  clothe  the  lav  Lords  with  the  power  of 
sitting  on  the  Woolsack,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances ;  but,  practically,  it  was  clear 
that  the  Chancellor's  appeal  from  the 
Judges  to  a  lay  Lord  was  not  calculated 
to  be  productive  of  much  advantage* 
The  charge,  however,  in  the  present  .ca  e 
was,  that  in  the  absence  of  the  Deputv- 
speakers,  a  lay  Lord  sat  on  the  Woolsack, 
heard  the  opinions  of  the  Judges,  and  put 
the  questions  on  those  opinions.  Now,  if 
a  lay  Lord  was  competent  to  decide  be- 
tween the  Chancellor  and  the  Judges, 
surelv  he  was  competent  to  sit  on  the 
Woolsack  to  put  the  question  to  the 
Judges.  With  all  the  tenderness,  there- 
fore, that  he  felt  for  the  privileges  of  the 
House,  he  did  not  think  thai  those  privi- 
leges would  be  consulted  by  the  proposed 
Motion  of  his  noble  and  learned  friend. 

Lord  Wynford  observed,  that  it  was 
due  to  himself  to  say,  that  he  would  have 
been  present  if  he  had  had  any  idea  of 
what  was  to  take  place.  The  constitu-^ 
tional  principle  was,  that  the  Deputy- 
speakers  should  be  appointed  by  the  King, 
and  it  was  only  when  they  were  not  ap- 
pointed by  the  King,  that  the  House  had 
a  right  to  appoint  them.    He  was  far  from 
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U>  fill  ik  ^dtcml'fituatioa  on  ibe  Wool* 
Mck  i  but  it  wts  well  known ,  that  it  had 
been  always  the  practice  in  that  Honae  to 
have,  on  each  occationty  the  aatietance  of 
Ptere  who  had  been  »  the  legal  piofiM* 
•ioo.  How,  indeed,  any  deasion  upon 
auch  qneationa  coold  be  aatia&ctoryy  wkb- 
ont  the  pieaence  of  a  lawyer,  he  waa  at  a 
loaa  to  conceive. 

Hie  Doke  of  WeWngim  aaid,  that  all 
that  hia  noUe  and  learned  friend  near  hiai 
had  stated  waa,  that  a  Lord  Chancellor 
ottght  to  be  on  the  Wooback  when  the 
Jttdgea  delifered  their  opinioaa.  No  one 
oottld  deny  the  great  advantagea  whieh 
maat  reanlt  from  having  a  Lord  Chancellor 
present  on  each  an  occaaion.  He  waa 
quite  certain  that  there  waa  not  one  of 
their  Lordahipa  who  did  not  agree  with 
him  in  that  opinion. 

Earl  Oreff  rose  only  to  atate  what  he 
conceived  to  be  the  nature  of  the  quea- 
tion«  There  ooald  be  no  donbt  that,  on 
each  an  occaaion  aa  that  adverted  to,  it 
waa  very  advantageoua  that  a  judicial 
Peer  ahould  be  preaent.  That  had  been 
the  wholesome  practice  of  that  House; 
and  he  was  sure  that  his  noble  and  learned 
friend  on  the  Woolsack  would  be  the  last 
Bsan  to  say,  it  was  not  a  wholesome  prac- 
tice. But,  acknowledging  that  such  was 
the  genera)  practice,  it  was  a  very  differant 
thing  to  say,  that  in  no  case  whatever 
should  a  judicial  question  be  decided, 
unleaa  a  judicial  Fee?  were  on  the  Wool- 
sack.  It  would  aurely  be  much  better  te 
leave  the  matter  aa  it  atoed,  than  to  aflEIrm 
any  auch  propoaition. 

The  Duke  of  Cumberkmd  was  jper- 
auaded,  after  what  had  just  lallea  from 
^n  noble  Earl,  that  such  an  occurrence 
would  never  again  take  place. 

The  Earl  of  Skaftnhury  trusted  the 
House  wouM  believe,  that  his  absence  on 
theoocasion  alkded  to,  was  not  the  result 
of  any  disiespect  or  inattention  to  his 
duty,  but  from  his  having  been  led  to  ex- 
pect that  Ike  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  would  be  present. 
There  had  l^en  occasions  within  every 
one's  experience,  oti  which  a  Judge,  who 
was  a  commoner,  having  been  made  a 
Deputy-spedcer-  of  that  House,  it  bad 
been  necessary,  although  in  the  presence 
of  that  Deputy-speaker,  for  a  lay  Lord  to 
put  the  question  to  the  Judges,  and  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House* 

Lord  jdemmniiA  not  rise  to  prolong 
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the  ii !■■  ^bnihanMisn  he  fait  it  due 

to  faimaelf  to  atale  the  eauae  of  hia  aol 
being  in  the  Houae  at  the  time  alluded  to» 
He  waa  not  aware,  that  he  waa  expected 
to  attend,  until  he  waa  in  the  Court  of 
Kiag'a  fiiench.  He  theie  received  an 
eameat  requeat  to  meet  the  other  Judges 
in  the  Houae  of  Lord&  It  ao  happened, 
however,  that  a  criminal  case  waa  trying 
before  him.  It  waa,  of  coarae,  utteriy  im- 
poaatble  that,  under  auch  ciicamataneaar 
a  Jury  and  witaeaaea  could  be  left  by  the 
Judge.  He  waa,  therefore,^  under  the 
neceaaitT  of  remaining  in  the  Court  tiH 
the  trial  waa  over,  and  he  waa  then 
informed  that  the  Houae  of  Lords  had  ad-* 
joumed. 

The  Eari  of  Ekkm  aaid,  after  what  had 
fallen  from  aeveral  noble  Lords,  he  should 
decline  making  his  Motion. 

Prisow  Discifiive/]  Lord  Wham^ 
dkjfe  rose  to  nuikehis  Motion  for  a  Com-> 
mission  to  inquire  into  die  State  of  Prison 
Disoipliae.  Theae  could  be  no  suk^eet  of 
greater  importance  and  of  greater  interest 
than  to  ascertain  that  proper  sentences 
should  be  pronounced  upon  criminals,  and 
that  those  sentences  should  be  really  and 
cfteiently  carried  into  eieet.  It  might 
be  asked,  why  he  undertook  to  introduce 
such  a  subject  ?  The  answer  was,  that  as 
Chairman  <»f  Quarter  Sessions,,  he  had 
abundant  opportunities  of  ascertaining 
what  effect  the  present  prison  disctniina 
had  uponerimiBals,  and  he  did  not  bcaievo 
that  it  was  beneficial.  He  would  veirtais 
to  say,  with  humble  submiaaion  to  the 
Judgea  of  the  land,  that  a  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Seaaiona  had  more  opportunitiea 
than  thoae  eminent  persona,  to  obaerve  die 
dfeota of  paniahments.  The  Judguaoame 
only  occaaionally  among  the  people.  The 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Suasions  lived  among 
them ;  he  saw  the  effect  of  the  law  in 
domestic  life,  and  in  detail  -he  traoed  ite 
operation  in  the  haunts  of  criminab,  and 
in'  the  homes  of  the  poor;  he  saw  the 
same  individuals  brought  over  and  over 
again'  before  him,  proving  to  demonstra* 
tion  that  the  pumshmente  he  had  inflicted 
were  not  effective.  He  would  endeavour 
to  show,  that  the  whole  of  our  present 
system  waa  founded  on  wrong  grounds ; 
and  that,  instead  of  prisons  tenidingto  the 
discouraeement  of  crime,  they  served  only 
as  scbooTs  for  vice,  llie  persons  sent  to 
them  came  out  much  worse  than  th^ 
went  in ;  and  what  was  called  puoisbment 
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w«»  less  a  prswevcive  and  a  priraliM, 
than  it  was  an  encoarageHient  and  a 
nockery.  What  ought  to  be  the  object 
of  poniBhinent  ?  In  inilietiiig  it»  the 
Hoase  did  not  look  at  the  iadividaaJy  bat 
that  the  panisbinent  iaflicted  upon  bim 
deterred  others  from  the  comniission  of 
criBie.  That  was  the  legitimate  object  of 
M  ponfohnient.  He  had,  therefore,  to 
show  that  it  did  not  deter  men  froai  the 
commission  of  crime ;  and  to  establish  hie 
position,  he  was  first  boaad  to  show  that 
crime  had  been  prog^ssive  in  this  country. 
He  would  refer  for  the  proof  of  that  to  the 
Report  of  the  several  CommitteeB  on  the 
sulgeet,  and  woold  take  three  periods  of 
seven  yeare  each ;  the  first  ending  with 
Deeenber,  1817;  the  second  ending  with 
Beeember,  1924;  the  third  ending  with 
December,  1831.  In  the  first  period,  the 
number  of  persons  criminally  convicted 
was  67, (MX);  in  the  second  period, 
99,848;  in  the  third  period,  121,000. 
The  Returns  of  the  present  year  showed 
that  this  progressive  increase  was  going 
on.  In  fact,  he  knew  from  his  own  expe- 
rience that  crime  was  increasing,  for  cNir- 
ing  the  last  twelve  years  the  number  of 
trials  at  the  Sessions  in  the  county  of 
York  had  increased  from  250  to  900. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  time  was 
surely  come  when  an  attempt  ought  to  be 
made  to  discover  some  mode  dT  putting 
a  stop  to  so  dreadful  and  growing  an  evil. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that-  this  wae  a 
new  subject,  on  the  eontrary,  it  had  of 
late  been  macb  discussed,  and  it  might  be 
advisable  Am;  their  Lordships  to  consider 
first  the  steps  which  had  of  late  years  been 
taken  wifh  reference  to  ^e  subject?  The 
consolidation  of  the  Criraiaal-law  by  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  and  the  better  arrangement 
of  the  Statutes,  deserved  to  be  mentioned 
wil^  praise  as  tending  to  remedy  the  con- 
fusion which  prevKMisly  existed.  Another 
step  was  the  removal  of  the  punishment 
df  death  in  most  of  those  cases  in  which 
it  had  formerly  been  inflicted ;  but  it  did 
not  appear  that  this  change  had  had  any 
effoct  in  the  discouragement  of  crime,  on 
the  contrary,  one  crime  at  least  fhwi 
which  the  punishment  of  death  had  been 
i^emoved,  had  certainly  increased ;  he 
meant  forgery.  In  other  cases  the  effect 
of  the  removal  was,  at  least,  doubcM. 
Another  step  which  had  been  taken,  was 
the  establishment  of  an  eflficient  body  of 
police.  FVom  that  establishment,  no 
doubt,,  the  puUw  had  derived  grettt  ad- 


vantages in  many  respects;  but  it  certainly^ 
did  not  i^poar  that  it  bad  had  the  effeet 
of  diminishing  crime.     Then  came  the 
alterations  which  had  been  made  in  prM« 
diseipliBe.    The  S3fstem  upon  which  those 
alteratkma  were  founded,  was  the  division 
of  the  prisoneit  into  classes  for  the  p«r- 
peee  of  preventing  the  less  depraved  mm 
oeiBg  contaminated  by  assoeialing  with 
the  more  depraved*     The  dassificatioo^ 
however,  was  founded  upon  false  assump* 
tions*    The  greatest  number  of  persons  m 
prison  were  sent  diere  for  want  oiP  sureties. 
Such  prisoners  were  put  into  the  same 
class  with  persons  charged  with  raisde- 
meaooift;  sosseof  whom  were  the  greatest 
vagabonds  open  the  face  of  the  earth. 
Individuals^  therefore,  who  were  pot  in 
prison  merely  for  want  of  sureties  experi- 
enced all  the  contamination  of  an  associa* 
tion  with   persons   charged    with    mio- 
demeaaom,  and  if  they  were  apt  scholars^ 
came  out  of  prison  prepared  for  every  de«^ 
soription  of  roguery.    There  was  another 
plan  whkh  bad  been  tried  with  a  view  of 
producing  Reform  in  the  great  mass  of' 
the  people :  and  that  was  education.     He* 
confessed  he  was  one  of  those  who  tboogbt 
education  woukL  have  greatly  deoreaMd 
crime.    He  regretted  to  say,  that  he  had 
been  disappointed.    He  believed  that  the" 
kiud  of  eMcatkm  which  had  been  afibrded. 
had  increased  crime;  and  the  more  he 
saw,  the  more  he  was- convinced  of  that 
foot.    He  did  not  doubt,  that  the  general: 
system  of  educatioD  was  very  vala&le  for 
some  purposes ;  but  he  very  much  doobteA 
if  the  present  eystem  gave  to  the  indivi^ 
duals  who  were  subjected  to  it,  sucb  ai 
power  over  their  minds  m  enabled  then^ 
to  lesisl  the  temptation  to  commit  crime.. 
He  was  fortified  in  this  opmiott  by  the- 
Report  of  the  French  Commissioaere  o» 
the  state  of  educatkm  in    the  United 
States,  who  declared  it  to  be  the  resalt  of 
their  inquiry,  that  the  mere  knowledge 
wasdifi\ised  the  move  crime  was  increased. 
They  attributed  it  to  the  cinramstance,, 
that  knowledge  created  wants  among  the* 
humbler  classes,  which  the  perpetration 
of  crime  alone  could  gratify.    Knowledge; 
multiplied  social  relations ;  it  produced  a' 
desne  for  various  enjoyments;   and  the 
means  of  cultivating  those  relations,  and' 
indulghig  in  those  enjoyments  could  not 
be  honestly  obtained  by  the  lower  dasses- 
in  their  present  condition.    Such  was  the 
opinion  of  tfie   Fkeneh  Commissioners. 
His  was  very  much  afraid  that  those  Oen*^ 
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Uenmi  ware  rigfat,  and  that  the  greeter 
the  diffation  of  edocatioDy  the  graeter  the 
teiDptatkm  to  crime.  He  by  no  means 
dkmbted  that  a  proper  diacipliae  of  the 
nuDd  io  yoath  was  Dighly  advaDtageooi, 
but  he  very  much  doubted  if  the  mete 
aoquisition  of  knowledge  was  eqoally 
beneficial.  Of  thia  he  was  certain,  and 
he  said  it. with  regret,  that  the  kind  and 
degree  of  education  hitherto  introdoced 
into  thia  country,  had  not  diminiahed 
crime.  Having  uiaa  referred  to  the  chief 
praventivea  which  had  been  raaorted  to 
for  Uie  diminution  of  crime  and  ahown 
that  they  bad  fiuled  in  their  object,  he 
came  to  the  qnaation**could  nothing  be 
deriaed  caicolated  to  improve  the  morals 
of.  the  people,  and  afibra  a  rational  hope 
that  ita  adoption  misht  lead  to  a  diminu- 
tion of  crime,  by  the  correction  of  vice 
and  the  enconiagament  of  virtue?  He 
thought  aome  plan  might  be  deviaed.  He 
thought  that  a  ayatem  of  priaon  diaeipUne 
might  be  eatabliahed,  although,  certainly, 
at  a  conaideraUe  enenae,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  fouoa  exceedingly  bene- 
ficiaL  The  two  prindplea  on  which  that 
avatem  ought  to  be  founded,  were — firat, 
that  the  prisoners  should  not  be  allowed 
to  congregate  together;  secondly,  that 
where  that  regulation  could  not  be  com- 
pletely adopted,  theyahould  be  compelled 
to  obaerve  the  atricteat  ailence.  Such  a 
ayatem  waa  not  ao  difficult  aa  aome  peraona 
might  imagine.  It  had  been  already 
tried  in  the  United  Statea  of  America  to 
an  extent,  and  with  a  aeveri^,  the  adopt- 
ion  of  which  in  thia  country  he  ahould  be 
very  far,  indeed,  from  recommending. 
Not  only  had  prisoners  been  confined  by 
night  in  separate  cdls,  and  prohibited 
during  woriong  time  from  speaking  to  one 
another,  but  uey  had  undergone  a  much 
more  regular  system  of  coercion.  They 
had  been  employed  in  large  bodiea  in 
deariiig  the  ground,  and  had  been  driven 
into  the  foieat  to  cut  down  treea  for  three 
montha  together,  and  though  thua  con- 
gregated they  were  not  only  compelled  to 
obaerve  silence,  but  if  any  one  of  them 
was  seen  giving  even  a  nod  or  a  wink  to 
a  fellow-prisoner,  he  waa  immediately 
taken  up,  by  the  ordera  of  the  superin- 
tendant,  and  severely  flogged.  It  was 
evident  that  nothing  like  such  a  system 
as  that  could  be  introduced  into  this  conn, 
trv-  without  shocldog  the  feelings  of  the. 
whole  nation.  But  without  proceeding  to 
such  an  extremity,  he  was  convinced  Uiat 


a  ayalMS  of  ailent  labour  night  be  advi»« 
tageoualy  eatabliabed  m  tht  priaona  of 
England.  He  waa  happy  to  aay,  that 
upon  thia  aubject  he  apoke  from  experi- 
ence. The  ayatem  had  been  tried  tn  the 
Weat  Riding  of  Yoricahire  for  aome  time, 
and  he  had  been  informed  byagentleaaan 
in  whom  he  could  confide,  t^t  it  had 
produced  excellent  eflects,  and  that  he 
had  never  seen  priaonera  in  auoh  a  atateof 
diadpline.  Silence  waa  preaerved  by  alop- 
pine  the  meala  of  thoae  by  whom  it  waa 
oroken.  It  certainly  might  tie  exceedingly 
difficult  to  aecure  perfect  ailence,  but  not 
difficult  to  prevent  Uiat  coaveraation  by 
which  any  of  the  iomatea  of  the  priaon 
could  be  contaminated.  The  next  point 
to  which  he  deaired  to  draw  Uieir  Lord- 
ahipa^  attentbn  waa  the  aubject  of  aeoond* 
ary  punishments.  Under  that  term  he 
meant  to  include  all  punishments  short  of 
death.  On  that  aubject,  alao,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  we  might  derive 
a  very  useful  lesson  from  the  conduct  of 
the  United  States.  In  Pennsylvania, 
where  the  punishment  of  death  waa  abo- 
liahed,  an  example  had  been  aet  worthy  of 
imitatioo.  la  tnat  State  they  had  built  a 
priaon,  called  the  Cherry  Hill  Prison,  the 
system  of  which  consisted  of  confinement 
in  entire  solitude  and  silence.  Each  pri- 
soner had  a  cell  of  certain  dimensioos, 
considerably  larger  than  in  thia  country, 
well  ventilated,  with  a  yard  attached  to  it, 
in  which  toexerciae  himaelf.  He  had  certain 
deacriptions  of  work  provided  for  him<— 
he  was  allowed  a  Bible,  and  certain  reli- 
g^oua  bodka.  From  time  to  time  he  was 
visited  by  the  chai^ain  of  the  priaon,  for 
the  purpose  of  religious  instruction  and 
communion ;  but  except  on  those  occa- 
sions the  door  was  closed  upon  him  and 
excluded  him  from  the  world.  Hopes 
were  held  out  to  him  that  his  imprison- 
ment might  be  shortened  if  hb  conduct 
were  praiseworthy.  He,  however,  believed 
in  his  conscience  that  such  an  expectation 
was  injurious,  and  that  sentence  once 
passed  ought  to  be  carried  into  complete 
effect.  To  hold  out  to  a  prisoner  the 
hope,  that  if  his  conduct  were  good  his 
punishment  might  be  shortened,  would » in 
his  opinion,  lead  only  to  hypocrisy.  The 
general  result,  however,  of  the  system 
which  he  had  been  describing  was,  that 
the  health  of  the  priaonera  did  not  suffer, 
and  that  eventually  they  were  brought 
into  a  state  of  reformation.  Such  a  svs- 
tem  as  that  he  ahould  propose,  with  reier- 
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encetoall  persons  imprisoiied  for  a  period 
beyond  six  months.  The  Penitentiary  at 
Millbank  was,  he  believed,  well  adapted 
for  the  purpose,  but  when  it  was  built, 
persons  were  ignorant  of  ihe  best  way  in 
which  it  could  be  applied.  He  was  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  hear,  however,  that  the 
attention  of  his  Mi^esty's  Government 
had  been  called  to  this  subject;  and  that 
they  had  employed  several  persons  to 
inquire  into  it  He  had  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  conversing  with  one  of  them,  a 
very  intelligent  man;  and  he  was  happy 
to  say,  that  there  was  a  prospect  that  the 
experiment  would  be  tried  at  Dartmoor. 
The  discipline  at  the  Penitentiary  at  Mili- 
bankwasthis;  thepri8onerslivedapart,and 
never  saw  one  another  except  in  the  morn- 
ing when  they  went  to  the  pump  to  wash, 
and  during  a  short  period  of  theday  when 
they  worked  together.  Even  then  silence 
was  enforced ;  but,  when  thirty  or  forty 
persons  were  engaged  in  labour  together, 
the  noise,  of  course,  allowed  occasional 
conversation  with  impunity.  Even  there 
the  communication  between  the  prisoners 
was  not  entirely  suppressed^  although  the 
governors,  he  was  sure,  did  their  best  to 
enforce  silence.  These  were  the  two  things 
— silence  and  solitude — ^which  appeared  to 
him  best  adapted  to  bring  the  mind  of 
the  prisoner  into  the  state  most  calculated 
to  receive  good  impressions.  The  best 
mode  of  treating  restive  horses  was,  to 
let  them  have  no  sleep ;  and  men  were 
Jcept  in  the  stabks  to  keep  them  con- 
stantly awake,  which  effectually  subdued 
their  spirit,  and  made  them  tractable.  So 
it  was  .with  solitude  and  silence  as  re- 
gard^ criminals.  He  was  aware  that 
one. great  objection  which  had  been  urged 
to  his  plan  was,  on  the  score  of  expense; 
but  he  believed,  that  the  cost  of  erecting 
suitable  cells  would  not  be  more  than 
250,000Z.-va  sum  which,  as  put  in  compe- 
tition with  the  great  advantages  that  might 
be  expected  to  result  from  it,  was  compara- 
tively of  no  importance.  By  the  statute  of 
the  7th  George  4th,  c.  74.  there  were  ap- 

Sointed  in  Ireland,  besides  the  visiting 
lagistrates,  two  inspectors-general,  who 
visited  all  the  prisons,  and  reported  their 
state  and  regulations  from  time  to  time 
to  the ,  I/>rd-lieutenant. .  It  would,  he 
thought,  be  a  good  thing  to  adopt  a  simi- 
lar plan  in  this  country,  by  which,  inde- 
pendently of  other  advantages,  they  would 
be  enabled  to  establish  a  uniformity  of 
discipline  throughout  the  kingdom.  An- 
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other  serious  evil'  was,  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  persons  were  committed  to  prison 
for  small  offences — such  as  misdemean- 
ors, and,  in  many  cases,  assaults.  He 
had  never  been  able  to  understand  why 
some  provision  should  not  be  made  giving 
a  summary  jurisdiction  to  the  Petty  Ses- 
sions in  cases  of  this  kind.  Some  such  plan 
would  certainly  have  the  effect  of  greatly 
diminishing  the  numbers  of  those  who  now 
crowded  our  prisons.  Not  that  he  desired 
to  give  to  two  or  three  Magistrates  the  power 
of  punishing  any  individual  lightly,  or 
without  proper  guards  and  protections. 
Petty  Sessions  ought  to  have  the  power 
of  summoning  c^  jury  de  circvmitcmtibuSf 
to  try  trifling  offences.  Six  would,  in 
most  cases,  be  sufficient :  indeed,  it  would 
be  frequently  Impossible  to  get  twelve. 
Six  men  of  common  sense  would  be  quite 
competent  to  decide  ail  questions  of  that 
kind.  Thus  would  they  get  rid  of  that 
large  portion  of  prisoners  who  were  now 
exposed  to  the  contamination  of  a  gaol 
for  three  or  four  weeks  before  they  could 
be  brought  to  trial,  and  whose  offences, 
if  found  guilty,  were  so  small,  as  to  ren- 
der that  term  of  imprisonment  more  than 
an  adequate  punishment.  The  effect  of 
transportation  on  criminals  was  a  question 
which  had  produced  great  discussion^. 
The  right  reverend  Prelate,  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin,  and  many  other  writers, 
had  employed  their  pens  upon  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  many  of  them  seemed  to  have 
proceeded  on  a  wrong  foundation.  It  had 
been  asserted,  that  the  terror  of  transporta- 
tion had  in  a  great  measure  ceased,  and 
that,  as  a  punbhment,  it  had  lost  its  effi- 
cacy. He  did  not  believe  it.  Transport- 
ation produced  agreatefiect  on  the  cri^ 
minal,  and  upon  the  friends  and  neigh- 
bours of  those  who  were  condemned  to  it. 
The  terror  of  transportation  might  not, 
perhaps,  deter  the  regular  and  confirmed 
thief,  but  it  had  a  much  greater  and  more 
extensive  effect  than  was  generally  be* 
lieved.  But  many  measures  might  be 
adopted  to  render  transportation,  or  the 
dread  of  it,  more  efficacious.  There 
should  be  no  remission  of  any  part  of  the 
sentence  under  any  circumstances.  Every 
man  transported  should  be  made  to  feel, 
and  the  public  should  understand,  that 
he  was  entirely  cut  off  from  his  friends, 
country,  and  connexions,  during  the  full 
period  of  his  sentence.  Moreover,  there 
should  be  no  transportation  for  so  short  a 
period  as  seven  years  :  fourteen  years,  or 
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at  the  least  teti;  shooM  be  the  minhnimi 
duration  of  Iransportation ;  he  shonld, 
perhaps,  say  ten  years,  for  he  believed  no 
man's  life  was  worth  ten  years'  purchase. 
It  woold  also  be  advisable  to  check,  if  not 
entirely  to  destroy,  the  transport's  means 
of  comtnunication  with  this  country. 
These  regnlations  wouM,  he  thonght, 
render  the  punishment  effectual.  Even 
the  roost  hardened  thieves  dreaded  a  long 
separation  firom  their  connexions,  and 
firom  that  round  of  riotous  dissipation 
which  for  Ihem  had  so  many  charms. 
The  state  of  the  prisons,  too,  called  loud- 
ly fbr  reform ;  and  the  prisons  of  London 
were  amongst  the  foremost  which  required 
amendment :  their  state  was  really  dis- 
graceful *  and,  however  innocent  a  pri- 
soner might  be,  if  he  were  once  commit- 
ted to  a  London  prison ,  there  was  no 
possibility  of  his  escaping  contamination. 
The  number  that  annually  passed  through 
these  prisons  was  enormous ;  the  leaven 
of  corruption  was  sufficiently  strong. to 
infect  the  whole  mass.  He  entreated  the 
attention  of  his  noble  friend  opposite 
(Lord  Melbourne)  to  this  subject.  He 
knew,  that  it  was  one  which  had  <k^cdpied 
a  large  share  of  his  noble  friend's  thoughts, 
and  surely  there  was  none  more  important 
to  the  welMieing  of  society.  He  also 
entreated  the  attention  of  those  of  their 
Lordships  who,  as  Magistrates  in  their 
respective  districts,  had  it  in  their  poweir 
to  effect  many  improvements  in  our  prison 
discipline.  He  had  gone  through  all  the 
topics  to  whfch  it  was  his  intention  to  ad- 
vert* He  would  conclude  by  again  en- 
treatlng^  the  attention  of  the  l£)use  to 
this  subject,  and  by  expressing  a  hope, 
that  what  had  passed  that  night  would 
have  the  effect  of  rousing  the  public  to 
the  importance  of  these  reforms.  He  had 
great  confidence  in  the  intentions  of  his 
noble  friend,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
in  his  sincere  desire  to  efffect  these  reforms. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  trusted  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  oppose  his  Motion. 
The  noble  Lord  concluaed  by  moving  an 
Address  to  his  Majesty,  praying  htm  to 
issue  a  Commission  **  to  inquire  into,  and 
report  on,  the  state  df  gaols  and  houses  of 
correction  in  the  corporate  cities  and  towns ' 
of  Great  Britait),  and  into  the  classifica- 
tion, &c.  of  the  prisoners,  and  the  regula- 
tions of  the  gaols,  and  to  inquire  whether 
any  and  what  alterations  were  necessary 
in  the  government  regulations,  and  con- 
struction of  such  gaols,  so  as  to  insure  a 


onifermity  oTpriaGn  diacipiine  throngtiout 
the  whole  of  the  kingdom  of  Great  Brl« 
tain.'' 

Viscount  MMauma  felt  grateful  to  hhi 
noble  friend  for  the  pains  he  had  taken 
on  this  subject ;  and  he  wa0  sore,  that 
their  Lordships  would  join  with  him  ia 
thanking  the  noble  Lord  for  fovoariag 
them  with  the  results  of  bia  evperienee. 
As  the  noble  Lord  had  justly  stiited,  no 
subject  required  more  serious  attenUon ; 
and  he  trusted,  that  the  speech  delivered 
by  the  noble  Lord  that  night  would  have 
the  effect  of  drawing  to  it  Uiat  sober  con- 
sideration which  it  so  imperiously  d«^ 
manded.  It  wa^,  indeed,  a  qaestkNi 
which  involved,  in  no  slight  degree,  the 
well-being  of  society.  He  agreed  in  aU 
most  every  observation  which  had  Mien 
from  the  noble  Lord.  At  the  same  tlme^, 
it  must  be  recollected— and  what  he  was 
going  to  say  was  not  for  the  parpose 
of  damping  their  Lordships'  ardour,  or 
to  prevent  them  from  adopting  measures 
likely  to  be  efficacious  for  the  purfMMe 
which  they  had  in  view,— but  it  roust  be 
recollected,  that  crime  had  existed  in  aH 
ag;es  and  all  times.  All  nations  had  em- 
ployed themselves  for  the  parpose  of  Te« 
pressin?  it,  but  all  attempts  at  eradication 
iiad  hithertd  been  fourid  meffectual.  He, 
therefore  implored  their  Lordships  and 
the  country  not  to  expect  too  much,  or  to 
form  too  sanguine  expectations  of  the 
result  of  any  lystem.  No  man  could 
know  anything  of  the  mind  of  another, 
except  what  he  derived  from  conjectures 
founded  on  the  knowledge  of  his  own 
mind.  Persons  addicted  to  criminal 
courses  had  minds  so  constituted,  that 
that  they  could  not  be  understood  by 
those  who  had  not  so  unfortunately  de- 
voted themselves.  Those  who  had  plunged 
into  a  career  of  crime  had  already  got 
over  those  moral  restraints  which  were  the 
great  bonds  of  society,  and  the  best  pre-^ 
ventions  of  crime.  They  had  got  over  alt 
senfte  of  moral  rectitude — they  had  got 
over  all  sense  of  shame — ^they  had  got 
over  all  regard  for  the  opinions  of  friends 
and  relations,  of  for  their  own  character 
and  respectability  in  the  world;  and  then 
came  the  Legislature  with  the  last  re^* 
source — ^the  fear  of  punishment,  whieh 
could  not  be  expected  to  exercise  a  vert 
powerful  influence  over  those  who  had 
already  leaped  over  higher  barriers  and 
more  forcible  restraints  than  any  which 
that  House  could  possibly  oppose  to  them. 
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He  made  tbfese  geneml  re6feetioDSy  becense 
it  bad  teo  fteqieatly  happened,  that  the 
besl-eonsidered  plana  bad  suffered  from 
|flk>  gieat  anticipations  of  the  effects 
especCed  from  tbein.  He  agreed  with  his 
noble  friendv  that  the  increase  of  crime 
in  this  country  was  exceedingly  alarming. 
He  had  before  him  a  return  of  the  com- 
mittab  for  the  last  twenty*four  years. 
Into  1810  to  1833  inclusive.  Their 
LordshipB  were  aware  that  they  could 
only  know  anything  of  the  state  oi  crime 
in  thia  country  by  the  returns  of  offences 
at  Sessions  and  Assizes.  He  knew,  that 
diere  were  many  omissions.  AH  who  were 
convicted  on  summary  process  by  Justices 
of  the  Peace  were  omitted — as  were  also 
idl  against  whom  there  was  not  sufficient 
evidence  to  warrant  conviction^  although 
morally  criminal;  and  all  whom  (he  neg- 
Kgence,  timidity,  or  lenity  of  proseeutors 
suffered  to  escape.  At  tfate  same  time  the 
r^um  ineloded  all  those  in  whose  cases  it 
appeared  that  no  crime  at  aU  was  com^ 
mitted,  and  which  was  a  pretty  large  list 
—all  those  who  were  brought  to  trial  for 
small  offibnoes,  as  it  appeared  to  him  most 
unnecessarily,  and  to  gratify  vindictive- 
Has*  Ott  the  part  of  prosecutors.  Taking 
into  consideration,  therefore,  what  was 
included  on  the  one  hand,  and  what  was 
•mftted  on  theother^  the  returns  probably 
furnished  a  pretty  fair  average.  During 
the  fint  six  years  from  ISlO.to  1816,  the 
average  in  eadi  year  was  6,405 ;  while, 
during  the  next  six  yearSf  from  1816  to 
1831,  the  average  was  12,945  per  annum, 
being  the  enormous  increase  of  102  per 
cent.  This  was  a  much  greater  pro- 
portioiial  mcrease  than  any  which  had 
taken  place  since,  and  this  increase  took 
place  sisBultaneously  with  the  first  years 
of  the  peace.  The  first  six  years  were 
years  of  war,  the  next  six  years  were  years 
of  peace.  For  his  own  part  he  was  very 
little  inclined  to  trust  to  any  general 
theory  on  these  subjects,  and  very  little 
inclined  to  trust  to  deductions  drawn 
from  such  tables ;  hot  so  great  an  increase 
as  this,  at  such  a  juncture,  evidently 
proved,  that  the  change  from  war  to  peace 
must  have  had  a  powerful  influence  on  the 
increase  of  crime.  The  nation  had  been 
so  long  engaged  in  war  that  the  octupa- 
tions,  habits,  and  manners  of  the  people 
were  cpmpletely  adapted  to  that  state,  aitd 
perhaps,  no  society  had  ever  undergone  a 
more  complete  change  than  that  which 
was  consequent  on  the  return  from  war 


to  peace.  During  the  subsequent  periods 
the  increase  was  much  lesf^.  From  1822 
to  1827,  the  increase  was  twelve  per 
cent,  and  from  1827  to  1833  thirty** 
one  per  cent.  It  was  true,  as  his  noble 
friend  had  stated,  that  this  increase  of 
crime  had  taken  place  during  a  period 
when  the  greatest  exertions  were  made  to 
improve  the  moral  condition  of  the 
country.  This  had  been  stated  by  his 
noble  friend  with  great  candour  and 
moderation :  but  in  other  places  it  had 
frequently  been  stated  with  great  bitter- 
ness, and  in  the  shape  of  a  taunt  It  had 
been  asked  what  had  the  Church — wliat 
had  our  schools — our  mechanics'  institutes 
and  societies — done  for  the  moral  im- 
provement of  the  people  ?  This  was  not 
a  fair  and  just  way  of  reasoning.  It  was 
necessary  to  consider  what  these  persons 
were  graciously  pleased  to  leave  out  of 
their  consideration — the  streneth  of  the 
antagonist  forces  against  which  they  had 
to  strive.  Neither  ought  the  increase  of 
f>oputation  to  be  forgotten.  It  was  to  be 
expected,  that  more  crime  would  be  com- 
mitted by  a  larger  than  a  smaller  popula- 
tion ;  and  it  should  be  remembered  also« 
that  if  crime  had  increased,  the  country 
had  greatly  increased  in  wealth,  luxury, 
indulgence,  and  extent  of  desire,  which 
were  the  real  causes  of  and  instiga- 
tions to  crime.  It  was  against  these 
antagonist  powera,  that  the  moral  forces 
of  society  had  to  contend,  and,  con- 
sidering their  potency,  he  thought  the 
moral  powers  had  kept  their  ground  pretty 
well;  nor  was  it  to  be  made  a  charge 
against  them,  that  they  had  not  produced 
what,  in  such  a  state  of  society,  was  aii 
impossibility  —  viz.  perfect  puritv  and 
virtue.  His  noble  fnend  had  saidf,  that 
he  did  not  perceive  that  any  of  those 
adv&nteges  had  resulted  from  education 
which  had  been  anticipated,  nor  did  he 
expect  that  any  of  those  advanteges  would 
fiow  from  it  in  future.  But  his  noble 
friend  had  not  made  any  distinction  be- 
tween education  and  the  objects  to  which 
it  was  directed.  The  object  of  education 
was  the  diffusion  of  knowledge,  and 
knowledge,  as  they  were  justly  told,  was 
power.  But  power  of  itself  was  neither 
good  nor  bad,  but  beneficial  or  disad- 
vantageous according  as  it  was  used  or 
appli^.  Knowledge  itself  did  not  secure 
virtue,  and  they  knew,  by  melancholy 
examples,  that  the  possession  of  the 
highest  mental  endowmenU,  and  the  most 
X2 
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cultivated  intellect,  did  not  save  Ibe  pot- 
•esiore  from  the  stains  of  immorality  and 
vice.  Bonis  Uteris  Oraeis  imbuiuSf  honam 
meniem  non  induerat.  The  effects  result* 
ing.  from  education  must  depend  on  the 
nature  and  objects  of  the  educatios.  If 
the  education  were  such  as  to  inspire  the 
lower  orders  with  opinions  above  their 
sttnationa,  and  to  impart  to  them  a  dis- 
taste  for  labour,  it  would  be  the  most  fatal 
and  destructive  gift  which  could  be  pre- 
sented to  them.  They  would  present 
them  with  an  apple  from  the  tree  of  death. 
But  if  the  education  given  to  them  were 
such  as  to  teach  them  the  necessity  of 
labour^  and  of  conforming  themselves  to 
their  situations  in  life,  he  could  have  no 
doubt  that  .education,  based  upon  such 
principles,  and  conducted  in  such  a  man- 
ner, would  be  productive  of  the  most  ad- 
vantageous results.  He  certainly  agreed 
wMih  his  noble  friend,  that  it  was  highly 
desirable  that  a  better  and  more  uniform 
system  should  be  adopted  for  the  general 
government  of  prisons.  His  noble  friend 
knew,  that  he  (Lord  Melbourne)  had  not 
lost  sight  of  the  matter,  and  had,  indeed, 
anticipated  him,  by  stating  most  of  the 
measures  which  Government  had  taken 
into  their  consideration.  The  Government 
had,  as  their  Lordships  were  aware, 
selected  a  gentleman  for  the  purpose  of 
going  to  America,  and  examining  very 
scrupulously  and  minutely  into  the  state 
of  the  penitentiary  system  in  that  country. 
That  Gentleman  had  now  returned,  and 
they  might  very  shortly  expect  that  his 
Report  would  be  made  available  to  them. 
He  would,  therefore,  put  it  to  his  noble 
friend,  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to 
wait  for  that  Report,  in  order  the  better  to 
consider  the  subject  in  all  its  parts  and 
bearings,  before  so  decided  a  step  should 
be  taken  as  that  now  proposed.  A  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  the 
Session  before  the  last,  made  a  very 
minute  inquiry  into  this  subject,  and  re- 
commended, that  the  large  building  on 
Dartmoor,  which  had  formerly  been 
appropriated  to  the  reception  of  prisoners* 
should  now  be  devoted  to  this  object,  for 
the  purpose  of  trying  the  system.  Govern- 
ment had  resolved  to  adopt  that  suggestion, 
and  to  propose  a  grant  for  that  purpose 
before  the  close  of  the  present  Session. 
It  was  intended  also  to  add  a  clause  to  the 
Bill  for  Trial  of  Offences  in  the  Metropolis 
enabling  the  Court  to  send  any  person 
convicted  in  London  to  any  prison  in  the 


metrop61ia»  and  to  make  the  Ptoniteiitiary 
a  prison  for  leform.  If  there,  should 
hereafter  turn  out  to  be  any  necessity  for 
a  Commission,  the  Ministers  would  be 
ready  to  assent  to  issaing  one.  The 
noble  Lord  would  not  doubt  tke  readiness 
of  the  Government  to  issue  a  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  subject ;  but  at  present 
he  thought  it  advisable  to  wait  for  the 
Report.  The  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  establish  in  England,  as  in  Ire- 
land, inspectors-general  of  the  prisons, 
was,  in  his  opinion,  a  very  good  one,  and 
worthy  of  adoption.  These  being  the 
views  of  the  Government,  and  these  views 
BO  nearly  coinciding  with  those  of  bis 
noble  friend,  he  trusted  his  noble  friend 
would  feel  the  propriety  of  not  pressing 
his  Motion  on  the  present  occasion. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  should  not  think 
he  was  discharging  his  duty,  if  he  did  not 
make  a  few  observations  on  a  subject  so 
very  candidly,  with  so  much  moderation, 
with  no  exaggeration,  and  with  so  much 
philosophical  calmness,  brought  before  the 
House.  His  noble  friend,  who  had  in- 
troduced this  Motion,  was  of  all  indi- 
vkiuals,  in  or  out  of  that  House,  the  one 
who,  out  of  the  profession  of  the  law,  bad 
more  opportunities  than  any  other  of 
seeing  the  working  of  our  system  of  crimi- 
nal law,  from  his  situation  as  Ghatrmaii 
of  the  west  riding  of  the  county  of  York. 
It  was  very  possible  that  the  dimiMition 
of  crime  had  not  borne  that  proportion 
which  sanguine  men  expectc^i  to  the 
progress  of  improvement  in  society.  But 
this  circumstance  ou|^t  not  to  fill  them 
at  present  with  despair,  with  apprehension 
for  the  future,  or  regret  for  their  past 
efforts,  or  even  make  them  disinclined  to 
continue  those  efforts  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. The  question  in  this  case  was  rather 
an  abstract  one,  and  did  not  appear  to 
lead  directly  to  any  practical  result.  It 
was,  whether  or  not  the  increase  of  know- 
ledge— the  more  general  diffusion  of  it 
amongst  all  classes  of  the  community-* 
tended  to  prevent  the  commissk>n  of 
crime  ?  He  was  far  from  being  able  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  which  had  been 
somewhat  more  dogmatically  stated  than 
he  should  have  expected  in  the  report  of 
two  French  Gentlemen  sent  out  by  the 
French  King,  that  it  was  now  universally 
admitted,  that  those  parts  of  the  world 
where  knowledge  was  roost  diffused  were 
not  the  most  exempt  from  crime,  but 
rather  the  contrary.    Who  had  ever  ex- 
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pected,  that  iDcreasiog  the  knowledge  of 
the  community  would  immediately  and 
directly  have  the  effect  of  diminishing 
inrime?  Who  had  ever  entertained  such 
an  expectation  had  no  right  to  complain 
of  disappointment  when  he  found  the 
effect :  did  not  follow  his  meritorious 
labours,  because  he  had  formed  groundless 
and  unreasonable  expectations.  The  tend- 
ency of  knowledge — at  least,  its  ultimate 
tendency, — was  to  improve  the  habits  of 
the  people,  to  better  their  principles,  and 
to  amend  all  that  constituted  their  charac- 
ter. Principles  and  feelings  combined 
made  up  together  what  was  called  human 
character.  And  that  the  tendency  of 
knowledge  was  to  amend  this  character 
by  the  operation  of  knowledge,  and  in 
proportion  to  its  diffusion,  there  could  be 
no  doubt.  Its  tendency  was,  to  increase 
habits  of  reflection,  to  enlarge  the  mind, 
and  render  it  more  capable  of  receiving 
pleasurable  impressions  from,  and  taking 
an  interest  in,  matters  of  other  than  mere 
sensual  gratification.  This  process  ope- 
rated likewise  on  the  feelings,  and  neces- 
sarily tended  to  improve  the  character 
and  conduct  of  the  individual,  to  increase 
prudential  -habits,  and  to  cultivate,  in 
their  purest  form,  the  feelings  and  affec- 
tions of  the  heart.  Now,  he  took  these 
things  to  be  so  pregnant,  that  it  hardly 
required  any  illustration  from  fact,  or  any 
demonstration  from  reasoning,  to  show 
that  the  inevitable  consequences'  of  such 
a  change  in  the  human  character  must 
inevitably  diminish  crime.  The  effects  of 
knowledge  were  not  new ;  they  were  well 
known  to  the  ancients,  who  had  said  the 
earoe  thing  in  much  better  words  than  he 
could  supply — **  Emollit  morest  nsc  sinii 
esse  feros.**  Knowledge  increased  the 
prudential  habits,  and  improved  the  feel- 
ings and  dispositk>n8  of  men.  That  it  was 
the  tendency  of  education  to  diminish 
crime  was  not  matter  of  argument,  but  of 
fact.  Let  any  man  go  into  the  gaols,  and 
examine  into  the  condition  of  the  criminals 
whether  they  were  well  educated  or  not ; 
and  he  was  perfectly  certain,  that  the  well- 
educated  would  be  found  to  form  a  very 
small  proportion  indeed  of  the  criminals 
under  apprehension,  and  smaller  still  of 
those  under  conviction.  But  the  way  ih 
which ^  this  mistake  had  been  committed 
was  this,  that  in  reference  to  this  question 
knowledge  aud  education  were  too  fre- 
quently confounded.  It  often  happened, 
that  what  was  taken  for  instruction  and 


education  was  merely  the  ffrst  step  towarda 
it,  and  many  persons  were  considered  as 
educated  who,  in  reality,  were  possessed 
of  nothing  worthy  the  name  of  knowledge 
or  instruction.  Reading,  writing,  and 
accounts  had,  during  the  last  thirty  years, 
too  often  been  held  to  imply  education. 
A  person  possessed  of  these  might,  indeed, 
have  the  means  of  educating  himeelf;  but 
it  did  not,  by  any  means,  follow,  that  he 
would  exercise  those  means.  It  was  too 
much  to  assume,  because  in  the  agri- 
cultural districts,  where  fewer  means'  of 
education  existed,  crime  was  not  so 
abundant  as  in  the  better  educated  and 
most  thickly  populated  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, that  education  had  no  influence  in 
diminishing  crime.  The  kind  of  civiliza- 
tion which  prevailed  in  the  manufacturing 
districts  was  not  always  the  most  ihvout- 
able  to  virtue.  In  these  towns  people 
might  be  said  to  live  gregariously.  But 
those  who  jumped  to  this  hasty  conclusion 
overlooked  all  these  circumstances.  They 
Said,  "  So  many  more  persons  can  read 
and  write  in  Manchester  than  in  the  dis- 
tricts of  Rochdale  or  Saddleworth,  with 
which  his  noble  friend  (Lord  Wharncliffe) 
was  best  acquainted;  and  there  is  so  much 
more  crime  in  Manchester  than  in  Saddle- 
worth;  and  this  is  all  the  result  of  your 
fine  education."  Reallv  this  was  the 
most  one-eyed  view  of  the  subject  that  was 
ever  taken.  No  One  ever  said,  that  reading 
meant  instruction  and  education — still  less 
did  any  one  ever  say,  that  reading  alone 
would  produce  the  effects  of  instructfon. 
His  noble  friend,  who  spoke  last,  and  who 
had  spoken  so  eloquently,' had  entirely 
expressed  his  views :  "  Knowledge  is 
power  in  whatever  way  it  is  used; 
but  whether  that  power  will  be  available 
to  virtue  depends  on  the  kind  of  edu- 
cation which  has  been  given.  If  a 
people  were  educated  without  any  re- 
gard to  moral  instruction,  it  was  only 
putting  instruments  into  their  hands  which 
they  had  every  motive  to  misuse.  But  it 
wds  said,  why  did  not  education  put  a 
stop  to  the  Commission  of  crime  ?  Edu- 
cation certainly  exercised  a  great  influence 
over  th'e  iilorfti  character,  but  he  never  yet 
heard  it  asserted,  that  knowledge  would 
alter  the  nature  of  the  human  being,  or 
convert  him  into  something  of  a  higher  or 
purer  order  than  the  ordinary  race  cf 
mortality.  His  noble  friend  had  made 
some  remarkable  statistical  statements ; 
and  it  appeared  that  more  crimes  were 
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now  committed  in  eight  months,  than  for- 
merly in  twelve;  but  bad  tbe  increase 
of  population  been  taken  into  account  ? 
Was  it  not  to  be  expected ,  that  tbe  cri- 
minals would  be  more  numerous  in  a  po- 
pulation of  14,000|000»  than  in  a  popula- 
tion  of  7,000,000  or  8,000,000  ?  Within 
less  than  a  century,  the  population  had 
doubled.  Within  the  last  ten  years,  or 
rather  in  the  calculations  made  from  1621 
to  1831,  the  population  of  England  and 
Wales  had  increased  two  millions.  Surely 
it  would  not  for  a  moment  be  expected, 
that  an  increase  so  great  could  have  taken 
place  without  a  corresponding  increase  in 
the  number  of  criminals.  There  were 
other  elements  at  work  besides  the  increase 
of  population  to  which  the  increase  of 
crime  was  to  be  attributed.  The  defects 
in  our  legislation  had  a  direct  tendency 
to  create  crime,  and  more  especially  was 
crime  increased  by  those  acts  which  en- 
forced the  taking  of  unnecessary  oaths  on 
frivolous  and  frequent  occasions.  These 
latter  worked  evil  in  a  two-fold  manner ; 
and  he  was  happy  of  the  occasion  which 
the  present  discussion  afforded,  and  the 
temperate  manner  in  which  it  was  con- 
ducted, to  point  out  the  evils  arising  from 
this  cause.  Its  first  baleful  effect  was  to 
diminish  the  sanctity  of  the  oath  itself, 
and  by  the  frequency  of  habit  to  make 
light  of  the  high  moral  obligation  in- 
volved in  it.  Another  evil,  and  one 
which  it  would  be  very  desirable  that 
the  law  should  punish,  because  it  had 
a  tendency  to  beget  habits  of  P^urv— 
and  the  Judges  knew  well  how  aimcult  it 
was  to  be  reached — this  was  the  practice 
of  loose  and  careless  swearing  conse- 
quent upon  the  revenue  and  other  si- 
milar laws,  which  begot  a  callousness  and 
indifference  to  the  obligation,  and  gua- 
ranteed a  system  of  prevarication  csucu- 
lated  to  obviate  the  ends  of  justice  to  a 
degree,  perhaps,  as  great  as  perjury  itself. 
There  was,  in  addition  to  these,  another 
cause,  which  had  long  since  been  insisted 
on  by  Sir  Samuel  Romill^ — namely,  the 
hardness  of  heart  and  mdifference  of 
feeling  created  by  the  witnessing  of  fre- 
quent executions.  It  was  very  little 
more  than  twenty  years  since,  that  eight 
or  ten  persons  were  executed  of  a  morning 
for  depredations  upon  property  only,  and 
where  no  attack  had  been  made  upon  life. 
Of  the  twenty  or  thirty  thousand  persons 
who  witnessed  this  horrid  exhibition,  he 
would  ask,  would  not  these  rather  imagine 


they  behdd  some  disgusting  saeritee  of- 
fered up  to  Moloch,  than  believe,  that 
they  witnessed  tbe  exeoution  of  a  Gbriat- 
ian  law  ?  Did  they  return  to  Aeir  homes 
with  greater  horror  of  the  crime  for  which 
the  punishment  was  inflicted,  or  a  greater 
dread  of  that  punishment?  No;  theie 
were  the  last  things  which  entered  into 
their  conceptions;  but  when  they  were 
told  that  these  sacrifices  were  made — ^noa 
for  highway  robbery,  nor  for  any  crime 
which  had  a  tendency  to  destroy  life — they 
proceeded  to  their  homes  with  a  total  dis- 

Sst  of  the  laws ;  and  a  more  unwholesome 
(ling  than  this  could  not  be  generated 
amongst  a  people  who  were  bound  to  be 
subject  to  them.  Such  exhibitions  as 
these— he  would  not  call  them  murders — 
but  such  wholesale  bloodshed  was  calcu- 
lated to  harden  and  vitiate  the  hearts  of 
those  who  witnessed  them ;  and  it  would 
take  a  long  course  of  wholesome  educa- 
tion indeed  before  the  evil  tendency  eould 
be  thoroughly  corrected.  The  evils  of 
auch  a  system  became  rooted  in  the  hearts 
of  the  people,  and  education,  instead  of 
rectifying,  might,  in  many  instances,  only 
render  it  worse,  by  adding  the  power  to 
the  will  to  do  evil.  Such  influences  were 
too  powerful,  when  long  continued,  to  be 
quickly  overcome.  Bad  parents  might 
have  good  children ;  but  so  long  as  the 
children  remained  within  the  influence  of 
their  parent's  example,  their  virtue  would 
be  very  problematical.  Though  many 
other  counteracting  influences  to  the  eood 
effects  of  education  suggested  themselves, 
he  would  not  now  press  them  upon  their 
Lordships.  Still  there  was  one  which  it 
was  impossible  to  overlook — which  oper- 
ated without  intermission,  and  became 
worse  and  worse  in  every  effect  which  it 
produced — which  extended  its  evil  influ- 
ence further  and  wider  than  any  other 
course,  and  in  some  parts  of  the  country 
lowered  the  population  to  the  level  of 
the  very  brute,  converting  them,  by  its 
contammating  effects,  into  common  men- 
dicants and  sturdy  beggars.  The  mon- 
strous ofiet  to  the  advantages  of  educa- 
tion, the  eigantic  counteracting  agent 
which  stifled  the  desire  of  independence, 
and  removed  all  prudential  restraints,  was 
to  be  found  in  the  Poor-laws,  or  the  abuses 
which  in  later  times  had  grown  out  of 
them.  What  mattered  it  that  he  and 
others  who  laboured  with  him  exerted 
themselves  to  diffuse  information  through 
the  land  ?*— of  what  avail  was  it  that  central 
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fCJiQols  had  been  estal^lished  ? — wliat  signi- 
fied it  that  books  had  been  circulated,  and 
knowledge  rendered  so  cheap  as  that  there 
was  none  so  poor  who  could  not  at  the  end 
of  twelve  (noQtbs  make  up,  as  it  were,  a 
m^rary  of  those  cheap  and  valuable  public- 
ations ?     But  what  signified  all  this  ?     It 
was  but  as  a  drop  in  the  ocean ;  it  was 
l^ut  the  least  imaginable  particle  of  anti- 
dote in  a  full  tumbler  glass  of  prussic  acid, 
compared  with  the  power  which  it  pos* 
sessed  to  remove  t)ie  obnoi^ious  and  over- 
whelming  influence    of    the  Poor-laws. 
But,  still,  he  hoped  he  could  say,  that  this 
cause  of  evil  had  now  arrived  at  its  worst, 
and  that  an  effective  remedy  was  now  about 
to  be  applied.     With  these  opposing  in- 
fluences, with  the  vices  of  a  population 
nearly  doubled,  with  the  baleful  and  wide- 
spread evils  emanating  from  bad  laws,  and 
worst  and  most  extensive  of  all,  with  the 
abuse  of  the  Poor-laws,  edupation,  whilst 
they  existed,  might  as  effectually  endea- 
vour to  compass  the  good  it  was  calcu- 
lated to  produce,  as  a  Tittle  cock-boat  to 
ride  up  against  the  Thames  when  the  cur- 
rent rolled  the  strongest.    The  effects  of 
education  could  only  be  seen  when  men 
were  thrown  upon  their  own  resources — 
when  the  abuses  of  the  Poor-laws,  which 
raged  liked  an  epidemic,  were  done  away 
with — and  when  it  was  no  longer  a  fact, 
t^at  men  might  be  idle  or  industrious  at 
their  pleasure,  and  the  result  be  all  the 
same.     Neitlier  man  nor  fiend  could  de- 
vise a  law  so  pregnant  with  evil,  so  calcu- 
lated to  remove  all  restraint  upon  the  pas- 
sions, and  destroy  every  motive  to  honest 
and   honourable  industry.      It  was   or- 
dained,, that  man  should  earn  his  bread  by 
the  sweat  of  his  brow ;    but  here  was  a 
law  which  contravened   this  ordination, 
which  said,  whether  the  brow  be  parched 
with  toil  or  wet  with  industry,  or  other- 
wise— ^whether  you   labour  or   are   idle, 
no  majLter — though   the  veriest  snail,  or 
merest  sluggard,  you  shall  eat  up  the  provi- 
sion of  your  industrious  fellow-citizen,  and 
his  labour  shall  suffice  to  support  you  in 
your  idleness.     This  law  said,  in  effect, 
«  Do  not  take  the  trouble  to  be  prudent; 
pever  mind  how  improvident  may  be  the 
Union  into  which  you  enter ;  do  not  care 
how  you  desecrate  the  matrimonial  rite, 
by  plunging    wives    into    distress,    and 
bringing  children  into  the  world   for  a 
heritage  of  misery  and  want :  never  con- 
sider these,  for  we  prudent  and  pains- 
inkiv^  men  will  tax  ourselves,  auu  yield 


up  the  produce  of  our  industry  to  spppprt 
you  in  your  lazy  self-gratifying  courses, 
and  prolong  your   idle  existence  out  of 
the  results  of  our  earnings".     This  was  in 
effect  the   language    which    the    Poor- 
laws,  as  abused,   spoke  to   those   disin- 
clined to  labour.    Wh^t  could   be  ex- 
pected from  education  under  such  a  sys- 
tem,  which   opened    the   door   to  vice, 
and  rendered  the  feelings  of  those  who 
availed  themselves  of  its  abuses  callous 
to  any  touch  of  virtue  or  better  feeling  ? 
Would  the  persons   who    were  thus  en-;, 
couraged   to  live  upon   the   industry  of 
others — to  pick  their  pockets  indirectly — 
would  they  be  less  likely   to  do  so  di- 
rectly ?    He  hoped  he  had  said  enough  to 
show   the   necessity  of  taking  into  ac- 
count  the   counteracting  causes    which 
operated   to  prevent    the    extension    of 
knowledge    from   producing    the    effect 
which,  but  for  these  obstacles,    its  pro- 
moters had  calculated  npon.     When  the 
contemplated  reformations   should    take 
place,  then  would  be  seen  the  improve- 
ment which  would  follow  ip  the  train  of 
knowledge.    On  one  good  result  of  edu- 
cation there  would  be  no  difference  of 
opinion.    There  was  one  class  of  offencea 
which  varied  in  extent  and  degree,  exactly 
in   proportion  with  the  degree  of  know- 
ledge which  obtained  in  any  community; — 
and  here  it  waste  be  observed,  that  know- 
ledge was  not  in  itself  a  cause  of  virtue, 
for  the  mind  might  be  irpproved  without 
any  improvement  of  the  disposition,  and 
then  knowledge  might  have  the  effect  of 
making  the  mind,  which  was  possessed  of 
it,  more  active  in  a  wrong  course,  and 
more  powerful  in  evil ;  but  it  was  evident, 
that  in  proportion  to  the  learning  of  a 
country,  crimes  of  violence  became  more 
rare.    This  was  obvious  in  France,  and 
equally    so   in    thi^    country,    although 
crimen   of  fraud   and  larceny  had   not 
thus    decreased    in    similar    proportion. 
As   regarded   the   question   before  their 
Lordships,  notwithstanding  his  objection 
to  extreme  and  disproportionate  punish- 
ments, he  would  not  go  the  lengths  to 
which  many  amiable  but  speculative  per* 
sons  had  proceeded,  repudiating  capital 
piiqishment  altogether,  and  who  grounded 
their  opposition  on    perverted   texts  of 
Scripture;  wrested  to  their  purpose.     He 
liad  frequently  expressed  his  opinion  on 
this  subject  before,  and  it  was  not  now 
necessary  that  he  should  go  into  the  rea- 
sons upon  whi^li  he  ^laiutaiued  it,  but 
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woald  ooDtetit  htfliselfwitfa  merely  atteit- 
iogi  that  the  Legislatore  had  a  right  by 
every  law,  human  and  divine^  to  enact  the 
panishment  of'deathy  bat  not  except  in 
cases  where  absolute  necessity  demanded 
it*  and  where  no  other  means  could  be  re* 
sorted  to  for  accomplishiDg  that  which 
should  be  the  end  ana  object  of  all  punish^ 
ment — the  prevention  of  crime.  It  had 
been  formerly  the  opinion,  that  human  life 
should  be  only  forfeited  in  cases  where 
murder  had  been  committed ;  but  this 
was  a  mere  quibble,  and  as  if  the  Imx 
talionu  was  to  be  the  principle  of  the  law, 
nothing  could  be  more  absurd  or  apart 
ftom  the  object  of  punishment  than  this. 
Oovemmeut  possessed  its  power  of  punish* 
ment,  not  for  the  purpose  of  retaliation,  but 
toprerentfiiture  crime,  and  establish  both  a 
warning  and  an  example.  It  was  not  on  this 
principle  that  abolition  of  the  capital  pun- 
ishment for  forgery  took  place,  butbeeause 
of  men's  minds  being  so  set  against  it 
that  no  convictbns  ever  took  place.  The 
same  objection  to  capital  punishment  did 
not  exbt  in  the  instances  of  rape  and 
arson,  they  being  somewhat  of  the  nature 
of  murder,  inasmuch  as  they  might  involve 
that  crime  in  the  attempt.  Prove  that  a 
man  enters  the  chamber  of  a  woman  at 
midnight,  and,  with  a  pistol  to  her  head, 
compels  her  to  give  up  her  casket,  in  such 
case  a  verdict  would  be  sure  to  be 
obtained.  But  there  should  be  certain 
limits;  and  in  cases  where  the  punish- 
ment was  so  severe  as  to  preclude  the 
obtainbg  of  a  verdict,  there  they  should 
pause,  and  inquire  whether  a  milder  pun« 
ishment  could,  with  propriety,  be  substi- 
tuted. The  less  punishment  there  was, 
the  better  for  society,  and  what  should  of 
necessity  exist,  ought  not  to  be  vindictive, 
but  such  as  was  calculated  to  give  effect 
to  the  laws.  Some  valuable  information 
had  been  procured  with  regard  to  the 
management  of  penitentiaries  in  America, 
and  on  these  an  experiment  was  about  to 
be  tried  at  Dartmoor.  An  Irish  Prelate, 
for  whom  he  entertained  the  highest 
respect,  had  added  some  information  on 
the  subject,  but  though  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  agreed  generally  in  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  reverend  Prelate,  still 
there  was  one  point  on  which  he  differed 
from  -him,  ana  that  was,  the  total  dis- 
approval of  the  punishment  of  transporta- 
tion. It  was  not  to  be  dented,  that  trans- 
portation oftentimes  proved  ineiTective, 
though  its  inefficiency  as  a  punishment 


had  been  greatly  exaggerated.  It  had 
this  inconvenience,  that  it  was  too  much 
under  the  control  of  circumstances,  which, 
in  the  instance  of  persons  committing  the 
same  crime,  made  it  to  one  very  light, 
whilst  it  was  to  tfae  other  very  severe.  Its 
efficacy  as  a  general  punishment  certainly 
admitted  of  a  doubt,  bat  to  say,  that  in  no 
case  it  was  of  effect,  would  be  to  say  too 
much.  The  best  system  of  punisfament 
was  that  which  aflbrded  the  greatest 
variety,  proportionate  to  each  crime,  and 
divisible  in  the  degree  of  criminality.  If 
transportation  were  rendered  as-emctive 
as  it  coold  be  rendered,  and  the  measure' 
of  punishment  warily  meted  out,  a  great 
improvement  might  take  place.  In  the 
first  place,  the  practice  of  giving  leave 
tickets  should  either  be  abolished  or  very 
cautiously  exercised,  nor  should  the  Go- 
vernor be  permitted  to  let  off  those  who 
for  eight  or  ten  months,  put  on  a  face  of 
pretended  reformation.  The  punishment 
of  transportation  could  be  rendered  more 
or  less  severe,  by  patting  some  of  the 
convicts  totally  apart  from  others,  throw* 
ing  them  into  perfect  oblivion,  shutting 
them  out  from  Europe  and  Buropeaa 
communication,  even  to  their  very  names, 
and  thus  teaching  them  to  find, — *'  Even 
in  the  lowest  deep  a  lower  depth.**  There 
then  could  be  another  colony  restricted  also, 
but  in  a  less  degree  than  the  other^  and 
through  this  the  account  would  be  propa- 
gated here.  Such  an  arrangement  would 
soon  be  made  known,  and  cure  persons  of 
the  desire  of  going  to  New  South  Wales. 
Other  arrangements  could  be  made  as 
regarded  the  degree  of  restriction  during 
the  voyage,  which  could  be  rendered 
equally  eflRsctive.  Then,  besides  trans- 
portation, there  could  be  superadded  a 
preliminary  punishment  to  hard  labour 
for  one,  two,  three,  or  twelve  months,  or 
with  the  additk)n  of  solitary  confinement 
in  cases  of  an  extreme  nature.  Having 
said  thus  much,  he  hoped  his  noUe  friend 
would  reconsider  the  propriety  of  urging 
forward  this  proposition  now.  The  subject 
could  be  well  considered  during  the  vaca- 
tion,  when  the  detaib  would  be  closely 
attended  to,  and  steps  were  already  taken 
by  a  nobleman  who  possessed  great  prac- 
tical knowledge  on  the  subject,  to  make 
such  preparation  as  the  important  nature 
of  the  measure  required. 

Lord  Suffield  admitted,  that  a  great 
improvement  in  prison  discipline  had  taken 
place,  but  he  did  not  think  that  the  im* 
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pfovement  could  be  said  to  follow  from 
(slasBtfication.  He  thought  that  the  gyttem 
of  tnapection  woidd  l^  found  to  have 
effected  more  for  this  por|k>8e.  Indeed, 
there^as  no  guide  to  assist  them  in  the 
DKrde  of  classification ;  and  after  making 
two  or  three  broad  distinctions  which  it 
was  impossible  to  overlook*  he  conceived 
it  would  be  better  to  commit  the  rest  to 
the  Magistrates^  Chaplains,  and  other 
officers,  who  were  acquainted  with  the 
characters  and  circomstances  of  the  pri- 
soners. From  the  manner  in  which  our 
prisons  were  constructed  there  were  none 
where  the  system  of  classification  could 
be  carried  into  effect  with  any  chance  or 
likelihood  of  success ;  and  in  many  places 
the  crowded  state  of  the  prisons  would  of 
necessity  preclude  the  attempt.  He  was 
of  opinion,  that  the  dislike  to  capital  pun- 
ishments, as  well  as  their  inefficacy,  would 
fender  it  desirable^  thi^t  the  subject  of 
secondary  punishments  should  be  taken  at 
once  into  consideration,  and  something 
be  resolved  upon.  It  could  not  be  denied 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  alterations 
which  had  already  been  made  in  this  re- 
spect, much  good  had  ensued,  for  prose- 
cutions had  been  instituted,  and  convict- 
ions obtained,  which  would  not  otherwise 
have  taken  place.  The  consequence  of 
that  was,  -what  all  noble  Lords  desired, 
namely,  an  increased  certainty  of  punish- 
ment for  offences.  -  The  suggestion  of  the 


been  Iving  in  prisou  for  a  month,  and 
when  brought  before  a  Magistrate  it  was 
considered  that  a  fortnight  would  have 
been  quite  enough -of  punishment  for  the 
offence,  and  consequently  the  boy  was 
sentenced  to  perhaps  but  one  day  addi- 
tional. When  the  boy  went  back  to  his 
village,  this  strange  conduct  excited  dis- 
like of  the  law  which  confined  a  boy  a 
month  for  an  offence  which  a  Magistrate 
thought  punished  by  a  day*s  imprison- 
ment. He  knew  many  Magistrates  who, 
on  this  account,  would  rather  overlook 
than  call  to  account  slight  offenders.  But 
with  regard  to  corporal  punish'njecftsv  he' 
was  not  so  opposed  to  them  as  the  noble 
Lord'  near  him.  Suppose  the  case  of  a 
minor  offence  committed  by  a  boy  of 
eleven  years  of  age.  How  would  they 
treat  him?  Why,  for  his  own  part,  he 
would  treat  him  as  he  would  his  ovm  sou 
whom  he  had  sent  to  Westminster  School. 
His  noble  friend,  however,  must  not 
designate  such  punishment  as  he  referred 
to,  **  corporal  punishment."  He  did  not 
see  any  reason  why,  if  his  boy  was  flogged, 
flogging  should  not  be  inflicted  on  the 
son  of  a  labourer.  He  thought  a  smart 
flogging  would  be  much  preferable  to  the 
confinement  and  contamination  of  a  gaol. 
Before  he  sat  down  he  would  suggest  to 
his  noble  friend  to  lose  no  time  in  en- 
deavouring to  ascertain  whether  the  rural 
police  were  efficient.    He  much  doubted 


noble  Lord  to  appoint  inspectors  of  prisons  .  whether  a  beadle  walking  about  a  district, 
had  his  approbation.  With  regard  to  .  as  they  were  sometimes  seen,  were  the 
corporal  punishment,  he  did  not  look  upon  ,  people  on  whom  they  ought  to  rely  for  the 
it  as  calculated  to  effect  any  i^d.  Even  ,  suppression  of  offences.  He  concurred 
amongst  the  lower  animals  it  was  found  .  entirely  with  those  who  were  of  opinion, 
to  be  unproductive  of  advantage,  and  it ,  that  there  was  no  course  better  calculated 
could  not  be  expected  to  operate  benefici- .  for  the  suppression  of  crime  than  that  of 
ally  upon  rational  creatures.  The  noble  ,  making  its  detection  and  punishment  as 
Lord  alluded  to  two  systems  which  prevail-  ,  nearly  certain  as  possible.  As  regarded 
ed  in  America,  that  of  Aubrey  and  that  of .  the  increase  of  crime,  he  feared  they 
Philadelphia,'  and  he  very  properly  gave  ,  might  be  led  into  error  if  they  founded 
the  preference  to  the  latter,  of  which  cor-  .  their  calculations  on  the  increase  that  had 
poral  punishment  did  not  form  a  part.  taken  place  in  the  number  of  the  prose- 
^  The  Duke  of  Richmond  t^reed  in  the  ^  cutions ;  he  feared  it  would  appear,  when 
observations  made  by  the  noble  and  .  the  report  of  the  county-rate  Committee 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and  hoped  ^  was  laid  before  the  House,  that  the  altera- 
another  Session  would  not  pass  without  tions  which  had  been  made  in  the  law, 
setting  the  question  at  rest  With  regard  giving  parties  their  expenses,  had  to  some 
to  certain  juvenile  offences,  he  would  wish  extent  operated  as  an  inducement  to  per- 
to  see  the  Magistrates  assisted  by  a  Jury,   sons  to  prosecute 


aS'  he  thought  there  was  too  much  power 
vested  in  the  hands  of  the  former.  -  In 
many  instances  the  law  -  operated '  here 
most  injuriously.     It  frequently  occurred 


TheMarquesaof  ZansdSotcm  rose  chiefly 
to  confirm  a  statement  made  by  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  on  the  Woolsack  as  to 
one  important  fact.     He  alluded  to  the 


that  a  boy  for  some  trifling  offence  had    degree  of  improvement  of  which  our  pri- 
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apo  diioipline  was  sMfceptible,  bj  enfior- 
cipg  a  ay  stem  pf  work  combined  with 
sileoce.    For  a  period  of  fourteen  months 
the  experiment  of  labour  and  silence  bad 
been  tri^  in  the  house  of  correction  in 
the  coii^ty  (Wilts)  in  which  be  resided ; 
and  be  was  eaabled  to  state,  fipm  some 
very  correct  information  be  had  received 
<in  the  subject,  that  th^  silence  as  well  as 
the  labour  h^  been  practicallv  enforced, 
and  that  the  system  had  tended  as  well  to 
impfove  the  copduct  of  the  prisoners  as 
to  their  corporal  welfare.  The  advantages 
were  confirmed  by  the  fact,  that  double 
the  nnmbf^r  of  crimes  were  committed  du- 
xing  a  pefiod  when  some  of  the  tread-mills 
oiifly  could  be  in  operation  and.silence  en- 
fppced,  ip  those  qparters  of  the  prison 
where  it  could  not  be  enforced.   With  re- 
spect to  the  effect  of  education,  he  believ- 
ed it  had  BQt  answered  all  the  expectations 
of  sanguine  minds,  but  he  could  not  go 
the  length  of  saying,  that  it  ought  to  be 
abandoned*    He  had  ascertained,  that  the 
average  of  eduoatipn   in   those  country 
places  in  which  rioting  had  taken  place, 
was  much  below  the  average  of  education 
in  the  towns  in  the  same  neighbourhopd* 
Even  under   the  influence  of  the  great 
counteracting  causes  to  .which  his  noble 
friend    had    alluded,    and    in    the    in- 
vestigation of  which  Parliament  was  now 
engaigad — notwithstanding  this,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  found,  that,  since  edu- 
cation had  been  extended,  crimes  of  vio- 
lence had  diipinished.    In  calculating  to 
ascertain  the  sU^te  of  crime,  they  ought 
always  to  distinguish  between  those  crimes 
that  were,  apd  those  that  were  not  of  a 
violent  cberacter.    Comps^ring  those  parts 
of  France  in  which  the  people  were  well 
pupated  ^ith  some  of  the  dep?irtments 
ia|p  which  education  had  not  yet  ppne- 
trated|(   it  was   ascertained,    that  where 
educatipn  was  most  prevalent,  crimes  of 
violence  were  fewer  m  proportion  to  the 
number  of  the  people.    It  had  been  endea- 
voured to  establish  t^ie  contrair  proposi- 
tion by  referring  to  the  pprthern    and 
soi^thern  states  of  America ;  but  to  found 
any  calculation  on  the  comparatively  small 
number  of  convictions  in  the  southern 
states,  was  to  commit  a  great  mistake,  be- 
cause it  should  be  borne  in  mind,  that 
slavery  existing  there  to  a  consid^able 
extent,  piasters  took  the  task  of  punish- 
ment into  their  own  hands,  and  thus  there 
were  a  nuipber  of  cases  which,   under 
other  circtt^p^taaceSy  would  have  made 


their  a|ipearappe  in  a  court  of  law,  q{ 

which  they  could  fiud  no  public  record. 
He  would  not  now  go  further  into  the  sub- 
ject, except  to  sav,  that  though  he  ad- 
mitted education  had  not  answered  the 
wishes  of  its  best  friends,  yet  it  had  pro* 
duced  so  much  flood,  tliat  he  could  not 
abandon  the  hope,  that  it  would  be  here- 
after greatly  beneficial.  Of  course,  that 
alone  was  not  sufficient;  and  among  other 
auxiliaries  a  uniform  and  well-devised  sys- 
tem of  punishment  was  one  of  the  objects 
which  deserved  the  first  consideration. 
The  whole  subject  was  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  demand  the  best  attention  of 
every  member  of  bis  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  he  trusted  that  the  result  would 
be,  to  devise  some  means  of  effectually 
checking  that  apnalling  increase  of  crime 
which  constituted  one  of  the  existing  ca- 
lamities of  this  country. 

Lord  Denman  said,  he  should  detain 
their  Lordships  with  only  a  few  observa- 
tions. Having  spoken  to  the  learned 
Judges  with  regard  to  the  proposition  of 
their  having  the  power  of  making,  when 
oq  circuit,  the  regulation  for  the  prisons 
of  the  country,  he  would  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  stating,  that  their  opinion  was, 
that  their  habits  and  opportunities  of  in- 
formation by  no  means  peculiarly  qualified 
them  tojmakesuch  regulations  as  were  likely 
to  be  effectual.  This  was  a  very  momentous 
^uestiop,  and  he  had  always  deeply  felt 
its  importance ;  but  he  also  felt,  that  the 
peculiar  situatiop  of  a  Judge  did  not  give 
him  the  opportunity  of  much  acquaintance 
with  the  matter  of  prison  discipline.  He 
thought  it  must  be  clear  that  a  Judge,  in 
passing  sentences  in  Courts  of  Justice — 
though  he  might  calculate  their  effect  on 
the  \)y-stander8 — though  he  might  calcu- 
late their  effect  on  the  prisoners,  ^et  he 
could  not  judge  of  their  effect  m  the 
prison,  nor  determine  what  regulations 
ought  to  have  existence  there.  He  thought 
it  far  better  that  this  duty  should  be  dis- 
charged by  the  country  Magistrates,  of 
whose  competence  there  were  so  many 
distinguished  examples  in  that  House, 
and  whose  valuable  assistance  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
had  been  productive  of  very  considerable 
improvements.  He  quite  agreed  with  those 
who  entertained  the  opinion,  that  they 
were  not  quite  qualified  to  judge  of  tlie 
moral  condition  of  the  cpuntry  from  any 
statistical  statements  that  they  had  been 
able  to  procure.    He  doubted  whether. 
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reallj  and  tralji  crime  had  increased  to 
that  abnaiog  extent  that  had  been  stated. 
fie  was  aware,  that  the  incfeasje  was  pe- 
culiarly great  in  the  number  of  prosecutions ; 
but  he  was  also  aware,  that  this  increase 
did  not  furnish  by  any  means  a  perfect 
measure  of  the  increase  of  crime.  From 
whatever  cause,  it  was  a  fact,  that  prose- 
cutions h^d  increased  in  proportion  to  the 
crimes  committed.  No  don^t  the  motives 
of  the  parlies  who  had  promoted  these 
prosecutions  were  most  laudable ;  he  would 
not  throw  out  anything  in  discouragement 
of  the  vigilance  of  the  public  officers ;  -but 
at  the  sai^e  time  no  delicacy  ought  to  pre- 
vent them  irom  asserting  the  truth,  and 
informing  the  public  of  the  fact.  This 
it  was  their  duty  to  do,  so  that  at  least 
the  matter  might  be  made  the  subject  of 
inquiry,  it  being  of  very  great  importi^nce 
to  ascertain  whether  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  prosecutions  did  not  rather 
mark  a  desire  tq  obtain  the  costs  and  food 
for  a  number  of  unquestionably  very 
excellent  individuals,  who  lived  by  prose* 
cutions,  than  any  increase,  as  was  very 
generally  apprehended,  of  cfime.  This 
was  a  subject  of  the  most  pressing  ne- 
cessity. He  went  along  with  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  in  his  opinions  aa  to 
the  effects  of  the  Poor-laws,  and  in  bis 
approval  of  the  aboUtion  of  those  hateful 
severities  by  which  the  Oriminal  Laws  had 
at  que  time  been  ^epdered  a  subject  of 
general  reproach.  One  efiect,  however, 
of  the  laws  themselves,  and  directly  bear- 
ing on  the  subject,  vras  the  tendency  to 
multiply  crime,  which  was  chargeable 
against  the  system  of  throwing  into  our 
prisons,  filled  with  indiscriminate  company, 
youthful  offenders.  They  thus  herded 
with  the  worst  of  characters,  and  in  such 
a  school  for  crime  they  must  be  of  poor 
ability  indeed,  if  they  did  not  become 
proficient.  Th^y  thus  lo|t  all  chance  of 
obtaining  an  honest  living  at  any  future 
period  of  their  lives ;  there  was  an  end  of 
all  hope  of  their  being  able  to  occupy  a 
fair  and  creditable  position  in  the  world. 
He  congratulated  tneir  Lordships  on  a 
Bill  having  come  up  from  the  Commons, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  prevent  persons 
who  were  committed  in  boroughs  from 
being  sent  to  distant  Assizes  for  trial ;  by 
this  mil  they  were  to  be  tried  at  the  first 
Quarter  Session  that  would  be  held  after 
their  commitment.  They  would  then 
avoid  the  great  evil  which  was  sometimes 
seen  of  youths  remaining  in  prison  a  long 


time  before  trial*,  the  charge  against  thein 
being,  that  they  had  stolen  an  apple  or  f^ 
bunch  of  grapes,  or  committed  some  other 
such  trivial  offence.  If  they  were  acquitted, 
the  Judge  would  perhaps  feel  called  on  to 
express  his  indignation  at  such  a  prosecu- 
tion having  been  instituted ;  if  tney  were 
found  guilty,  the  sentence  was  light,  and 
thus  th(i  law  was  brou^t  into  cpatempt. 
Much  good  would  unquestionably  result 
from  limiting,  as  much  as  possible,  the 
chances  of  a  criminars  escape.  GHve  him 
a  fair  trial,  but  let  him  have  as  few  chances 
as  possible  of  evading  the  p^alties  of  the 
law  by  availing  himself,  as  was  too  often 
seen,  of  its  technicalities.  Another  im- 
provement thai  oqght  to  be  made  was, 
instead  of  taking  pMsonen  twenty,  tbiity» 
or  even  sixty  miles,  as  was  occasionally 
done,  to  be  tried,  to  have  some  means  of 
brifiging  them  to  justice  on  the  spot. 
The  enormous  increase  qf  crime  com- 
plained of,  even  if  it  did  go  along  with 
the  increase  in  the  populatieoi  must  be 
diminish^.  On  the  siibject  of  seoondary 
punishments,  he  would  observe,  that  he 
really  thought,  that  there  was  much  miscon- 
ception out  of  doors  as  to  the  feeling  with 
which,  offenders  contemplated  transport- 
atiout  One  ifnpudent  fellow,  on  being 
sentenced,  might  say,  **  My  Lord,  I  am 
much  obliged  to  you }"  and  another  might 
remarkr  **  Botany  Bay  is  an  earthly  para- 
dise^ and  I  have  ^me  friepdsand  rdatioos 
there  whom  I  shall  be  glad  to  see ;"  but, 
in  his  judgment,  no  importance  ought  to 
be  attached  to  such  occurrences.  Persons 
who  fbn^ed  their  opinions  from  ebullitions 
like  these,  fell  into  the  error  of  taking  for 
their  guide  the  exception  instead  of  the 
generfd  rule.  His  own  obseicvation  as- 
sured him,  that  transportation  was  con- 
sidered a  great  punishment.  Whatever 
the  individuars  habits  of  crime,  he  did 
not  see  how  it  could  be  otherwise  to 
him  than  a  severe  inBictioo.  Sqch  a 
person,  offender  though  he  was,  must 
have  the  common  feelings  of  bis 
nature.  He  was  a  man,  and  it  must 
wound  him  deeply  to  be  deprived  of  his 
home,  to  be  sent  to  a  distant  place  in 
which  it  was  denied  to  him  to  see  the  fece 
of  his  relatives  or  friends  again.  It  some- 
times happened,  that  clerks  who  had  de- 
fmuded  their  employers,  wero  the  objects 
of  this  punishment.  They  were  persons 
who  were  generally  respectably  brought 
up  and  connected  ;  and  could  it  be  sup- 
posed that  the  dread  of  transportation  had 
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never  acted  beoeffcially,  by  deterring  any 
individilalB  of  that  class  from  the  coin- 
mission  of  ofiences  that  would  subject 
them  to  banishment  from  their  country  ? 
In  considering  this  important  and  exten- 
sive subject,  the  principle  of  restitution 
Ought  not  to  be  lost  sight  of  as  it  was  at 
present  by  the  laws  of  England.  Unless 
the  thief  was  found  with  the  purse  he 
had  stolen  in  his  possession,  the  party 
robbed  recovered  nothing.  He  had  heard 
of  cases  in  which  persons  who  had  been 
convicted  of  robbery  and  transported, 
had  taken  with  them  the  produce  of 
their  spoil,  amounting  to  large  sums, 
in  one  case  to  5,000/.,  and  had  invested 
it  in  the  purchase  of  an  estate.  Such 
instances  were  calculated  to  alarm  bankers; 
but  he  did  not  see  why  the  oftender  who 
was  convicted  and  transported,  should 
not  be  considered  in  the  same  situation  as 
the  debtor  of  tbe'party  he  had  plundered. 
With  regard  to  our  colonies,  at  all  events, 
he  could  not  see  any  difficulty  in  keeping 
a  constant  liability  to  execution  hanging 
over  the  offender's  head,  just  as  if  judg- 
ment had  been  entered  up  against  him  for 
debt  in  Westminster  Hall.  In  conclusion, 
he  must  express  his  warm  approbation 
of  the  interest  the  subject  was  exciting 
with' their  Lordships.  It  appeared  to  htm 
a  disgrace  to  the  national  character,  that 
more  attention  had  not  been  paid  to  a 
matter  on  which  the  well-being  of  society 
so  much  depended.  He  admitted,  that 
places  of  punishment  ought  not  to  be 
rendered  more  advantageous  to  persons 
who  were  immured  in  them  for  crime, 
than  were  the  places  from  which  they 
were  taken  ;  nor  ought  they  to  impose 
more  severe  suffering  than  was  necessary 
for  the  suppression  of  crime. 
*  Lord  Wnanncliffe  replied.  He  was  not 
generally  favourable  to  corporal  punish- 
ment ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  young  offenders 
might  with-  advantage  be  subjected  to  that 
desdription  of  castigation  which  was  in- 
flicted for  misconduct  at  schools.  The 
efiect  of  abolishing  ilog^ng  entirely  in 
the  army,  he  feared  would  be — that  ii 
being  necessary,  as  a  substitution  for  that 
punishment,  to  isend  the  soldiers  who  com- 
mitted offences  to  prison,  they  would  be 
corrupted  by  the  associates  they  found 
there,  and  be  worse  characters  when  their 
term  of  imprisonment  terminated  than 
they  were  when  it  commenced.  *  This  4iad 
been  found  to  be*  the  case  to  the  extent 
to  which  the  eKperiment  bad  been,  up  to 


this  perfod,  tried.  In  obedience  to  the 
wishes  of  his  noble  friends,  he  begged 
leave  of  their  Lordships  to  withdraw  bis 
Motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
.    Friday,  June  20,  1834. 

Mnrvm.]  New  Wfto  ovtavd.  Oo  Um  Motion  oT  Mr. 
Cu^utmn  Wood.  for.  nmbvj.  Id  plan  of  ttm  tU^ 
Hon.  RoBKBT  GkAKT.  Goremor  of  Bombay ;  and  for 
Klrkudbri^t,  InUieroQaiorRoBiaTCuTLAR  Faaouaaoit, 
■iq.,  Jttdca  AAvoMlOk 

Bilta.  -  Read  a  aeaond  tiina:««IiiMliaiit  DalHaa'  (IcBiaad>i 
Rooitf  Act  Amendment  (Irdaod). 

PMtkMii  praaentad.  By  Mr.  Monoiir  OTomruL, '  Mr. 
HvrmwaK,  and  Mr.  Fivmiioii.'flram  n  Nnmbar  of 
Plawa,  ^imit  Tithei^-By  Mr.  Hall  Dau,  fhm 
thrae  PlaoM,  against  the  Clalnu  oTtlie  Dlfienten. — ^By  the 
Bari  of  LiROOLir,  flwn  TaObury,  In  Ikvour  of  the  Uma 
ToU  XjHmplkm  BIU.-«y  Meana.  Hbbjhmt.  Pssma 
WiixiAMM,  and  PiooTr«— AtMn  fimr  Plaoai,  i^ainit  tlia 
UnlTerdtey  Admiidon  BIlL^By  Mr.  SiitGi«iia.  from 
ttnaFlaoii^  iK  rmiaMtkin  to  ttieChimhof  ^m^m^  — 
By  Meana.  J.  BvuMm,  HBaosnr,  MiLma,  and  Load 
JoHM  Ruaaaix,  from  wraral  Plaoai^— agaiaat  the  Scpara- 
tlon  of  Cfaurch  and  State.— By  Mr.  Liaraa,  from  Keighley, 
oeiinit  Um  Foor-Law  UnwidTOit  BUL  By  Sir  Bbwab* 
KjiATCflBuu%  Sir  JoMK  Ttabu*  MeMO.  Duooalb,  JEar* 
COURT,  STANLar,  B  A  RING,  aod  BaTHKLL,  from  a  Number 
of  Pfaioeiy— Air  Piotootian  to  the  Chureh  of  Bngland^— By 
Mr.  Hi{4«  and  Seijaaat  SrAiixia*  fkom  tfaraa  VlmtMag 
CoDfrcgatiom,  fbr  Relief  to  tha  DliiaBten.--By  Mr. 
Chapman,  from  Wotmeath,  for  ammding  the  Grand 
Juriai  (Ireland)  Aet. — By  Mr.  CATWioiaB,  from  Stony 

Middktao,  in  fkf  our  of  iba  Loiri^  Day  ObiMvaDat  BML-- 
By  Mr.  RoncwaoN,  from  a  District  of  Lower  Canada,  for 
a  Better  AdmialiCntion  of  tha  Law.<»By  Sir  Robbbt 
IxoLnk  Iha  MiWimai  of  CBavooa,  Mr.  Oammnat,  and 
Captain  Cmarwrnu,  frona  a  NinniMK  of  Places  Rpintr 
the  Univenitiei'  Admiauon  Bill. — By  Lord  HaifwiKRR, 
and  Mr.  Ebtoovrt,  from  wreral  Piaeet,  agaluit  the 
CMaaa  of  tha  DJMtan  ^By  Sir  Ronnr  Ixatj^  Mr. 
GouLBUAM.  and  tha  MarquaM  of  CaAxooa.  from  sereral 
Plaoetf'for  Protoctioa  to  the  Established  Church.— By 
BUMMt,  Habot,  and  Batlbt,  from  srveral 
alliil^  tha  Sale  of  Bear  Act.  By  Ma. 
RuTHTBir,  from  Killcli«li,  for  an  Inquiry  into  the  State 
of  their  Corporation.— By  Sir  Chablbb  Burbbll,  and 
Mr.  R.  PAijnB^--for  amamting  tha  Sale  of  Boar  Act.— 
By  Sir  OawALoMoaunr.  ftotB  Staliirdihira,  for  aamnpt> 
ing  Coal  Mines  from  the  Payment  of  Poor  Rates.— By  Sir 
RiCBARD  YiriAir,  and  Mr.  CBABiina  Rubbbll,  agaimt 
tfao'Poov-LBw  AnandBMnt  BIIL*-4y  Loid  Jobm  RoaaaLL* 
from  Sooth  Hami,  ogafaMttha  Tithes  Commutation  BilL-. 
By  Mr.  Seigeant  Spaxkib,  from  theSoclety  of  Parish  Clcrlu, 
against  tha  General  Register  BilL — By  Mr.  Moboan 
O^CoHNBLU  Ann  aereral  Plaoes,  flir  tha  Repeal  of  tha 
Union.-~By  Colonel  ETAMa»  from  a  Metropolitan  Pariah, 
for  Inquiry  into  the  Causes  of  Drunkenness.— By  Mr. 
Lbbmabd,-  from  Maldoo,  agalwt  Iha  proposed  Measure  of 
Chorch  RatasiP ■  By  tha  Marquaaiof  CHAHOOa,  and  CoJonel 
Etakb,  from  sereral  Places,— in  fiiTour  of  the  Lord's 
Dity  Observance  Bill.— By  Colond  EvAirm  fhrni  West- 
mtaMlsr,  for  adansa  hi  tha  ivstiaesorthe  Peace  BilL— By 
Mr.  Clat,  from  St.  Annli,  Llmehoui^  ag^iost  the  Board 
of  Sewen* — By  Lord  Jobh  Rusbbll,  from  two  Places^ 
for  Relief  to  the  Dlssenten. 

Admission  op  the  Dissenters  to 
THE  Universities.]  Mt.  George  Wood 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for 
admitting  Dissenten  to  the  Universities. 

Mr;  Eitcouri  rose  to  oppose  thfi  second 
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readiiig.  The  fint  fxepotitioa  of  tbe 
bon.  Mover  of  the  Bill  was*  io  his  view  of 
tlie  case,  self-evtdeot  U  was^  that  educa- 
tion was  in  itself  a  g;ood,  and  that  it  ought 
to  be  extended.  This,  he  hoped,  no  man 
was  prepared  to  deny.  But  in  the  lion. 
Member's  next  proposition,  there  was  an 
indirect  allusion  to  the  education  at 
Oxford  and  Cambridge.  Now,  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member,  whether  he  con- 
sidered the  system  of  education  at  Oxford 
and '  Cambridge  as  ,a  good  one  ?.  Was 
that  the  system  which  he  was  desirous 
of  having  cartied  through  ?  Now,  if  that 
were  so,  he  (Mr.  Estcourt)  must  say,  that 
the  education  at  Oxford  was  strictly  and 
essentially  a  religious  education.  Was 
that  the  education  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber; would  have  continued  for  the  Dis- 
senters? The  hon.  Member  might  mean 
to  say^  that  the  system  of  education  adopt- 
ed io  the  University  was  good,  save  that 
part  of  it  which  related  to  religion.  If  lie 
did  not  mean  to  say  that,  all  that,  he  had 
said  meant  nothing,  for  his  Bill  tended  to 
destroy  the  present  system  of  religious 
education  adopted  in  the  University.  If 
there  could  be  arty  doubt  on  the  pointy  he 
could  refer  to  the  language  held  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Leeds,  whilst  acting  as 
the  chairman  of  a  large  body  of  Dissent- 
ing delegates,  to  show,  that  such  was  tbe 
object  aimed  at  by  the  Bill.  On  that 
occasion,  the  hon.  memt)er  for  Leeds  had 
avowed,  that  the  Dissentei:s  wished  to  par- 
take of  the  advantage  derived  from  pro- 
fessorships and  scholarships  in  the  .Univer- 
sity, but  that  they  did  not  want,  nor  did 
they  ask  for,  the  privilege  of  taking  de- 
grees in  divinity.  If.  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  authorized  to  make  (hat  avowal 
on  the  part  of  the  Dissenting  body,  could 
there  be  any  question  on  the  part  of  any 
mangiiled  with  common  reason,  that  the 
admission  of  Dissenters  into  the  Univerr 
sity;  must  destroy  tbe  religious  part  of  its 
system  of  education  ?  He  considered,  that 
the  realobject  of  the  Dissenters  was,  to  aidopt 
a  system  of  education  calculated  to  dis- 
solve that  which  they  called  the  unjust 
and  unchristian  union  between  Church 
and  State. — [Mr.  Wood :  Such  is  not  the 
object  of  the  Bill.] — ^The  hon.  Member 
did  not  avow  that  object ;  but  there  were 
other  Dissenters  who  did*  ,  His  hop. 
friend,  the  member  for  Leeds,  had  avowed 
it  ODCCi  .and  would,  he  had  no  doubt, 
avow  it  again.  He  referred  the  House  to 
the«construction.w)iich  bad  been  put  i:^pon 
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Ibftt  expression  :0f  the  Dissenters,  by  the 
Lord  High  Chancellor  of  England.  By 
the  severance  of  the  Church  and  Htttte, 
his  Lordship  said,  that  he  could  .under- 
stand nothing  but  the  abolition  of  the 
Established  Church.  Hence,  he  con- 
tended, that  though  it  might  not  be  the 
intention  of  the.  hon.  Member  opposite,  it 
was  clearly  the  intention  of  tbe  Dissenting- 
body  at  large,  to  sever  the  Church  from 
the  State,  or,  in  other  words,  tp  destroy 
the  established  religion  of  the  country. 
The  academical  education  pursued,  at 
Oxford  was  essentially  religious  —  it 
co.uki  not  be  separated  from  religion,  nor 
from  the  religion  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. If  thcLegislaiure  either  demolished, 
weakened,  or  counteracted  that  education, 
it  would  undermine  that  system  of  educa- 
tion altogether.  He  would  take  the  liberty 
of  asking,  what  was  the  reason  for  bring- 
ing in. this  Bill  ?  Who  was  it  objected  to 
this  system  of  education  ?  Perhap!|  tlie 
colleges  could  find  no  persons  qualified  to 
give  lectures.  Perhaps  tho  hon.  Gentle- 
man, had  ascertained,  that  there  was  some 
difficulty  in  procuring  young  men  to  entec 
as  students  in  them.  No  such. thing  ;  so 
far  from  this  being  the  fact,  never  was  the 
Unive;vity  to  which  he  belonged  better 
supplied  with  lecturers  of  talent  and  Jearn- 
iug;  never  was  every  college  in  tbe  Uni- 
versity so  overflowing  with  young  men  of 
studious,  and  industrious  habits.  He  did 
not  know  why  this  application  fpr  a 
change,  in  the.  studi^  of  the  University 
should  come  from  the  Dissenters  from  the 
Church.  No  complaints  had  been  made 
by  the  members  of  the  Established  Church; 
why,  then,  should  their  privileges  be  taken 
from  them?  His  hon.  friend  near  him 
had,  on  a  former  occasion,  read  an  extract 
from  a  report  made  by  the  London  Uni- 
versity, in  which  it  was  stated,  that  **  where 
persons  o/  different  religious  opinions  were 
to  be  instructed,  no  religious  instruction 
could  be  sufficiently  imparted  in  a  system 
of  academical  education,  without  a  com- 
promise of  religious  opinion."  In  that 
opinion  he  entirely  concurred.  It  had 
been  stated  to  him  by  a  learned  doctor  on 
a  former  night,  that,  formerly,  young  men 
on .  their  .matriculation,  had  little  or  no 
acquaintance .  with  the  articles  of  the 
Church  to  which  they  were  called  upon  to 
subscribe.  That  was  now  completely 
altered  ;  the  youths  at  our  public  schools 
were  well  instructed  in  the  articles  of  the 
Church,^nd  went  to  the  liniversity  with 
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sufficient  infermation  as  to  their  memiagi 
to  be  justified  in  giving  in  their  sabscrip* 
tion  to  them.  In  what  he  had  jast  been 
saying,  he  was  speaking  principally  of  the 
University  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
representing,  bat  he  believed,  that  his 
remarks  applied  with  equal  justice  to  the 
Unhrersfty  of  Cambridge.  It  had  been 
urged,  that  if  admission  to  the  Universi* 
ties  were  granted  to  the  Dissenters,  those 
adinitted  would  be  too  few  to  do  any 
harm  to  those  corporations.  This  argu« 
ment  had  bsen  urged  inbehalf  of  Catholic 
emancipation,  and  the  whole  country  was 
now  acquainted  with  the  result  of  it.  As 
Legislators,  they  ought  not  to  argue  in  so 
partial  a  manner,  for  whether  the  Dis- 
senters admitted  to  the  Universities  were 
many  or  few,  the  result  would  be  the 
same.  If  there  was  only  one  Dissentei^ 
admitted,  the  religious  opinions  of  that 
one  must  be  tespected.  In  lectures,  there 
must  be  a  forbearance  shown  to  his  feel- 
ings, or  else  he  would  not  attend  them. 
It  was,  however,  a  very  different  matter, 
whether  the  absence  of  a  Dissenter  from 
chapel  or  lectures  was  p^mitted  by  con- 
nivance, or  whether  he  was  permitted  to 
aay, — •*  I  wdl  not  be  forced  to  attend  your 
chapel,  or  your  theoli^cal  lectures,  for  1 
hUve  the  hon.  meifiber  for  Lancashire's 
Act  to  defend  me.''  Was  it  not  certain^ 
that  the  Dissenters,  if  admitted  into  the 
Universities,  would  act  in  a  body,  and  do 
all  in  their  power  to  favour  persons  of 
their  own  persuasion.  What,  too,  would 
be  the  case  of  a  young  Churchman  meet-- 
ing  a  young  Diss/snter  in  the  University, 
armed  at  all  points  in  defence  of  his  own 
theological  doctrines?  Would  not  that 
be  productive  of  great  inconvenience,  and 
of  much  warmth  and  bitterness  of  spirit  ? 
He  reminded  the  House  of  what  had  oc- 
curred in  a  mixed  institution,  kept  by  Dr. 
Doddridge  about  ninety  years  ago,  and 
read  an  extract  from  that  learned  divine's 
works  in  explanation  of  it.  The  hon. 
Member  also  read  the  opinion  of  Robert 
Hall,  to  show,  that  great  inconveniences 
must  result  from  educating  the  different 
classes  together.  With  the  facts  stated 
by  these  learned  divines  before  them,  was 
the  House  prepared  to  break  down  the 
system  of  the  Universities,  in  order  to 
produce  y6ung  men  who,  instead  of  being 
lUstructed  in  the  tenets  of  their  own  re- 
ligion, and  being  distinguished  for  piety 
and  virtue^  would  be  more  distinguii^ed 
for  their  learning  than  for  the  fbrvour  of 


their  religious  devotkm  ?  He  hoped,  diat 
the  hon.  member  for  Lancashire  would 
reflect  on  the  danger  of  persevering  in 
this  his  desperate  coarse.  He  tamed  Co 
the  pamphlet  of  Mr.  Whewell,  the  aUa 
and  distinguished  tutor  of  Trinity  College, 
Cambridge,  and  he  found  In  it  this  ques- 
tk>n, — *'  Is  there  not  a  manifest  purpose 
to  combine  religion  with  (he  important 
events  of  our  lives,  and  the  daily  course 
of  our  employments— not  merely  if  we 
choose,  if  we  are  in  the  mood,  if  we  hap- 

Een  to  recollect  it,  if  we  have  no  ohjectkm, 
ut  inseparably,  neeessarily,  as  a  matter 
of  steadfast  institution,  of  inviolable  cos- 
tom  ?  Surely  it  is  in  this  view  that  the 
great  events  of  life — ^birth,  and  marriage^ 
and  death — are  accompanied  by  solemrt 
and  afiteting  religious  ceremonies;  that 
prayers,  at  stated  hours,  on  stated  days^ 
are  made  in  all  civilised  states  ;  that  our 
dally  emi>loymettts,  our  daily  meals,  are 
accompanied  by  petitioas  for  the  blessing 
of  God.  The  object  of  these  institutions, 
as  rational  as  they  are  universal  in  the 
Christiau  world  is,  not  to  give  us  ^the 
full  conscwusnesB  of  freedom,'  not  to  avoid 
all '  prescribed  exercises,'  but  to  bind  re- 
ligious thoughts  upon  us  by  the  strongest 
of  all  constraints — the  constraint  of  habit: 
to  teach  us  to  connect  the  approval  and 
sympathy  of  our  fellow-citixens  with  the 
acknowledgment  of  our  dependence  upon, 
and  trust  in  God ;  and  to  make  us  feel, 
that  there  is  a  <  reward  proposed '  even 
by  men  for  what  they  think  to  be  religion, 
namely,  the  good  opinion  and  good-will 
which  they  gladly  give  to  those  who  share 
with  tbem  the  most  solemn  of  their  hopes 
and  fears,  and  their  reverence  for  a  supreme 
rule  of  life."  Now,  if  that  be  so,  should 
not  religion  be  made  a  part  of  every  system 
of  religious  education?  It  was  essential, 
not  only  for  the  welfare  of  the  State,  but 
also  for  the  welfare  of  mankind  in  general^ 
that  every  man  should  be  educated  in 
the  pure  tenets  of  religion.  He  knew 
that  Gentlemen  differed  as  to  what  those 
pure  tenets  were }  but  if  his  constituents  at 
Oxford  thought  that  theirs  were  the  pure 
tenets  of  Christianity,  surely  they  ought 
to  be  permitted  to  launch  the  young  whose 
education  they  superintended  into  the 
world,  versed  not  only  in  those  tenets^  but 
in  ril  the  other  doctrines  which  spread 
a  charm  and  a  value  over  humaitf 
life.  He  thought,  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Lancaster  would  find  himself  environed 
with  difficulties,  even  if  he  succeeded  in 
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p«^tfting  tlie  BHI.    Th«  Mtote  of examiiia- 
tion  required  a  knowledge  of  the  thirty- 
nine  flfticles.    It  ^vras  to  this  effect : — 
**  Let  the  articles  also  of  doctrine  put  forth 
in  the  synod  of  London,  in  the  year  1562, 
ferfn  part  of  the  subj^ts  of  examination, 
In  which  articles,  according  to  the  statutes 
of  the  UnivAsity,  tutors  ate  bound  to  in- 
struct pupils  committed  to  their  tuition." 
He  should  like  to  know,  how  this  statute 
would  be  cbmptied  with  when  the  UhiVer- 
sity  was   (iHed    with    Dissenters.     The 
statute  then  proceeded, — ^^' Touching  the 
points  of  dbetrine  thems^lres,  let  there  be 
first  dtieslibns  proposed,  short  and  dear ; 
then  let  the  candidate  be  called  upon  to 
adduce  those  passages  of  Scripture^  by 
which  the  particular  doctHne  nmler  con- 
sideration  may  be  principally  proved.  Fur. 
thertnore,  the  evidences,  as  they  are  called, 
or  the  arguments  upon  Which  rests  the 
truth  of  religion,  natur&l  as  well  as  re- 
vealed, are  by  lio  means  to  be  omitted  out 
of  this  examination.**  How,  he  would  ask, 
would  the  Dissenters  flivoid  compliance 
with  this  statute?    He  suppctoed,  that  the 
answer  wbald  be,  by  this  Bin.   Then,  this 
Bin  woald  be  a  direct  interflerehce  with 
the  internal  legislation  of  the  Universities. 
Now,  there  was    ho    precedent  for  any 
such  interference  by  either  House  of  Par- 
liament.   If  this  was  a  good  precedent 
fbr  interferetice  with  the  Universities,  it  was 
also  a  good  precedent  for  interference  with 
all  cbrporate  bodies,  end  indeed,  for  the 
iiifiraction  of   every  publie  and    private 
right.    Then,  as  to  the  statutes  about  ad- 
missicifi,  what  did  the  bon.  Member  mean 
to  do  with  the  heads  of  houses,  at  whose 
discretion  young  men  were    at    present 
admitted  into  the  Universities  ?    Did  he 
mean  to  say,  that  the  heads  of  houses 
were  to  admit  anybody  and  everybody  who 
applied  to  them,  or  that  they  were  to  have 
the  same  privileges  which  they  enjoyed  at 
present,  with  regard  to  the  members  of  the 
Established  Church,  but  that^  with  regard 
to  Jews,  Unitarians,  and  Atheists,  they 
must  exercise  no  discretion,  but  admit 
tbem  at  once,  as  matter  of  course?    If 
that  were  to  be  the  cafte,  this  legislation 
was  not  only  useless;  it  was  also  positively 
iasnltiog  to  the  Universities*    He  vtnder- 
sloed,  that  the  Dissenters  complained  of 
the  monopoly  enjoyed  by  the  Universities. 
Now,  if  there  were  no  such  thing  as  an 
Established  Church,  he  could  understand 
the  grounds  upon  which  their  complaint 
was  founded.    But  there  befaig  an  Es« 


tabKshed  Church,  to  which  the  Universi- 
ties were  attached  as  a  part,  he  said,  that 
the  Dissenters  had  no  right  to  complain 
of  them  as  a  monopoly.  They  were  speci- 
ally founded  for  the  propagation  of  the 
doctrines  of  the  national  Church,  and 
they  answered  the  purposes  bf  their  found- 
ation, by  rearing  a  race  of  pious  and 
learned  clergymen  for  the  service  of  that 
Chureli.  He  was  anxious  not  to  say 
anvthihg  that  might  be  deemed  ofTerisive; 
still  e  sense  of  duty  cbmpelled  hhn  to 
speak  that  which  he  belieted  to  be  the 
truth.  It  appeared  to  him  that,  through 
the  medium  of  thie  Bill,  the  Dissentert 
were  anfblly  attecking  the  very  existente 
of  the  Established  ChUrch.  He  said  art- 
fhlly,  fbr  they  were  not  attacking  it  openly 
and  fairly,  but  under  a  species  of  disguise. 
Aftet'  they  had  succeeded  in  destroying 
the  Established  Church,  he  thought,  that 
the  Dissenters  might  come  fbrward,  plansi- 
bly  enough,  and  say,  ^Why  maintain 
these  institutions,  where  you  cah  no  longer 
rear  a  pious  and  learned  clergy  for  the 
service  of  the  Church  ?*'  But  the  Dis- 
senters knew  well  that,  so  long  as  there  was 
a  pious  clergy  to  instruct  the  laity,  there 
would  be  a  pious  laity  to  defend  the 
Church,  and,  therefore,  they  felt,  that 
they  would  not  be  able  to  make  any  pro- 
gress in  subverting  the  Established  Church 
so  long  as  the  Universities  existed  with 
their  present  privileges.  They,  therefore, 
made  an  insidioue  attack  updii  the  Uni- 
versities, knowing,  that  if  they  could  re- 
move the  key-stone  upon  which  the  Estab- 
lished Church  rested,  they  must  bring 
down  the  rest  of  the  edifice  in  ruins,  and 
that,  in  that  case,  they  would  have  little 
or  no  difficulty  in  separating  the  Church 
from  the  State.  Great  changes  had  taken 
place  in  the  Universities  of  late  years,  in 
consequence  of  the  relaxations  which  had 
been  permitted  in  their  Statutes.  Those 
changes  were  incidental  to  the  state  of 
the  country.  He  warned  the  House,  how- 
ever, against  listening  any  further  to  the 
applications  of  the  Dissenters,  for  the 
toleration  which  had  been  mnted  to  them 
had  not  been  granted  fbr  the  sake  of 
encouraging  Dissenters,  but  of  diffusing 
peace  and  goodwill  throughout  the  coun- 
try. When  he  fbund  that  attempts  were 
made  daily  to  deprive  the  Bishops  of  their 
seats  in  the  House  of  Lords— wben  he 
found  that  the  fundi  heretofore  applied 
to  the  support  of  the  Church  were  noW 
iconsiderea  as  disposable  property,  and 
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were  prepoted  to  be  taken  away  from  the 
Church — when  be  found  that,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  present  Ministry,  the  Uni- 
versities, in  which  the  clergy  had  been 
hitherto  reared,  were  to  be  set  aside  from 
the  Established  Church — ^andwhen  heUke* 
wise  found,  that  it  was  avowed  that  there 
was  a  desire  abroad  to  sever  the  Church 
from  the  State — the  only  conclusion  to 
which  he  could  come  was,  that  a  dissolu- 
tion of  the  tolerant  Established  Church  of 
this  country  must  follow.  He  would  re- 
mind the  House,  therefore,  that*  at  a  late 
meeting  of  liberal  Christians  of  various 
denominations,  a  Resolution  was  agreed 
to,  in  which  they  declared,  that  they  re- 
garded the  Church  of  England  as  one  of 
the  greatest  national  blessings  Divine  Pro- 
vidence had  bestowed  upon  the  land,  as 
it  had,  at  all  times,  and  under  all  circum- 
stances, been  the  strong  advocate  of  tolera- 
tion. With  reference  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Lancashire,  he 
could  not  help  saying,  that  it  was  a  speci- 
men of  legislation  entirely  without  prece- 
dent It  ought  to  be  impressed  on  the 
mind  of  every  Gentleman  in  the  House, 
that  there  was  no  precedent  to  be  found 
for  Parliament  legislating  for  the  two 
Hopses  of  Convocation  in  the  two  Uni- 
versities. There  had  sometimes  been  com- 
munications between  Parliament  and  those 
bodies,  but  never  till  now  had  any  inter- 
ference by  Parliament  with  the  legislation 
of  either  of  them  ever  taken  place.  The 
hon.  member  for  South  Lancashire  could 
not  say,  that  this  Bill  did  not  interfere 
with  their  legislation,  for  one  of  the  clauses 
in  bis  Bill  was  to  this  effect ; — *  That  no 
'  statute,  law,  ordinance,  decree,  or  grace, 
'  made  or  passed  by  any  authority  what- 

*  soever  in  any  of  the  said  Universities,  or 

*  in  any  of  the  colleges  or  halls  within  the 

*  same,    shall  in  any  manner  obstruct, 

*  limit,  or  qualify  the  plain  intent  and 
^  obvious  meaning  of  the  foregoine  enact- 
'  ments ;  but  such  statute,  law,  ordinance, 

*  decree,  or  grace,,  shall  be,  to  all  intents 

*  and  purposes,  void  and  of  no  efiecL' 
He  said,  that  in  that  clause  an  end  was 
put  to  the  constitution  of  the  Universities. 
In  the  next  session  of  Parliament  they 
would  have  some  gentleman  or  other,  be- 
longing to  some  dissenting  sect,  startmg 
up  and  saying,  **  This  restriction  is  too 
bad,  and  so  is  that;  I  must,  introduce  a 
Bill  to  take  them  both  away. .  The  Uni- 
versities must  not  be  permitted  to  legislate 
on  .such  subjects— they  must  not  make 


laws ;  bot  we  most  make  new  kwa  to 
meet  our  own  views  and  antwer  omt  oim 
purposes.**  If  the  boo.  Member  weie  pve* 
pared  to  reduce  the  ancient  instknUdiM 
of  the  Unifersities,  ancient  beyond  the 
memory  of  any  of  our  Kings,  to  the  alsite 
and  level  of  the  London  Uniferaity,  be 
could  understand  his  object  in  bringing 
in  this  Bill ;  but,  if  he  wished  those  esi- 
cient  institutions  to  continue  in  esistenoe, 
and  retain  their  former  credit,  be  cottU 
not  understand  what  the  hon.  Memlier 
meant  by  a  specimen  of  legislation  which 
was  calculated  to  overthrow  their  entiie 
constitution.    After  quoting  the  protest 
of  Mr.  Sewell,  a  member  of  me  Univemity 
of  Oxford  against  any  inleffefence  with 
the  privileges  of  the  University,  the  hon. 
Member  expressed    his   hope,  that   the 
House  would  stand  by  the  Universities 
and  the  Church  on  the  present  oocasioa. 
In  his  conscience,  he  believed  the  Bill  to 
be  fraught  with  danger  to  the  most  valued 
institutions  of  the  country,  to  the  safety 
of  the  monarchy,  and  the  welfare  of  the 
empire.     Entertaining  such  sentimentSt 
he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  move,  by  way 
of  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  Herbert  seconded  the  Amendment. 
Was  it  the  intention  of  the  House,  he 
would  ask,  to  revoke  the  Acts,  regnlaUoas, 
and  by-laws  of  the  Universities  by  which 
Dissenters  were  excluded  from  them?  If 
such  was  their  intention,  they  had  better 
give  their  sanction  to  the  measure  before 
them.  There  did  not  exist  a  single  by- 
law in  the  colleges  of  the  Universities, 
nor  even  a  single  custom,  which  did  not 
go  to  obstruct  Dissenters,  and  prevent 
them  from  being  admitted  to  qualify  in 
the  Universities.  How  could  a  Dissenter 
become  a  master  in  any  of  the  colleges^ 
when,  to  be  one,  a  complete  knowledge  of 
the  tenets  of  the  Established  Church  was 
necessary  ?  No  matter  how  great  a  pro- 
6cient  in  learning  he  might  be — no  matter 
how  brilliant  were  the  talents  with  whioh 
nature  endowed  him,  a  religious  educatioa 
was  a  sine  qua  nan.  What  greater  ob- 
jection could  there  be  than  this  ?  Even 
the  Dissenters  themselves,  when  such  was 
the  fact,  ought  not  to  wbh  to  enter  these 
colleges,  and  be  under  such  roasters,  and 
be  continually  present  in  a  place  where,  a 
system  of  religious  education  was  adopted 
from  beginning  to  end.  It  appeared  to 
him,  that  it  must  always  be  a  grave  sub- 
ject of  displeasure  to  the  Dissenters  them- 
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■dve^  to.  ^  obliged  to  attend  lectures  in 
^hich  they  would  bear  the  tenets  of  their 
pwn  Church  completely  controverted.  But, 
perhaps^  the  House  did  not  wish  that  there 
diould  be  any  religious  education  at  the 
Universities.  If  such  was  the  intention 
of  the  House,  they  would  prove  it  by 
passing  the  Bill  before  them.  He  really 
doubted  whether,  even  if  the  Dissenters 
were  admitted  to  be  masters,  they  would 
(uro  out  to  be  proper  ones.  A  school  for 
Dissenters  had  been  formerly  established 
at  Daventry;  but  it  had  failed,  and  the 
ieachers  and  ministers  that  school  sent 
forth  had  so  much  vagueness  in  their 
opinions,  that  their  tenets  and  the  subjects 
they  preached  about  had  the  very  worst 
effect  possible  upon  their  flocks.  The  in- 
troduction of  Dissenters  as  masters  in 
colleges  was  a  very  serious  matter,  and 
one  that  should  be  gravely  looked  to.  Let 
^he  effect  it  would  have  on  the  pupils  of 
the  Universities  be  considered.  For  his 
pwn  part,  he  did  not  think,  that  the 
pupils  would  pay  much  attention  to  the 
instruction  of  teachers  from  the  religion 
of  whom  they  differed.  Could  it  be  ex- 
pected, that  those  pupils  would  ever  look 
with  much  reverence  on  the  religion  of 
the  Established  Church,  when  they  saw  it 
treated  with  indifference,  as  it  would  be  if 
the  Dissenters  were  allowed  to  become 
masters  ?  In  these  trnies  of  trouble — in 
these  times  of  dissension  of  every  species 
- — the  admission  of  Dissenters  into  the 
Universities  would  be  nothing  less  than 
opening  them  to  conflicting  opinions,  and 
making  them  an  arena  for  religious  ani- 
mosity, instead  of  allowing  them  to  be  the 
quiet  seats  of  study.  The  Bill  before  them 
was  very  extensive  ;  it  allowed  a  far  wider 
latitude  than  appeared  at  first  sight,  and 
under  its  cloak  infidels  and  atheists  would 
creep  into  the  Universities.  If  the  Dis- 
senters followed  the  course  he  thought 
they  would  pursue — if  they  denied  religion 
-—if  thev  refused  to  allow  it  to  enter  into 
their  system  of  education,  or  gave  at  best 
but  an  emasculated  education,  what  would 
be  the  consequences  ?  Why,  the  noble- 
men and  gentry  of  the  country  would 
cease  to  send  their  sons  to  the  Universities. 
But  here  it  might  be  argued,  that  it  was 
not  necessary  that  English  Gentlemen 
should  be  acquainted  with  controversy, 
but,  at  least,  they  should  be  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  tenets  of  the  religion 
they  professed.  But  were  not  some  of 
them  destined  to  be  the  ministers  of  the 
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Established  Church  afterwards?  The 
moment  the  laity  were  excluded  from 
having  a  religious  education,  that  moment 
you  excluded  those  who  might,  in  time  to 
come,  become  ministers.  He  Ipoked  upon 
this  Bill  as  one  that  would  eventually  have 
the  effect  of  excluding  ministers  from  the 
Universities.  It  would,  also,  have  a  very 
Ijad  effect, — a  worse  one,  perhaps,  on  the 
laity, — since  it  would  prevent  them  from 
forming,  at  the  University,  attachments 
with  those  who  would  become  afterwards 
ministers  of  religion.  Preventing  this  would , 
likewise,  lead  to  another  evil  consequence. 
By  breaking  off  the  early  acquaintance 
that  might  be  formed  between  the  minister 
and  the  gentlemen  among  whom  he  might 
afterwards  reside — and  this  the  Bill  would 
do— a  stop  would  be  put  to  the  mutual 
assistance  they  would  afford  to  each  other 
in  making  the  stream  of  benevolence  flow 
more  rapidly  and  broadly.  He  was  aware 
that  the  party  who  looked  upon  all  that 
was  said  on  that  side  of  the  House  he  was 
on,  as  intended  to  incite  religious  animosity, 
considered  with  contempt  all  the  attain- 
ments acquired  at  the  Universities,  looked 
with  disdain  on  the  acquisition  of  the  dead 
languages,  and  despised  everything  like 
polite  literature.  There  were  others  who 
were  tricked  by  a  false  seeming  of  liberality 
into  a  support  of  this  measure.  He  would 
ask  one  plain  question.  Would  they,  by 
passing  this  measure,  close  the  doors  of 
the  Universities  on  the  nobility  and  gentry 
of  England  in  order  to  open  them  to 
a  small  body  of  individuals,  for  a  small 
body  the  Dissenters  must  be  considered 
when  compared  with  the  rest  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country  ?  But  the  Dissenters 
were  a  rich,  and,  he  understood,  a  re- 
spectable class  of  persons.  Why,  then, 
did  they  not  found  and  endow  colleges  of 
their  own,  and  teach  in  them  whatsoever 
they  chose  ?  The  Protestants  would  not 
interfere  with  them — they  might  have 
whatever  test  of  admission  they  pleased — 
for  the  Protestants  would  no  more  ask  to 
be  admitted  into  tht^ir  colleges  than  they 
now  asked  to  be  admitted  into  Maynooth. 
Let  the  Dissenters  erect  their  own  colleges, 
and,  if  they  should)  happen  to  produce, 
as  the  English  Universities  already  had, 
great  and  eloquent  statesmen,  profound 
philosophers,  and  men  who  would  be  an 
ornament  to  society,  then  would  their 
country  be  grateful  to  them  for  the  benefit 
they  had  bestowed  upon  it.  He  felt  grate- 
ful for  this  opportunity  of  paying  a  tribute 
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of  respect  to  those  Universities,  to  one  of 
which  he  was  indebted  for  his  edocatifm. 
Mr.  Peter  said,  that  whilst  he  gare  hts 
cordial  -support  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  he  mast,  at  the  same  time,  ex- 
press his  concnrrence  with  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  who  had  just  sat  down,  in  deploring 
the  violence  which  had  been  displayed  by 
some  of  the  Dissenters,  in  condemning 
then*  gratuitous  and  uncalled  for  interfer- 
ence with  the  English  Church.  No  man 
more  deepW  regretted  such  proceedings 
than  he  did.  But  whilst  they  thus  con- 
demned the  conduct  of  those  Dissenters, 
they  should  talee  care  not  to  follow  their 
example.  Their  folly  and  injustice  could 
never  sanction  our»^^their  demand  of 
what  might  be  unreasonable  would  not 
sanction  us  in  withhoklittg  from  them  what 
was  reallytheir  right  and  due.  With  respect 
to  the  arguments  which  had  been  advanced 
by  the  hon.  member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  he  (Mr.  Peter)  thought,  that  the 
time  for  many  of  them  had  long  gone  by. 
Why  if  his  arguments  were  of  any  validity 
— if  his  principles  were  correct — then,  not 
only  was  the  proposed  measure  impolitic 
and  unjust,  but  every  former  concession 
— the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts — Catholic  Emancipation  —  all  that 
had  been  done  for  Dissenters  during  the 
two  preceding  reigns — must  be  equally  so ; 
—every  execrable  Statute  which  once  de- 
formed our  Statute  book  ought  still  to 
remain  there,  a  record  of  barbarism  and 
cruelty  and  superstition  to  remotest  gene- 
rations. But,  in  our  zeal  for  the  name  of 
Christianity,  let  us  not  lose  sight  of  its 
spirit  and  practice.  Let  us  not  forget, 
that  it  is  the  religion  of  peace  and  charity, 
and  that  one  of  its  fundamental  laws  and 
precepts  is,  that  we  should  do,  as  we 
would  be  done  unto.  Now,  was  this  the 
principle  on  which  we  had  acted  towards 
'the  Dissenters?  Had  we,  he  repeated, 
always  acted  towards  them,  as  we  would 
have  wished  them  under  similar  circum- 
stances to  act  towards  ourselves?  Was 
proscription  from  the  privileges  of  their 
fellow-citizens — was  the  degradation  of 
their  whole  body  as  unworthy  of  all  aca- 
demical advantages  and  distinctions — was 
this  the  justice,  which  (supposing  them  to 
have  been  the  dominant  party  in  the 
State)-«was  this,  he  would  ask,  the  mea- 
sure of  justice  which  we  should  have  been 
satisfied  in  seeing  meted  out  by  them  to 
our  children  and  ourselves?  He  con- 
tended that  we  had  no  right  to  make  the 


creed  of  oar  fellow  sabjectaa  tnatler  eithet 
of  punishment  or  reward.  He  oonteoded 
that  all  restrictions,  tending  to  exclude 
any  particular  sect  or  class  from  privt« 
leges  enjoyed  by  tlie  rest  of  the  comnstt* 
nity  were  positive  wrongs,  and  repngnant 
to  the  spirit  of  Christianity.  It  was  not 
distant  or  problematical  good,  bat  tlw 
pressure  of  aome  great  ohy  tical  or  moral 
necessity  which  could  alone  joatiff  their 
infliction.  How  far  this  night  have  been 
the  prevailing  motive  with  the  framers  or 
enforcers  of  these  articles,  it  was  oseleM 
to  inquire,  our  object  was,  to  consider  the 
policy  or  impolicy  of  their  continuance. 
It  had  been  recorded  of  a  great  man  of 
ancient  times — the  Emperor  Jalian-*-that 
he  made  a  decree,  prohibiting  Christians 
from  the  study  of  Heathen  learning,  for, 
said  he— they  would  wound  as  with  ooc 
own  weapons — ^they  would  overcome  us 
with  our  own  arts  and  sciences.  Sack 
were  the  fears  expressed  by  that  cele«> 
brated  Apostate,  with  respect  to  the  early 
Christians,  who  were  the  Dissenters  of  his 
8g^ ; — &od  to  listen  to  the  opponents  of 
the  present  measure  in  the  two  Universi- 
ties, one  might  almost  imagine  that  they 
were  actuated  by  similar  apprehensions. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Herbert)  had  asked  why  the  Dissen* 
ters  did  not  fbund  colleges  for  Uieroselves 
in  which  they  might  teach  whatever  tenets 
they  liked  best  ?  But  no — the  Dissentett 
were  not  allowed  this  privilege.  The 
Universities  had  proclaimed,  that— as  far 
as  academical  distinctions  and  advantages 
were  concerned «— the  Dissenters  3hoald 
not  be  educated  at  all.  They  closed  their 
own  gates  against  them,  and  would^  if 
possible,  prohibit  all  others  from  being 
opened  to  them.  They  would  neither 
permit  them  to  graduate  within  their  own 
walls,  nor  aHow  the  London,  or  any 
other  University,  the  power  of  granting 
them  degrees  within  theirs.  Now  even 
had  these  things  been  merely  titular  and 
honorary,  and  attended  with  no  worldly 
advantage  —  still  he  would  say,  tliat 
the  withholding  of  them  was  a  grievance, 
an  injustice.  But  this  was  not  all:  it 
was  not  the  mere  degradation,  mor- 
tifying and  heart-galling  as  that  must 
be  to  every  generous  mind — it  was  not 
merely  the  degradation  and  dishonour 
of  which  the  Dissenter  had  a  right  to 
complain.  He  suffered  also  a  personal  in- 
jury, a  positive  evil ;  he  was  retarded  by 
it  in  the  various  paths  of  his  professional 
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Hfe.  "Wooki  be  be  a  lawyer!  be  was  to  be' 
delated  for  two  yean  ia  his  call  to  the 
Bar.  Would  be  practise  raedictne?  he 
oouM  not  ef«D  beooaie  a  letiow  of  the 
Hay  ad  Gdlei^of  Pbysiciansfar  tbe  waat  of 
a  Uoiverssty  degfee.  Now  these  were  hard- 
ships—these  were  positive  evib  and  inflio 
tioDs  comkig  home  to  the  bosoms  and 
pobfcets  of  all  classes  of  Dissenters.  It  was 
not,  however,  onlyin  justice  to  the  Dissent^ 
ets,  bat  for  the  sake,  no  less,  of  members  of 
the  two  Unirersities  and  of  the  Church  of 
England,  that  he  would  remove  these  re* 
strictioQS.  If  anyone  (ibing  tended  more 
than  another  to  weaken  those  establi^- 
roents,  to  counteract  their  utility,  and  to 
deteriorate  theif  character  and  influence 
in  the  estimation  of  society-^it  was  a  sys- 
tem of  intolerance — it  was  the  continu- 
ance of  tests  and  restrictions  which  the 
age  had  so  long  out-grown,  and  for  the 
abrogation  of  which  not  only  the  Dis- 
senters, but  many  of  our  most  pious  and 
enlightened  Churchmen --^roany  of  the 
most  distinguished  members  of  one  of  the 
Universities,  had  implored  the  Legisla- 
ture. Me  (Mr.  Peter)  could  hr'iaself  bear 
testimony  to  the  truth  of  mucn  that  had 
been  said  on  the  subject.  Though  a 
Chardhman  himself — though  a  Church- 
man as  flftuch  on  principle  and  reflection, 
as  by  education  and  early  habit — he  never 
looked  back  without  shame  and  regret  to 
the  utter  levity  and  ignorance  in  which 
Oaths  were  taken,  and  Articles  of  Faith 
subscribed  at  the  University  of  which  he 
was  a  member.  He  had  known  students, 
when  called  on  to  subscribe  or  swear  to 
the  Articles,  and  when  expressing  their 
doubts  and  scruples  about  some,  or  their 
objections  to  others,  he  had  known  them 
told  by  their  tutor,  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
no  importance,  that  the  Articles  admitted 
of  a  great  latitude  of  interpretation,  that 
every  one  might  put  his  own  construction 
on  them,  and  that,  in  short,  it  was  all  a 
mere  form.  Now,  was  this  as  it  should 
be?  Ought  snth  a  state  of  things  to 
be  tolerated  in  any  institution — in  any 
establishment  for  the  education  of  Christian 
youth  ?  The  hon.  member  for  Oxford, 
after  having  conjured  up  various  difficulties 
and  objections  to  the  admission  of  Dis- 
senters, had  stated,  that  it  would  inter- 
fere with  the  sttidies,  and  subvert  the 
system  of  religious  instruction  so  long  and 
so  beneBcially  exercised  in  the  Universities. 
Speaking,  however,  from  his  own  ex* 
l^erience,  he  (Mr.  Peter)  would  say,  that 


he  knew  of  no  studies,  no  lectures,  no  ex- 
aminations, with  which  the  preseace  of 
Dissenters  need,  in  any  way,  to  interfere. 
Students,  in  his  day,  were  not  compelled 
to  attend  the  Divinity  Lectures  of  the 
Uttversity,  and  as  for  examinations,  there 
was  nothing  in  them,  to  whrah  Dissen- 
ters would  not  submit.  They  were,  in 
fact  (as  Professor  Sedgwick  had  stated), 
tests  not  of  Orthodoxy,  bnt  of  learning. 
They  were  so  considered  in  former  times, 
and  such,  he  believed,  they  continued  at 
the  present  day.  But  the  chief  diffieulty 
had  been  already  overcome  at  Cambridge 
by  the  admission  of  Dissenters  to  residence 
and  study ;  and  if  they  could  safely  be  ad- 
mittted  to  residence  and  study,  why 
not  to  their  degrees  ?  At  Oxford,  indeed, 
where  Dissenters  had  not  yet  been  ad- 
mitted, there  might  be  greater  difficulties 
and  prejudices  to  combat ;  but  who  would 
say,  that,  .after  having  been  overcome 
in  one  of  the  Universities,  they  were 
to  be  deemed  insuperable  in  the  other? 
The  hon.  member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  had  lamented  the  prevalence  of 
Dissent ;  but  was  he  taking  the  best  way 
to  arrest  its  progress  ?  As  a  sincere 
Churchman,  he  (Mr.  Peter)  had  often 
regretted  it ;  and  yet,  on  maturer  con- 
sideration, he  doubted  whether  even  good 
had  not  come  forth  out  of  the  evil.  It 
might  be  questioned,  whether  the  excite- 
ment and  inquiries,  which  had  in  some 
instances,  led  to  Dissent,  had  not,  in  others, 
been  conducive  to  the  spcead  and  confirm- 
ation of  religious  truth  ?  Truth  was  com- 
pared in  Scriptures  to  a  streaming  foun- 
tain. If  her  waters  flowed  not  in  per- 
petual progression,  they  stagnated  and 
sickened  into  a  muddy  pool  of  conformity 
and  tradition;  A  man  (as  Milton  had 
somewhere  observed)  might  be  a  heretic 
even  in  the  truth,  if  he  believed  things  only 
because  his  pastor,  t)r  the  Council  said  so^ 
without  having  reasons  for  his  belief. 
How  much  soever,  then,  as  Churchmen, 
we  might  deplore  the  prevalence  of  Dissent, 
we  had,  at  least,  this  consolation,  that  it 
was  no  proof  of  religious  indifference  or 
unbelief.  It  was  not  the  smooth  Epicurean, 
it  was  not  the  scoffing  Infldel  or  Free- 
thinker, that  fought  about  creeds,  that 
quarrelled  with  Conformity  and  Subscrip- 
tion. No,  quite  the  reverse.  It  was  the 
earnest  inquirer  after  trutli ;  it  was  the 
man,  who  believed,  and  wished  to  have 
reasons  Cor  his  belief.  It  was  men  of  this 
description,  it  was  of  men  of  this  character, 
Y2 
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that  a  large  proportion  of  the  Noncon-  I 
formisU  was  composed.  This  was  at  least 
a  consolation  to  us  as  Christians,  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Protestant  Reformed  Church. 
As  long  as  true  religion  continued  to  in- 
crease, and  to  interest  and  bless  mankind, 
so  long  would  the  rites  and  denominations 
of  its  followers  be  found  to  vary.  A 
Catholic  Conformity  was  no  longer  possible. 
But  that  was  a  circumstance  which  could 
only  be  formidable  to  intolerance  and 
oppression.  A  truly  enlightened  and 
Christian  policy  knew  how  to  reconcile  all 
sects  and  interests  with  the  public  good. 
It  would  contemplate  them  not  as  isolated 
and  useless  fragments,  to  be  trampled  on 
or  rejected  at  pleasure,  but  as  essential 
parts  of  one  great  and  important  whole — 
as  the  several  but  connecting  links  of  the 
same  chain — as  the  various,  though  con* 
cordant  voices,  that  swell  the  grand  choir 
of  religious  gratitude  and  joy.  With  re* 
spect  to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Oxford,  he  (Mr.  Peter)  repeated,  that 
the  time  for  them  was  gone  by.  They 
might  have  had  their  weight  in  the  reigns 
of  Elizabeth  or  James  1st;  they  were 
wholly  out  of  place  and  season  in 
a  Reformed  House  of  Commons  of  the 
19th  century.  He  meant  nothing  disre- 
spectful towards  the  hon.  Gentleman^ 
whose  h\A  honour  and  integrity  he  had 
long  heldf  in  the  sincerest  esteem ;  but 
judging  from  his  arguments,  he  should 
say,  that  he  had  not  been  sufficiently 
observant  of  the  iige  and  of  its  signs.  In 
the  language  of  an  enlightened  philosophier 
and  historian,  once  a  Member  of  that 
House,  he  (Mr.  Peter)  would  say,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  well  as  many  of 
those  whom  he  so  faithfully  represented, 
reposed  too  much  on  their  early  creed. 
They  bad  neglected  the  progress  of  the 
human  mind  since  its  adoption.  Even 
now  that  it  had  burst  forth  into  action, 
they  seemed  to  regard  it  as  a  mere 
transient  madness,  worthy  only  of  pity  or 
derision.  They  mistook  it  for  a  mountain 
torrent  which  would  pass  away  with  the 
storm  that  gave  it  birth.  They  knew  not 
that  it  was  the  stream  of  human  opinion 
-— til  omne  voUibilis  €svum — which  the 
accession  of  every  day  would  swell,  and 
which  was  destined  to  sweep  into  the  same 
oblivion  the  resistance  of  learned  sophistry 
and  of  powerful  oppression.  As  a  sincere 
friend  to  both  the  Universities,  as  a  sincere 
friend  to  the  Established  Church,  to  that 
Church  which,  in  his  conscience,  he  be- 


lieved to  be  the  best  barrier  and  defenee 
to  fanaticism  on  the  one  tide,  and  to 
irreligion  on  the  other,  he  gave  his  cordis 
support  to  the  second  readmg  of  the  Bill. 
Mr.  Paulter:  Having  lost  all  hope  that 
the  enlightened  sentiments  contained  in  a 
petition  lately  presented  to  that  House^ 
on  behalf  of  some  of  the  most  distinguished 
members  of  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
will  ever  become  the  sentiments  of  the 
majority  of  that  University,  and  despairing 
still  more  as  to  those  of  the  University  of 
Oxford,  I  think  the  time  has  arrived  for 
the  interference  of  the  Lerislature.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  exclusive  principles 
of  the  Universities  were  less  in  hostility  to 
the  spirit  of  the  age  than  they  now  are. 
When  a  vast  majority  of  the  people  were 
attached  to  the  Established  Church,  these 
principles,  although  objectionable,  might 
find  some  sort  of  justification.  That  state 
of  things  has  long  and  utterly  ceased  to 
exist.  An  immense  body  of  Dissentera 
have  grown  up,  and  their  just  rights  can 
no  longer  be  resisted.  I  believe  the 
extent  of  the  present  dissent  has  been 
owing  to  ourselves — to  the  want  of  a 
better  administration  and  distribution  of 
the  property  of  the  Church,  and  to  its 
not  having  been  properly  brought  into 
contact  with  the  new  and  increasing 
population  of  the  country.  It  is  now 
vam  to  inquire  into  all  the  causes  of  that 
dissent,  which  can  no  longer  be  treated 
with  neglect  or  indifference.  It  has  been 
said,  that  the  admission  of  Dissenters  wiH 
destroy  tlie  whole  system  of  education 
and  the  uniformity  of  studies.  I  cannot 
believe  this.  I  attribute  the  existence  of 
all  difficulty  in  the  case,  to  deep-rooted 
though  respectable  prejudices:  whoever 
has  resided  at  the  Universities  well  knows, 
that  every  possible  variety  of  circumstances 
attends  the  present  situation  of  students. 
There  are  the  two  great  classes  of  inde- 
pendent and  dependent  members,  of  each 
of  these  you  have  various  subdivisions; 
and  yet,  who  ever  heard  that  these  widely 
marked  distinctions  and  separations  were 
inconsistent  with  the  good  government 
of  the  Universities?  While  some  persons 
are  receiving  considerable  emoluments, 
others  are  put  to  a  very  large  expense, 
and  both  in  statu  pupillari.  You  have 
fellows  and  students,  gentlemen-com- 
moners and  commoners,  separated  in  their 
college-halls,  separated  iu  their  circum- 
stances, and  separated,  more  or  less,  i|i 
their  society.  If  all  this  can  co-exist  with  a 
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perfoct  state  of  peace  ^na  order,  why  is  It 
ihat  a  single  exception  in  the  course  of 
studies  as  applied  to  one  particular  class 
should  be  destructive  of  all  government  ? 
It  has  been  urged,  that  the  admission 
of  Dissenters  would  involve  a,  viola- 
tion of  the  obligations  and  even  the  oaths 
jof  the  teachers  of  youth«  If  the  Legis- 
lature should  interfere,  a  different  regula- 
tion must  be  adopted,  leaving  the  obliga- 
tion to  teach  certain  religious  doctrines 
as  it  now  stands,  in  reference  to  the 
.members  of  the  Church,  and  doing  away 
with  such  obligation  as  to  Dissenters,  and 
cessante  ratione^  cessat  juramentum.  But 
fears  are  expressed,  that  all  this  will  lead 
to  irreligion*  Are  the  dissenters  an  irre- 
ligious body  ?  Can  there  be  the  slightest 
doubt,  that  if  they  send  their  sons  to  the 
Universities,  they  will  either  become  ad- 
herents to  the  Church,  or  attend  places  of 
religious  worship  according  to  the  doctrines 
of  their  own  persuasion?  But  all  this 
;will  destroy  the  union  of  Church  and  State. 
I  think  It  will  confirm  it.  Petitions 
were  almost  daily  presented  to  this  House 
complaining  of  the  union,  and  seeking  to 
destroy  it  I  believe  those  complaints 
to  be  entirely  attributable  to  the  grievances 
which  are  so  unnecessarily  connected  with 
^hat  union.  The  union,  taken  by  itself, 
I  believe  to  be  not  only  unobjectionable, 
but  absolutely  necessary,  if  there  is  to  be 
any  religion  in  the  country.  I  am  for 
putting  an  end  to  these  grievances,  for 
giving  the  Dissenters  a  perfect  equality  in 
all  civil  rights,  for  admitting  them  to  these 
seats  of  learning,  for  following  up,  in  their 
favour,  the  principle  of  general  benefits  and 

feneral  advantages,  and,  by  these  means,  I 
elieve  no  more  will  be  said  against  this 
union  of  Church  and  State.  It  must  be 
admitted,  that  the  Church  is  supported  by 
its  own  property.  It  is  true,  that  its 
higher  preferments  are  in  the  gift  of  the 
Crown ;  but  I  would  ask,  to  whom  could 
their  disposition  be  so  properly  confided 
fis  to  that  of  the  Crown,  acting  under  the 
advice  of  Ministers,  who  are  bound  by  a 
never-ceasing  responsibility  to  the  King, 
the  Parliament,  and  the  people.  It  is 
well-known  that  there  are  certain  acts  of 
State  partaking  of  a  religious  character ; 
I  would-  mention  two  —  the  Coronation 
and  marriages  of  our  Sovereigns.  By 
ivhom,  I  would  ask,  should  the  religious 
portion  of  those  ceremonies  be  performed, 
but  by  the  ministers  of  some  definite 
Church,  and   therefore  by  the  ministers 
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of  the  Church  of  England?  I  will 
mention  the  very  familiar  instance  of  this 
union  in  the  prayers  which  are  daily  read 
before  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Would 
any  law-maker  think  that  those  prayers 
should  not  be  performed  by  the  ministers 
of  that  Church?  Whatever  objections 
may  exist  as  to  the  Church,  they  are  not 
to  the  ministers,  but  to  the  system  of  admi- 
nistration and  distribution.  It  is  strongly 
urged,  that  the  interference  of  the  Legis- 
lature will  be  a  violation  of  private  pro- 
perty. I  can  never  regard  these  insti- 
tutions but  as  public  and  national  institu- 
tions, and  therefore  subject  to  the  control 
of  Parliament.  There  is,  however,  con- 
siderable plausibility  in  this  argument. 
This  is  the  fourth  great  subject  on  which 
this  argument  has  been  insisted  on.  It 
was  first  urged  in  support  of  the  exclusive 
franchise,  and  in  opposition  to  the  Reform 
Bill.  It  appeared  again  in  relation  to  the 
property  of  the  Church;  again,  on  the 
subject  of  municipal  Corporations ;  and 
now  in  the  defence  of  the  Universities. 
I  believe  the  constant  and  familiar  con- 
templation of  questions  of  corporate  rights 
and  property,  decided  entirely  on  the  prin- 
ciples applicable  to  private  individuals, 
and  private  rights,  have  misled  the  minds 
of  many  most  conscientious  persons.  The 
books  of  law  abound  in  such  cases,  all 
following  the  ordinary  rules  of  justice,  and 
most  properly  so.  Then  it  is  very  plausiblj 
said,  **  No  interference  can  be  permittee]^ 
for  none  has  ever  taken  place  in  property 
of  this  description,  without  legal  redress."^ 
But  the  House  should  consider  who  were  the 
parties  in  those  cases  with  whom  these  cor- 
porate bodies,  or  their  members,  have  at  any 
time  had  to  contend  ?  The  answer  is  plain 
— either  actual  or  supposed  wrong-doers. 
In  the  case  which  has  now  arisen,  a.  new 
and  very  different  party  has  appeared  upon 
the  scene ;  and  that  party  is  no  other  than, 
the  nation  itself.  True,  it  certainly  is^. 
that  these  institutions  have  been  hitherto 
left  to  themselves  ;,true  it  is,  that  the  nation 
has  hitherto  left  them  to  their  own  admi- 
nistration and  government,  accountable 
only  to  the  ordinary  rules  of  law,  as 
applicable  to  private  rights  and  private 
property.  But  that  nation  which  has 
hitherto  been  passive,  has  at  length,  after 
a  long  series  of  years,  seen  the  propriety 
and  necessity  of  looking  narrowly  into  its 
own  institutions,  with  the  view  to  give 
ihem  a  more  enlarged  and  more  national 
usefulness.     All    this  is  diverso   intuitu 
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with  the  subject  matter  and  object  of  kgal 
adjudications.  It  is  wholly  unconnected 
with  any  fiingry  feeling,  or  any  imputation 
upon  persons :  whatever  abuse  may  have 
occurred,  is  willingly  regarded  as  the 
result  of  long  and  inveterate  practice,  and 
as  involving  no  personal  charge  or  crime. 
The  nation  has  a  great  Constitutional 
purpose  in  view,  and  is  bound  to  pursue 
and  to  maintain  it.  The  principle  of 
Reform  would  be  incomplete  without  it. 
The  institution  of  the  Universities,  like 
many  others  in  Church  and  State,  not- 
withstanding the  resistance  of  so  many  of 
their  members,  is  looking  to  Parliament 
with  hope  and  anxiety,  expectans  novam 
cditionenif  auctiorem  atque  emendatiorem  : 
I  believe,  that  by  no  other  course,  could 
you  ever  hope  to  present  to  the  world  the 
glorious  spectacle  of  a  truly  contented, 
and  truly  united  people. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,  that  however  much  he 
desired  the  "  novam  editionem  "  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Shaftesbury, 
he  did  not  expect  **  auctior  et  emenda- 
tior**    from    the    Universities.     It  must 
come   from    the    nation   at   large,   or  it 
would  not  be  obtained 'at  all.    The  Pope 
did  not  exclude  Jew  or  Greek  from  the 
University  of  Bologna.     Was  it  intended 
that  England  should  continue  to  be  more 
illiberal  than  Italy,  and  were  Dissenters 
still  to  be  excluded  from  our  Colleges? 
He  would  ask,  whether  the  present  system 
did  not  produce,  in  addition  to  the  surely 
sufBcient  evil  of  exclusion,  the  evils  of 
hypocrisy  and  indifference  ?     He  might 
quote  the  name  of  Adam   Smith,  and 
Gibbon,   and  other   names,   which   were 
like   household  words   in   the   mouth  of 
every  man  at  all  acquainted  with  literature, 
to  show  that  the  exclusive  system  pursued 
in  the  Universities,  instead  of  causing^  a 
respect  for  religion,  as  the  supporters  of 
such  a  system  pretended  it  would,  effected 
quite  the   reverse,  and   generated  hypo- 
crisy and  indifference  to  all  religion.     Of 
this  he   felt  convinced,    and    he  rather 
thought  that  no  man  of  common  sense 
would  controvert  the  proposition,  that  the 
proposed   change  which  he  hoped  they 
were  about  to  introduce,  would  bring  to 
the    Universities    themselves    great  and 
considerable   advantages.    The   evils    of 
hypocrisy  and  indifference,  as  well  as  of 
exclusion,  which  were  the  offspring  of  the 
present  system,  would  be  remedied  by  the 
measure   introduced  by  his  hon.  friend. 
The  adoption  of  it,  besides,  would  relieve 


the  University  authoritiet  from  th«  cooi^ 
mission  of  that  which  bad  been  well  de* 
scribed  by  Sir  George  Saville  as  the  grearter 
sin — the  sin  of  the  tempter.  Bot  the 
paramount  advantage  with  which  it  waa 
pregnaut,  an  advantage  whieh  one  would 
have  hoped  the  so  ostensibly  avowed 
Christian  spirit  ol  those  who  ont  of  doors 
so  violently  opposed  such  a  measore  wonid 
have  conciliated  their  snpport  fox  It, — was, 
that  it  would  open  to  the  great  body  of 
the  papulation  of  the  country  the  literary 
advantages  afforded  by  the  Universities. 
He  was  ready  to  admit  that  onr  Uni- 
versities afforded  to  students  an  excellent 
and  well-grounded  education.  But  having 
been  himself  present  at  foreign  Univer- 
sities, he  must  say,  that  it  was  his  deep 
conviction,  that  our  Colleges  attended  too 
much  to  the  minuter  points  of  learning*, 
and  that  they  did  not  in  the  course  of 
education  which  they  prescribed  suf* 
ficiently  dwell  upon  those  subjects  calcu* 
lated  to  expound  and  enlarge  the  human 
mind.  The  system  which  had  been  pur- 
sued in  our  Universities,  at  least  up  to  a 
very  recent  period,  and  especially  in  the 
University  of  Oxford,  was  anything  but 
calculated  to  foster  a  generous  spirit  of 
independence.  It  was  a  narrow — an  ex- 
clusive system,  an  aristocratical  system, 
with  all  its  faults  and  none  of  its  redeeming 
qualities.  He  must  say,  that  he  had  him- 
self witnessed  at  Oxford, — he  did  not  know 
whether  the  unworthy  system  was  still 
continued, — and  he  had  witnessed  with 
regret,  a  large  and  respectable  class  of 
persons  in  different  habiliments  from  the 
other  students,  and  he  had  seen  those 
persons  obliged  to  bring  in  the  dishes 
which  were  placed  upon  the  tables  for  the 
dinners  of  the  Fellows.  He  was  amongst 
those  who  would  rejoice  that  their  circum- 
stances in  life  saved  them  from  stooping 
to  such  humiliating  courses  in  seeking  for 
the  lore  of  literature,  and  he  trusted  that 
ere  long  distinctions  that  really  disgraced 
a  seat  of  learning  would  be  put  an  end  to. 
At  present,  the  distinctions  amongst  the 
students  in  the  Universities  were  not  dis- 
tinctions arising  from  differences  in  learn- 
ing, talents,  or  virtue,  but  distinctions 
arising  from  rank  and  wealth.  Could 
the  Universities  deny  that  they  taught 
an  immoral  principle  m  thus  enforcing  an 
undue  respect  to  wealth  and  rank,  to  a 
rich  dunce  or  a  titled  fool  7  Could  they 
free  themselves  from  the  charge,  that  they 
erected  a  false  standard  of  morals,  when 
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Xhy  t^tts  awj^ed  to  adi eaUlioufl  circum- 
staoipes  that  honour  and  that  respect  which 
merit  and  virtue  should  alone  command  ? 
Sure^  that  which  pretended  to  be  a  seat 
of  learning,  should  in  truth  and  reality 
vindicate  to  itself  the  noble  title  of  the 
Republic  of  Letters.  The  poov  man's 
merit  there  should  not  be  overshadowed 
by  the  rich  man's  wealth,  aud  least  of  all, 
in  such  a  place,  should  the  false  and 
narrow-minded  sy^em  of  exclusiveness, — 
a  system  abhorrent  to  the  true  spirit  of 
literaturej  meet  with  encouragement  and 
support.  He  would  state,  from  his  own 
experience  at  the  University,  that  so  much 
was  the  spirit  of  exclusiveness  fostered 
there  then,  that  the  members  of  different 
Colleges  would  not  speak  to  each  other 
a  laugh].  Some  hon.  Members  might 
augh  at  that  circumstance,  but  he  mast 
say«  that  it  was  one  which  made  a  deep 
impression  on  his  mind  at  the  time.  The 
cs^use  of  religion  would  be  advanced 
greatly  by  the  carrying  of  such  a  measure 
as  this*  He  felt  great  pleasure  in  voting 
for  it;  he  hailed  it  as  the  commencement 
of  a  sound  system  of  education,  as  the 
following  in  the  wake  of  other  countries 
in  imparting  education  generally  to  the 
people  [hear^  hear,]  He  heard  some  Gen- 
tleman cry  **  hear,  hear,"  in  an  ironical 
tone  to  that  statement.  He  would  ask 
those  Gentlemen,  whether  at  present  we 
promoted  education  in  the  same  manner 
that  they  did  in  Germany  and  in  the 
United  States  of  America  f  Was  there 
any  man  so  uninformed  of  what  was 
gomg  on,  as  to  deny  that  we  were 
following,  and  prQperly  following,  in  their 
footsteps?  He  would  refer  those  who 
wanted  information  as  to  the  provision 
afforded  for  education  in  Germany,  and 
more  especially  in  Prussia,  to  the  able 
Report  of  M.  Cousin  on  the  subject. 
That  Report  might  wound  our  vanity,  but 
it  should  instruct  our  understanding. 
While  he  was  sure  that  few,  if  any,  ^vils 
could  be  anticipated  from  such  a  measure 
as  this,  he  was  confident  that  it  would  be 
followed  by  lasting  and  substantial  good, 
and  it  should  have  b>%  most  cordial  sup- 
port. 

Mr.  Edward  Duller  was  convinced  that 
if  the  Bill  passed  it  would  leave  the  Col- 
leges as  they  were,  and  would  enable  the 
Heads  to  establish  such  rules  as  they 
thought  necessary  for  their  internal  regu- 
lation, and  would  only  remove  the  tests 
now  taken  on  admifsion  to  Oxford,  and 


in  taking   degrees   %t    Cambridge.    He 

thought  what  th^  Dissenters,  demanded 
was  consistent  with  the  spirit  of  the  timey 
and  with  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution. 
There  was  a  time  when  the  Constitution 
was  exclusive,  but  it  had  ceased  to  be  so. 
Brighter  prospects  had  been  opened  by 
the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts,  and  by  passing  the  great  mea^^ire 
of  Catholic  Emancipation;  and  when 
those  measures  were  passed  it  was  declared 
that  all  offices  of  State,  and  ia  Corpora* 
tions  throughout  the  country,  sboukl  be 
open  to  all .  citizens,  without  reference  to 
their  religious  failh  or  opinions.  The 
Universities  were,  in  point  of  fact,  lay 
Corporations  for  purposes  of  education. 
It  was  education  that  qualified  men  for 
office,  and  enabled  them  to  perform  their 
public  duties  with  advantage  to  the  coun- 
try and  with  honour  to  themselves.  Dis- 
senters might  now  he  admitted  to  office, 
but  the  door  was  still  shut  to  obtaining 
those  qualifications  which  best  enabled 
them  to  fill  those  offices.  He  admitted, 
that  the  test  taken  at  Cambridge  was  not 
so  objectionable  as  that  imposed  at  Ox- 
ford. A  young  man  generally  entered 
the  University  at  between  sixteen  and 
seventeen,  and  at  Oxford  he  was  called 
upon  to  declare  solemnly  that  he  believed 
in  all  the  doctrines  contained  in  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles.  This  appeared  to 
him  to  be  most  monstrous.  He  trusted, 
that  the  time  had  come  when  they  should 
get  rid  of  all  tests  in  the  Universities*  and 
that  the  only  declaration  taken  would  be 
on  entering  the  University,  mer^y  to  the 
effect  that  the  person  taking  it  wat 
anxious  and  willing  to  learn,  and  that  he 
would  adhere  to  the  rules  of  the  Univer- 
sity. It  had  been  stated  that,  by  passing 
this  Bill,  the  intentions  of  the  founders  of 
the  University  would  beset  at  nought; 
but  in  his  opinion  this  could  not  be.  urged, 
and  especially  as  regarded  the  University 
of  Oxford,  for  it  was  impossible  to  say 
who  were  the  founders  of  it— ^whether 
sincere  Christians  or  latitudinarians — whe- 
ther founded  by  the  Druids  or  by  Romans 
in  honour  of  the  heathen  gods.  He  would 
not  go  back  to  the  time  of  King  Lucius, 
but  he  had  looked  into  the  statutes  of  the 
University  framed  in  the  time  of  Elizabeth, 
and  it  was  there  stated  that  the  University 
was  founded  for  the  advancement  of  edu- 
cation, and  for  the  promotion  of  piety. 
Those,  then,  who  advocated  the  system  of 
exclusion  were  bpund  to  prove  that  it  pror 
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looted  learning  and  piety.  He  doubted 
the  power  and  right  of  the  Univereitiet  to 
adopt  the  exclunive  system,  but  he  had 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  Crown, 
with  the  advice  of  the  two  Houses  of  Par- 
Kament,  had  the  power  to  remove  all  such 
Restrictions.  Over  all  corporations  there 
Was  some  controlling  and  supervising 
power,  whose  province  it  was  to  see  that 
everything  done  was  in  conformity  with 
the  charter  and  statutes.  There  had  been 
repeated  instances  of  the  interference  of 
the  Sovereign  in  the  affairs  of  the  Univer- 
aities.  Queen  Elizabeth,  James  1st, 
and  Charles  1st  had  repeatedly  inter- 
fered .  I  f  Queen  Elizabeth  and  the  Stuarts 
had  a  right  to  interfere  wiih  the  Univer- 
sitiesy  the  King,  at  all  times,  on  the  advice 
of  Parliament,  possessed  the  right.  That 
ihe  Universities  were  lay  corporations  there 
was  undoubted  proof;  they  were  free 
from  diocesan  visitation,  which  would  not 
be  the  case  if  they  were  ecclesiastical  cor* 
Derations,  and  they  had  been  declared  to 
be  lay  corporations  both  by  Blackstone 
and  Lord  Mansfield.  He  did  not  suppose 
that  any  one  would  say,  that  those  educa- 
ted at  the  University  of  Cambridge  were 
inferior  in  learning  or  piety  to  those 
educated  at  Oxford ;  but,  if  the  arguments 
of  the  exclosionists  were  worth  anything, 
this  could  not  be  the  case,  as  the  restric- 
tions were  not  near  so  extensive  in  the 
former  as  in  the  latter  University.  At 
present  he  was  happy  to  say,  that  a  more 
liberal  feeling  existed  in  Cambridge  than 
'formerly,  and  he  knew  that  the  sons  of 
several  Dissenting  Ministers  were  Fellows 
of  Colleges  there.  He  was  satisfied,  that 
no  one  would  do  those  Gentlemen  the 
cruel  injustice  to  say  that  they  were  not 
sincere.  Before  any  measure  could  pass 
the  Senate  at  Cambridge,  it  must  be  ap- 
•proved  of  by  the  unanimous  voice  of  the 
•Caput.  At  Oxford  also  no  rule  could  be 
valid  unless  it  was  approved  of  by  the 
Vice-Chancellor,  the  Protectors  and  the 
Heads  of  Houses.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  thought  that  it  was  impossible 
to  anticipate  any  danger  to  the  Church 
from  regulations  that  might  be  proposed 
by  Dissenters.  It  had  been  asked  whether 
tne  House  would  consent  to  secularize  the 
Church,  but  they  were  not  dealing  with 
the  Articles  of  the  Church ;  but  the  ques- 
tion merely  was,  whether  many  of  those 
who  were  anxious  that  their  children 
should  have  the  advantages  of  being 
educated  in  these  Univer9ities  should  b« 


restrained  from  sending  them  by  lestrie* 
tions  which  were  of  no  advantage  to  the 
Church  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  defended 
exclusion  did  not  argue  for  the  principiea 
of  Christianity,  but  merely  for  those  of  the 
Church  of  England;  they  did  not  aigue 
for  the  broad  priocifrfea  of  Christian  faith^ 
but  for  the  articles  of  the  Church ;  not 
for  the  Bible,  but  for  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles ;  not  for  the  Word  of  God,  but 
the  opinions  of  men.  He  would  ask  whe*- 
ther  there  was  more  dangper  to  the  Church 
from  highly-educated  and  liberal-minded 
Dissenters,  who  differed  from  the  Church, 
but  admitted  the  advantages  of  an  Estab- 
lishment, as  was  the  case  with  his  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  G.  Wood)  who  had  brought 
forward  this  Bill,  than  from  low-minded 
and  ignorant  zealots,  who  would  keep  np 
all  the  abuses  of  the  Church  ?  He  could 
not  conceive  that  there  was  the  least 
danger  to  the  Church  in  admitting  Dis* 
senters  to  the  Universities.  The  Church 
had  stood  long  and  firmly  in  seasons  of 
danger,  and  he  believed  that  it  would 
continue  to  stand,  not  in  consequence  of 
the  agitation  of  a  noble  Earl  in  its  behalf, 
nor  in  consequence  of  the  clamour  of 
other  noble  i<ords,  but  from  its  own  in* 
temal  merits  it  would  contmue  to  be 
deeply  rooted  in  the  affections  of  the 
people — as  long  as  it  afforded  religious 
instruction  without  intolerance  of  opinion. 
In  conclusion,  he  must  say,  that  he  believed 
he  was  supporting  the  b«»t  interests  of  the 
Church  in  giving  hn  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Wynn  said,  that  not  having  had  an 
opportunity  to  express  his  opink>ns  on  the 
former  discussions  on  this  subject,  he  was 
anxious  to  do  so  now.  He  believed,  that 
this  was  but  the  commencement  of  a  series 
of  measures  which;  if  not  checked  in  time, 
must  lead  to  the  subversion  of  the  Estab* 
lished  Church  of  this  country,  and  also  to 
the  destruction  of  the  other  establishments 
in  the  country.  It  was  not  for  the  first 
time  that  he  had  heard  to-night  the  argu- 
ments that  had  been  advanced  in  favour  of 
this  measure.  They  were  told,  as  they 
had  been  frequently  told  before,  that  every 
establishment  should  be  got  rid  of,  and 
that  afterwards  they  could  consider  what 
might  be  substituted  iti  their  place. 
This  measure,  it  should  be  recollected, 
was  urged  forward  by  the  great  body  of 
the  Dissenters  throughout  the  kingdom, 
who  had  avowed  that  they  looked  for  no- 
thing less  than  the  severance  of  the  Cbnrch 
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fmn  the  State.  Their  object^  in  hiB  opio- 
ioDy  was  to  sequeBtrate  the  property  of  the 
€hurch,  and  to  divert  it  to  other  purposes 
not  connected  with  religion.  lo  fact,  their 
manifest  object  was,  to  destroy  the  con- 
hexfon  between  the  Church  and  State, 
arid  to  place  the  established  religion,  and 
M  other  religions,  upon  the  same  footing. 
He  would  not  enter  into  the  history  of  the 
Uni?ersities  before  the  Reformation  5  but 
this  he  would  say,  that  for  the  last  two 
centuries  and  a  half,  the  Universities  were 
intimately  connected  and  intertwined  with 
the  Established  Church  of  this  country. 
In  fact,  the  Universities  had  been  during 
that  time  tlie  main  supports  and  defences 
of  the  Established  Chuich.  His  great  ob- 
jection to  this  Bill  was,  that  it  went  to  de- 
stroy the  intimate  connexion  between  the 
Church  and  the  Universities.  He  would 
maintain,  that  if  Dissenters  were  to  be  ad- 
mitted to  degrees  in  the  Universities  and 
tb  honours,  they  would  have  the  power  of 
interfering  on  every  occasion,  and  ulti- 
mately of  overturning  the  connexion  be- 
tween the  Established  Church  and  the 
Universities.  If  they  were  to  be  admitted 
to  degrees,  he  did  not  see  how  they  were 
to  be  excluded  from  other  University 
honours.  He  did  not  see  how  they  could 
be  excluded  from  holding  the  offices  of 
tutors,  fellows,  and  the  heads  of  colleges. 
He  did  not  see  how  they  could  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  government  of  the  Uni- 
versities. It  was  asserted,  that  this  mea- 
sure proceeded  on  the  principle  laid  down 
in  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  Now,  he  had 
been  for  twenty*five  years  an  humble  sup- 
porter of  Catholic  emancipation ;  but  he 
would  venture  to  say,  that  the  Catholic 
Relief  Bill,  for  which  he  had  most  cor- 
diallv  voted,  contained  no  such  principle 
as  that  Dissenters  should  be  admitted 
to  the  Universities.  Indeed,  be  would  ap- 
peal to  the  Bill  itself  to  show  that  a  spe* 
cial  exception  had  been  made  in  the  case 
of  the  Universities.  The  16th  Clause  of 
the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  was  to  the  follow- 
ing effect--***  Provided,  also,  and  be  it 
enacted,  that  nothing  in  this  Act  con- 
tained shall  be  construed  to  enable  any 
persons,  otherwise  than  as  they  are  now 
bj  law  enabled,  to  hold,  enjoy,  or  exer- 
cise any  office,  place,  or  dignity  of,  in,  or 
belonging  to,  the  United  Church  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  or  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, or  any  place  or  office  whatever  of, 
in,'  or  belonging  to,  any  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Courts  of  Judicature  of  England 


and  Ireland  respectively,  or  any  Court  of 
Appeal  from  or  review  of  the  sentences  of 
such  Courts,  or  of,  in,  or  belonging  to,  the 
Commissary  Court  of  Edinburgh,  or  of, 
in,  or  belonging  to,  any  cathedral,  or  colle- 
giate or  Ecclesiastical  Establishment  or 
foundation,  or  any  office  or  place  whatever 
of,  in,  or  belonging  to,  any  of  the  Univer* 
sities  of  this  realm,  or  any  office  or  place 
whatever,  and  by  whatever  name  the  same 
may  be  called, of,  in,  or  belonging  to,  any 
of  the  colleges  or  halls  of  the  said  Univer* 
sities,  or  the  colleges  of  Eton,  Westmin- 
ster, or  Winchester,  or  any  college  or 
school  within  this  realm ;  or  to  repeal, 
abrogate,  or  in  any  manner  to  interfere 
with  any  local  statute,  ordinance,  or  rule, 
which  is  or  shall  be  established  by  com* 
peient  authority  within  any  University, 
college,  hall,  or  school,  by  which  Roman 
Catholics  shall  be  prevented  from  being 
admitted  thereto,  or  from  residing  or  tak- 
ing degrees  therein.^'  Were  they  then  to 
be  told,  that  they  were  acting  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  that  Act  in  opposing  a  Bill 
which  went  to  repeal  one  of  its  chief  pro- 
visions. He  ventured  to  say,  that  no  Bill 
which  had  ever  been  introduced,  affording 
concessions  to  the  Roman  Catholic  popu- 
lation of  this  country,  or  any  measure  of 
concession  to  them  ever  contemplated,  did 
not  contain  similar  provisions  to  those 
which  he  had  read  to  the  House.  Con- 
nected inseparably  as  the  Universities  were 
with  the  Established  Church,  they  afford- 
ed, as  at  present  constituted,  its  firmest 
support.  The  supporters  of  the  measures 
of  Uatholic  concession  could  not  now  be 
called  upon  to  defend  the  principle  upon 
which  the  concession  was  argued  ;  but  he 
must  remind  the  House  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, that  it  was  then  'said,  by  the  siip- 
porters  of  emancipation,  that  they  would 
throw  open  all  civil  offices  of  State,  but 
not  offices  in  any  degree  connected  with 
the  Church.  It  had  then  been  held  out 
to  the  great  body  of  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  that  the  Univer^ 
sities  were  retained  unaffected  as  the 
securities  /or  the  Church  with  which  con- 
cession was  accompanied,  and  on  the  pro- 
mise of  the  maintenance  of  these  securities 
the  churchmen  of  this  country  were  called 
ilpon  to  waive  their  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sures to  which  he  had  alluded.  The  Le- 
gislature was  now  called  upon  to  violate 
that  to  which  its  faith  had  been  pledged 
not  five  years  ago.  ["  No,  no  /"J  He 
repeated,  notwithstanding  that  expressior. 


659   Admiitum  qf  the. 


{COMMONS}         to  tU  Umverulies.         $M 


fif  dissent,  that  it  had  been  stated  most 
distioctly  to  the  people  of  this  couatry, 
that  the  Uoiyersities,  as  constituted,  were 
a  security  to  the  Church  of  England,  and 
these  securilies  had  been  retained  in  that 
SQlemn  manner  as  to  create  a  doubt  whe- 
ther future  Parliaments  would  consider 
them  as  things  not  to  be  interfered  with 
unless  on  the  most  evident  necessity. 
The  House  was  now  called  upon  to  inter- 
fere, and  he  would  ask  upon  what  argu-» 
meats?  It  was  true,  that  it  had  been 
said,  that  all  exclusion  was  an  evil ;  but 
he  would  reply,  was  it  not  necessary,  if 
this  country  were  to  maintain  an  estab- 
lished religion,  that  there  should  be  semi* 
naries  set  apart  for  instruction  and  edu- 
cation in  the  principles  of  the  Church 
of  England,  and  in  the  inseparable  articles 
of  faith  to  be  enforced  by  aU  who  became 
members  of  that  institution?  It  had 
been  said,  that  in  former  times,  the  atheist, 
the  heretic,  and  every  denomination  of  sect 
could  be  admitted,  and  several  instances 
of  individuals  of  high  attainments,  literary 
and  otherwise,  had  been  enumerated. 
Amongst  these  were  mentioned  the  names 
of  Gibbon  and  Adam  Smith.  He  appre- 
hended, that  the  latter  was  never  a  member 
of  an  English  University;  and  with  re* 
spect  to  Gibbon,  he  must  observe,  that 
though  on  his  entrance  he  bad  conformed 
to  the  Established  Church,  he  afterwards 
most  certainly  attached  himself  to  the 
views  of  the  Church  of  Rome.  Of  him, 
however,  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  a 
poet  of  this  country  had  said— • 

Throu([^  every  rsligion  in  Europe  he  run, 
And  ended  at  laat  in  believing  in  none. 

It  should  also  be  remembered,  that  the 

mere  act  of  subscription  on  entrance  into 

the  English  Universities  did  not  imply 

that  the  persons  signing  the  declaration 

were  masters  of  the  subject  matter  to 

which  that  declaration  related ;  it  was  a 

mere  declaration  of  the  adhesion  of  the 

party  to  the  Church  of  England.    Such  a 

form  was  no  more  than  the  expression  of 

a  child  who  in  repeating  the  creed  was  not 

held  to  imply,  that  it  had  made  itself  master 

of  all  the  arguments  by  which  Christianity 

was  defended  and  maintained.     He  was 

ready  to  admit,  that  instead  of  an  oath 

administered  on  matriculation  to  youths, 

as  in  former  times  of  twelve  or  thirteen 

years  of  age,  he  should  be  satisfied  with  a 

simple  declaration,  that  the  party  was  a 

member  of  the  Church  of  England.    But 

such  aa  admission  for  the  purposift  of 


education  presented  a  very,  difierent  99m 
from  that  of  the  admissioOt  to  the  degree 
of  master  of  arts,  which  would  constitute 
the  party  a  member  of  the  goirerning  body 
of  the  University  in  convocation,  by  whom 
the  rules  of  discipline  and  education  were 
instituted  and  made  knoviFn.  If  Dis- 
senters were  to  be  admitted  to  this  situa- 
tion, no  person  could  know  whether  the 
tutor  to  whom  be  might  send  his  son  for 
education  was  a  Dissenter,  or  held  and 
maintained  the  religious  opinions  of  the 
Church  Establishment.  Such  would  be 
the  result  of  the  plan  contemplated  by  the 
Bill  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  Amongst  all  the  reforms  of  which 
he  bad  to  rejoice,  one  of  the  best  was  the 
remedy  for  the  want  of  education  to  the 
Dissenting  portion  of  the  community, 
and  he  should  regret,  that  Parliament, 
after  the  250  years  that  the  Univer- 
sities had  been  left  to  regulate  them- 
selves, should  now,  for  the  first  time,  be- 
gin  to  interfere,  as  was  now  contemplated 
by  this  measure^  with  the  statutes  of 
the  University  institutions  themselves. 
He  denied,  that  this  House  was  more  com- 

Citent  to  estimate  and  judge  of  scho- 
stic  education  than  the  Universities, 
who  had  so  long  and  so  ably  regulated 
these  important  institutions  of  the  State 
under  their  Government;  and  he  must 
say,  that  he  would  prefer  the  retention 
of  that  control  by  the  English  UniverT 
sities,  rather  than  submit  it  to  the  regula- 
tion by  enactment  of  that  House.  He 
preferred  the  statutes  passed  by  the 
University  of  Oxford  to  any  that  by  possi- 
bility could  emanate  from  the  Legislature. 
He  did  not  think,  that  the  House  was  as 
competent  to  weigh  or  to  judge  of  the 
alteration  such  as  was  proposed  as  a  pub- 
lic body  engaged  in  the  instruction  and 
education  of  the  youth  of  the  country. 
It  had  been  said  by  an  hon.  Member, 
that  the  example  of  the  University  of 
Bologna,  under  the  Government  of  the 
Pope,  ought  to  be  emulated.  Notwith- 
standing this  proposition,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  make  the  comparison  between 
the  talent  which  had  emanated  from  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge  with  that  sent  forth 
to  the  world  by  any  other  University. 
The  Universities  of  this  country  had  cour 
stantly  produced  men  qualified  to  fill  any 
situation  with  advantage  to  the  public 
service  and  the  State,  while  at  the  same 
time  religion  had  been  preserved  in  a 
nianner  unequalled  10  any  other  country^ 
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Wa*  it  just  aod  fitlmg,  tben,  for  the  Le- 
gislature to  be  DOW  called  upon  to  try  a 
novel  experiment?  The  Legislature  was 
also  ealled  upon  to  lode  for  an  example 
to  the  United  States  of  America.  He 
would  ask  any  hon.  Member  who  bad  ever 
spoken,  with  tbose  who  came  from  that 
country  to  compare  their  degree  of 
information  with  that  of  a  similar  class  in 
this  country.  For  himself,  he  could  say, 
that  he  had  possessed  and  taken  advan- 
tage of  the  opportunity  of  conversing  with 
many  well-informed  Americans;  but 
tbough  they  were  all  ready  to  boast  of 
their  own  national  institutions,  he  had 
never  met  one  who  did  not  confess  the  in- 
equa&y  between  the  education  and  ac- 
quirements of  his  own  countrymen  as 
compared  with  those  of  this  empire.  He 
denied,  that  the  condition  of  this  country 
would  be  improved  by  an  imitative  alter- 
ation in  the  arrangements  of  education. 
Would  it  be  found  on  investigation,  that 
those  educated  even  in  the  German  states 
(to  which  allusion  had  also  been  made) 
were  superior  either  in  the  arts,  literature, 
general  knowledge,  or  science,  to  the 
talents  this  land  with  her  system  of  educa^ 
tion  had  produced  ?  Would  it  be  con- 
tended, that  the  public  situations  and  pro- 
fessions in  the  German  States  were  better 
filled  or  possessed  brighter  ornaments  than 
those  of  this  country  ?  Without  meaning 
to  arrogate  to  England  too  much,  he  hesi- 
tated not  to  state  his  disbelief,  that  the 
American  Congress  was  preferable  in  any 
respect  to  the  English  House  of  Com- 
mons, or  better  qualified  to  judge  of  all 
great  questions  of  internal  or  public  policy. 
To  revert  to  the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
he  considered  it  to  be  most  dangerous  and 
objectionable  in  itself,  but  doubly  so 
when,  in  consequence  of  the  measures 
with  which  it  was  contemplated  to  be 
accompanied,  other  measures  were  also 
anticipated ;  but  this  was,  as  he  conceived, 
the  stepping  stone,  which,  if  yielded, 
would  prevent  the  Legislature  from 
stopping  short,  with  any  degree  of  jus- 
tice, in  opening  all  the  institutions,  and 
making  Dissenters  eligible  to  place, 
oflice,  and  even  to  fellowships  in  the 
Universities.  The  Bill  now  under  dis- 
cussion spoke  of  private  foundations ;  and 
be  should  be  glad  to  know  whether  it  was 
intended  that  the  royal  foundations  in 
Christ  Church,  Oxford,  and  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Cambridge,  should  be  thrown  open 
to  4he  sane  manner.      On  the  whote. 


he  foAind  it  utterly  impossible  for 
after  the  removal  of  sacramental  tests  and 
the  concession  of  the  Roman  CalhoUc 
claims,  to  bring  his  mind  to  consent  to  the 
adoption  of  a  measure  which  went  to  ovei- 
throw  that  bulwark  of  the  Established 
Church  which  was  supported  and  afforded 
by  the  English  Universities. 

Mr.  Secretary  Rke  was  unwilUng^  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House,  but  if  he 
were  to  be  altogether  silent,  it  migkt  be 
construed  into  a  want  of  respect  for  liie 
constituency  he  had  the  bene«r  to  repre* 
sent,  and  especially  to  the  tndivkluals 
who  had  signed  the  petition  in  favour  of 
the  claims  of  the  Dissenters,  which  he 
lately  presented  to  the  House.  He  took 
the  liberty  of  expressing  a  difference  of 
opinion  from  that  wluch  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  his  right  hon.  friend  who  had 
just  addressed  the  House.  He  differed 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  argi]«- 
jnents  as  well  as  opinions,  though  he  bad 
no  doubt  those  arguments  would  be  con»> 
sidered  irresistible  by  many  hon.  Gentle^ 
men  on  his  right  hon.  friend's  side  of  the 
House.  When  the  question  of  Catholic 
Emancipation  was  before  the  House,  the 
same  fears  were  entertained  of  danger  to 
the  Church,  and  the  same  objections  were 
made  to  that  measure,  and  the  same  falla- 
cies were  had  recourse  to.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  strenuously  contend- 
ed, that  the  present  measure  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  only  the  first  of  a  series  of  at- 
tacks on  the  Church  of  England  by  Dis- 
senters, and  therefore  called  on  the  House 
to  reject  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  the  opinions  which  had  been 
openly  expressed  by  certain  Dissenters  in 
favour  of  a  separation  of  Church  and 
State,  and  thence  argued  that  all  Dis*- 
senters  entertained  the  same  opinions  on 
this  subject*  He  could  assure  his  right 
hon.  friend  and  the  House,  that  those  doc- 
trines regarding  a  separation  of  Church 
and  State  were  disclaimed  by  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  Dissenters.  But  supposing 
such  opinions  were  entertained  to  a  far 
greater  extent  than  they  were,  was  he  (Mn 
Spring  Rice)  to  be  on  that  account  dri- 
ven from  this  measure,  if  it  were  one  of  jus- 
tice ?  He  therefore  wished  at  once  to  cast 
aside  the  argument  against  the  measure 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ground- 
ed on  the  fact  of  a  certain  portion  of  the 
Dissenters  being  in  favour  of  a  separation 
of  Church  and  State.  His  right  hon. 
friend  must  have  folt  a  consciousness  thai 
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he  had  urtdertakefi  the  support  of  a  very 
bad  case,  when  he  was  obliged  to  resort 
to  such  an  argament.  The  right  hon. 
'Gentleman  must  admit,  that  there  were 
«many  very  eminent  men — he  would  not 
call  them  the  lights  of  the  world-^oon- 
nected  with  foreign  Universities.  But  he 
said  they  could  not  be  compared  to  the 
«iembers  of  the  Universities  of  Oxford 
•and  Cambridge.  That  was  precisely  his 
-argument;  that  was  exactly  the  reasons 
why  he  wished  those  Universities  to  be 
thrown  open  to  Dissenters;  for  if  they 
could  render  literary  men  so  much  service 
as  to  confer  on  them  greater  advantages 
than  other  Universities  could,  that  was 
surely  a  reason  why  the  privileges  enjoyed 
at  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cam* 
bridge  should  be  open  to  all.  The  more 
those  institutions  were  praised  the  stronger 
were  the  reasons  for  not  excluding  anj 
<:lass  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  from  their 
advantage.  What  right,  he  would  ask, 
had  the  Legislature  to  deprive  any  par- 
ticular class  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  of 
those  privileges  by  which  they  could  be 
enabled  to  qualify  themselves  for  the  most 
honourable  situations,  and  raise  themselves 
to  eminence  in  the  literarv  world.  To 
«dmit  all  classes  to  share  those  advanta- 
ges was  the  way  to  raise  the  character  of 
the  country  as  well  as  that  of  the  Univer* 
•sities  themselves.  What  right  had  the 
Universities  to  say  to  one  man  go  forth 
and  prosper,  and  to  stamp  on  the  brow  of 
another  of  equal  attainment  the  mark  of 
•incapacity,  because  he  did  not  profess 
their  religious  faith.  An  hon.  Member 
had  said,  let  the  Dissenters,  if  they  were 
determined  to  be  admitted  to  Universities, 
provide  Universities  for  themselves;  we 
<the  Church  of  England)  will  not  in  that 
case  interfere  with  them.  This  argument 
and  declaration  of  the  hon.  Meml^r  con- 
trasted strangely  with  the  conduct  of  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  in 
•reference  to  the  very  point  in  question. 
What  was  the  conduct  of  those  Uni- 
versities when  the  London  University, 
chiefly  supported  by  Dissenters,  claimed 
a  charter  for  that  institution,  which  could 
enable  them  to  confer  certain  degrees? 
Why  did  those  Universities  step  forward 
and  practically  disclaim  the  language  of 
their  advocates  in  that  House,  by  the  op- 
position which  they  got  up  to  the  grant- 
ing a  charter  to  the  London  University  ? 
What  was  the  language  which  the  Uni- 
veraities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  held, 


in  etEtcif  to  Dissenlera  on  this  sutjectf 
Why,  it  was  precisely  this :  '*  We  refuse 
to  admit  vou  among  ourselves^  and  we 
will  not  allow  you  to  have  a  University  of 
your  own."  He  (Mr.  Spring  Rice)  could 
easily  understand  those  who  took  either 
side;  he  could  understand  those  who 
said,  **  We  will  give  Dissenters  leave  to 
have  a  University  of  their  own,  but  we 
will  not  admit  them  to  ours ; "  or  he 
could  understand  those  who  said,  **  We 
will  admit  Dissenters  to  our  Universities, 
but  we  will  not  consent  to  their  having 
one  to  themselves.**  But  it  was  perfectly 
incomprehensible  to  him,  how  any  pertfoa 
could  be  opposed  to  the  claims  of  Dis- 
senters in  both  cases.  Taking  the  double 
ground  against  Dissenters  was  not  only 
unreasonable,  but  it  was  illiberal  and  un- 
jttsU  Reference  had  been  made  by  an 
hon.  Member  to  the  case  of  the  University 
of  Cambridge,  as  more  liberal  in  its  regula- 
tions>  in  contradistinction  from  that  of 
Oxford ;  but  the  same  arguments  which 
proved  the  liberal  regulations  to  be  good 
m  one  place  would  apply  with  equal  lorce 
to  the  other.  In  Cambridge  the  sons  of 
Dissenters  were  admitted  in  the  same 
way,  and,  as  students,  stood  on  the  same 
footing,  as  the  sons  of  members  of  the 
Church.  Now,  he  would  ask  as  no  incon*' 
venience  had  been  known  to  result,  in 
the  one  case,  what  ground  was  there  to 
apprehend  any  danger  or  inconvenience 
in  the  case  of  the  University  of  Oxford  ? 
And  how,  in  the  face  of  this  experience, 
could  hon.  Members  oppose  the  present 
measure  ?  After  allowing  students  to  ac^^ 
quire  all  the  information  which  the  Uni- 
versity could  communicate— afler  they 
had  merited  the  highest  honours  which 
it  could  confer,  the  University  told  them, 
<<  You  shall  not  receive  those  honours, 
simply  because  you  are  Dissenters.**  For 
a  young  man  to  be  thus  told  when  he 
had  finished  his  studies,  that  however 
great  his  acquirements,  however  eminent 
bis  talents,  and  however  exemplary  his 
conduct,  he  shall  be  deprived  of  the 
distinction  which  he  had  merited,  merely 
because  he  is  a  Dissenter,  must  be  mor^ 
tifying  in  the  extreme.  Dissenters  ought 
either  to  be  admitted  to  all  the  honours 
of  the  Universities  or  they  ought  to  be  ex- 
cluded altogether.  He  did  not  conceive  the 
possibility  of  the  Church  being  injured  or 
endangered  by  the  association  of  Dis- 
senters with  her  members  in  the  Uni- 
versities.    His  right  hon.  friend  had  ask- 
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ed*  hiin  for  a  ParliAmentiiry  precedent  of 
inteiference  with  any  of  tiie  privilegea  of 
l3b%  Univenitiea.  He  would  quote  one. 
In  the  caw  of  Trinity  College^  Dublin, 
the  liCgislatofe  interfered  in  the  very 
aame  manner  as  it  was  now  asked 
to  interfere.  Having  made  a  concessiou  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  1793,  it  followed 
as  a  necessary  consequence,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Legislature  of  that  day,  that 
the  restrictions  imposed  by  Trinity  Ck>l- 
lege  on  the  admission  of  students  to  that 
University  should  be  removed.  It  had 
left  the  professorships,  and  the  whole  dis- 
cipline of  the  College,  exactly  in  the  state 
in  which  it  formerly  was.  The  admission 
of  Roman  Catholics  to  the  College  at 
Dublin,  had  not  made  it  less  a  Protestant 
institution  than  it  was  previous  to  1793. 
if  the  hon.  member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  were  present,  he  might  ask  that 
hon.  Member  whether  he  was  disposed  to 
believe,  that  the  orthodox  character  of 
the  University  of  Dublin,  either  in  respect 
to  its  corporate  capacity,  or  in  regard  to 
the  zeal  of  its  professors  in  their  anxiety 
for  maintaining  the  doctrine  and  disci- 
pline of  the  Established  Church,  had  been 
at  all  narrowed  by  the  alteration  ?  Similar 
remarks  held  good  with  respect  to  the 
Scotch  Universities.  They  had  admitted 
Dissenters  on  the  same  terms  and  con- 
ditions as  members  of  the  Established 
Church  of  that  part  of  the  kingdom  ;  yet 
the  inhabitants  of  North  Britain  were  not 
less  sensible  to  the  benefits  resulting 
from  religious  instruction,  or  less  desirous 
to  maintain  their  established  religion,  than 
they  were  previous  to  their  granting  this 
privilege  to  the  Dissenters.  On  what 
principle  then,  could  they  turn  round  and 
say,  this  Bill  is  pregnant  with  evil  ?  With 
respect  to  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
instead  of  creating  evil  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill,  the  House  would  avert  a 
danger — he  alluded  to  the  feelings  of  en- 
mity with  which  the  institution  must  be 
regarded  by  the  Dissenters.  If  there  be 
danger  to  be  apprehended,  did  it  not 
arise  from  admitting  individuals  as  stu- 
dents, and  then  depriving;  them  of  the  re- 
wards and  honours  to  which  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  could  lay  claim  ? 
Let  him  for  one  moment  recur  to  the 
University  of  Dublin,  and  see  whether  the 
concessions  which  were  made  by  that  in- 
stitution had  not  given  satisfaction  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  and  whether 
it  had  diminished  the  protection  to  which 


the  Established  Church  was  entitled*  The 
right  hon.  member  for  the  University ^f 
Cambridge  would  probably  attempt  a  re- 
ply to  this  part  of  bis  argument,  and  he 
could  anticipate  some  portion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  He  would  say, 
that  an  hon.  and  learned  Member,  not 
now  in  his  place,  gave  notice  of  a  Motion 
for  a  future  day  on  this  very  subject. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say,  that 
every  notice  on  the  Order  Book  was  an 
argument  for  any  particular  measure  to 
which  it  might  apply  ?  If  that  were  the 
case,  he  would  be  easily  enabled  to  pro- 
vide himself  with  arguments  on  either  side 
of  the  various  questions  which  came  un- 
der the  consideration  of  the  House*  In 
order  to  show  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  did  not  aspire 
to  any  participation  in  the  endowments  of 
the  EstaUished  Church,  he  would  refer  to 
the  evidence  of  the  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Dublin,  when  examin- 
ed before  a  Committee  of  that  House,  in 
the  year  1825.  The  evidence  to  which 
he  alluded  was  in  reply  to  a  question — 
<«  Do  you  not  think  that  after  Catholic 
Emancipation  was  carried,  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  would  claim  admis- 
sion to  the  fellowships  and  scholarships  of 
Trinity  College,  Dublin?"  The  answer 
was — "  By  no  means.  There  are  endow- 
ments established  for  the  supporf  of  per- 
sons educated  for  the  Established  Church 
and  we  have  no  more  right  to  claim  a 
participation  in  them,  than  we  have  to 
claim  a  right  to  the  property  of  the  coun- 
tnf  which  is  now  enjoyed  fay  individuals 
of  the  Protestant  faith."  (That  was  the 
evidence  given  by  a  very  important  au- 
thority on  this  subject,  and  it  was  sup- 
ported by  facts  since  1793  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time.  He  might  say,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  there  had  been  no  in- 
disposition on  the  part  of  the  Romaii 
Catholics  of  Ireland  to  petition  against 
those  grievances  which  they  had  really 
been  affected  by,  but  the  House  had  never 
received  a  single  petition  from  them  to  be 
admitted  to  a  share  of  the  endowments  of 
the  Established  Church*  He  did  not 
think,  that  any  one  in  the  House  believed 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  had  not  peti- 
tioned against  every  real  grievance  of 
which  they  had  to  complain;  but  he  was 
not  aware  of  a  single  petition  having  been 
presented,  complaining  of  the  non-ad.- 
mission  of  Roman  Catholics  to  the  fellow- 
ships and  scholarships  of  Trinity  College* 
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chhitioii  thoold  be  Mbtiituted  for  the  one 
Doiria  uie.  On  hit  right  faon.  friend'c 
owD  principle,  this  wes  a  qmition  m^ 
vohring  the  confeienoe  of  the  iadivtdnal, 
and  he  woald  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
conyocation  of  the  UntversitieSy  whieh 
up  to  this  period  had  never  adopted 
the  Ttews  of  the  right  hon.  Qeatlematt. 
When  It  was  stated »  that  the  Hoose  had 
no  right  to  interfere  with  the  Statutes  of 
the  Universities;  he  did  not  adnH  the 
force  of  the  aigument.  Not  manv  days 
ago  one  of  those  very  Statntei  had  been 
wholly  set  aside  in  the  circamttancet  at- 
tending the  election  of  Dr.  King  to  the 
vacant  Presidentship  of  Winchester  Col- 
lege. Surely,  then,  if  these  Statutes  were 
to  be  set  aside  for  the  benefit  of  an  in- 
dividual, it  was  not  to  be  asserted,  that 
Parliament  had  no  power  or  right  to 
question  or  interfere  with  these  Statutes 
when  a  great  general  principle  was  at 
stake.  In  the  system  of  religious  educa- 
tion at  the  Universities,  undoubtedly  very 
great  improvements  had  taken  place  with- 
in the  last  fifteen  or  twenty  years;  and  no 
one  could  view  the  mode  in  which  religious 
instruction  was  there  given  and  received, 
and  the  regular  and  decorous  attendance 
at  the  University  churches,  without  being 
at  once  convinced  that  a  deep-rooted 
religious  feeling  pervaded  the  whole  Uni<- 
versity,  not  only  in  the  breasts  of  Uie 
heads  of  the  colleges,  the  doctors  and 
other  elders  of  the  place,  but  in  those  of 
the  young  men.  That  such  worthy  and 
pious  sentiments  should  be  so  universally 
entertained  no  one  more  rejoiced  at  than 
himself;  but  he  was  very  far  from  think- 
ing this  a  fact  which  ought  to  militate 
against  the  admission  of  Dissenters  to 
those  Universities.  On  the  contrary,  it 
appeared  to  him,  that  the  feeling  being  so 
deeply  rooted,  was  in  no  danger  of  being 
shaken  by  the  presence  of  a  few  Dissenters* 
The  non-existence  of  such  danger  being 
shown,  there  could  not  remain  a  shadow 
of  ground  for  opposing  the  entrance  of 
the  Dissenters  to  the  advantages  of  tliose 
great  institutions  as  seats  of  learning. 
The  main  point,  therefore,  would  be  to 
show,  that  the  safety  of  the  tenets  of  the 
Church  of  England  would  not  be  compro- 
mised by  the  admission  of  the  Dissenters 
to  the  Universities.  And  that  this  safety 
would  not  be  hazarded,  bad  been  the  de- 
dared  opinion  of  sixty-three  of  the  first 
men  in  the  University  of  Cambridge,  as 
expressed  in  the  petilkm  be  bad  had  the 


iie  wished  to  state,  that  die  principle  m 
this  Bill  which  he  was  disposed  to 
snpport,  was  the  principle  recommended 
1^  the  petition  whidi  he  had  the  hon« 
our  of  pfesenting  to  this  Home.  The 
argaments  that  be  then  advanced  all  rela- 
ted to  the  degrees  granted  at  the  Univer« 
sities,  and  had  no  relation  whatever  to  the 
endowments  of  the  Colleges.  All  that  was 
asked  was,  the  right  of  the  Dissenters 
to  take  degrees  at  each  of  the  Univer- 
sities, from  which  privilege  they  were 
at  present  excluded.  Having  referred 
to  that  petition  he  was  bound  in  justice 
to  admit,  that  a  counter-petition  had  been 
presented,  signed  by  a  much  larger  num- 
ber of  persons  ?  but  the  feeling  which  had 
been  excited  on  this  subject  was  of  the 
same  description  as  that  which  seemed  to 
bave  influenced  his  right  hon.  friend  who 
spoke  last.  The  opposition  to  this  Bill 
arose  mainly  and  prmcipally  from  a  great 
cry  that  had  been  raised,  that  this  was 
one  of  a  series  of  measures  intended  to 
overthrow  the  Church  Establishment. 
[Hear  !  Hear  /  ]  He  was  glad  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Qoulbum)  by 
his  cheers,  admitted  the  truth  of  what  he 
was  stating,  but  his  cheering  was  not  so 
much  founded  on  the  enactments  of  the 
Bill,  as  on  the  notion  that  other  measures 
were  about  to  be  introduced  to  which  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  object.  Not 
only  had  a  great  deal  of  exdtement  been 
created  on  this  subject,  but  circumstances 
had  occurred  with  respect  to  the  petition 
he  had  the  honour  to  present,  which  he 
regretted  should  have  taken  place.  He 
was  sorry  to  6nd  that  an  individual  of  the 
highest  literary  attainments,  and  the  most 
enlightened  views,  who  was  an  honour  to 
the  University  of  which  he  was  a  member 
should,  in  consequence  of  openly  express- 
ing his  opinions  on  this  subject,  have  been 
removed  finom  the  situation  which  he  fill- 
ed in  that  University.  It  was  not  for  him 
to  impute  improper  motives  to  individuals ; 
but  he  must  say,  that  this  was  a  couise  of 
proceeding  which  must  necessarily  give 
much  pain  to  every  liberal-minded  man, 
as  bdng  a  new  mode  of  carrying  on  the 
war  of  opinion.  It  was  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding whdlv  unsoited  to  the  period  in 
whidi  we  Kved.  His  right  hon.  Inend  had 
stated,  UMt  he  r^retled  persons  should 
be  called  on  to  subscribe  the  Articles  of 
^d»  CbatdK  fram  which  tJhey  entirdy  dis- 
^aealed;  and  his  right  hon.  friend  wished 
llm  aosM  nose  phSn  and  oMse  aissple  de- 


hofiosr  to  prment.   Tb^  P>«9e«kem  arised   wstraclien.    He  thtiAed  the  Home  tt^ 


no  more  tkisn  what  ii^d  been  fnmted, 
without  the  tligbtest  injury  to  either 
Church  or  State^to  the  ftomm  CathoKcs; 
lliey  aBked  for  nothing  but  their  civil 
litierty ;  they  desired  to  derive  the  same 
advantages,  in  point  of  education,  fron^  ] 
these  great  seats  of  learning,  which  the 
"rest  of  Cheir  countrymen  were  entitled  to. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
%aen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
that,  in  the  upper  classes,  as  in.  the  lower, 
die  dangers  -of  separate  education  wei« 
very  evident;  and  it  appeared  to  him, 
thst  4f  the  people  were  estranged  from 
each  other  en  every  point  merely  on  ac^ 
coant  of  the  difference  in  their  reiigtoas 
senttniients,  that  the  Dissenters  would  be 
left  no  option  bat  that  of  withdrawring 
themselves  into  circles  and  establtsbments 
of  every  kind  wholly  formed  on  dissentient 
principles,  and  separating  them  on  all 
points  from  the  rest  of  their  feUow»citizens. 
This  was  a  result  which,  he  trusted,  he 
should  never  witness;  he  hoped  he  should 
never  see  any  set  of  men  contending  for 
an  snmerited  superiority,  or  another  set 
of  men  struggling  under  equally  unde- 
served inferiority,  on  the  grounds  of  re- 
ligious differences.  What  he  desired  was, 
that  all  those  «ho  sought  education  should 
be  placed  on  an  equal  footing,  whether 
agreeing  with,  or  dissenting  from,  the 
Established  Church.  So  far  fVom  think- 
ing, that  the  safety  of  the  Church  would 
be  eompromised  by  the  admission  of  the 
latter  to  the  Unrvereities,  it  appeared  to 
him,  on  the  contrary,  that  its  security 
would  be  so  much  the  more  guaranteed, 
for  it  was  oonsislent  with  the  best  mode 
of  reasoning  to  calculate  that,  at  least, 
the  tacit  friendship  and  good-will  of  those 
Dissenters  would  be  secured  by  their  being 
allowed  to  participate  in  the  educational 
advantages  of  these  Universities.  Surely 
it  would  be  much  more  jnstand  politic  to 
imbue  them  with  such  a  friendly  feel- 
ing, than  to  provoke  their  ^laappeasable 
and  powerful  hostility  by  any  longer  re- 
fusing to  admit  them  to  those  privileges. 
'Nor  was  it  the  individual  resentment  only 
of  the  Dissenters  so  refused,  which  was 
to  be  apprehended ;  many  of  them,  in  all 
probability,  would,  in  after-life,  become 
active  and  stirring  leaders  among  their 
sects ;  and  it  was  not  to  be  supposed,  but 
that  the  anger  they  felt  at  a  degrading 
rejection  would  be  generally  diffused 
among  alt  thbse  who   listened  to  their 


the  attention  with  which  they  had  honoured 
him  ;  he  would  not  have  detained  them  so 
long,  but  (torn  bis  deep  feeling  that,  on 
so  important  a  question,  it  became  every 
man  to  express  his  sentiments.  He  would 
only  add,  that,  by  the  vote  which  he 
should  give  on  this  Motion,  he  should  not 
consider  himself  bound  to  any  subsequent 
measure ;  he  supported  this  Bill,  and  thris 
Bill  only.  His  vote  on  any  future  mea- 
sure on  the  subject  woald  be  entirely  re- 
gulated by  his  opinion  as  to  the  intrinsic 
merits  of  that  particular  measure. 

Mr.  OtmUnnm  said,  that  be  had  great 
satisfacdon  in  following  his  right  hon. 
friend,  because,  l^e  him,  be  was  most 
anxious  that  the  question  should  be 
discussed  with  the  absence  of  aH  heat 
and  animosity  of  Yeeling,  and  t)ecausehe 
knew,  that  be  and  his  right  hon.  friend 
had  the  same  object  in  view,  although  he 
felt  it  impossible  to  concur  with  him  in 
the  means  by  which  his  right  hon.  friend 
sought  to  attain  it.  His  right  hon.  friend 
and  himself  were,  in  many  respects,  placed 
in  a  similar  situation.  They  both  belonged 
to  the  same  University ;  they  had  both 
sons  at  that  University;  so  that  they  were 
both  deeply  interested,  as  well  by  their 
former  recollections  as  by  their  immediate 
interests,  in  its  well-being ;  and  they  were, 
therefore,  naturally  desirous  to  see  the 
subject  discussed  with  the  temper  and  the 
calmness  which  befitted  its  important 
merits.  Indeed  the  question  was  one  so 
much  more  connected  with  religious  con- 
siderations than  with  those  of  political  ex- 
pediency, that  he  should  be  most  sorry  to 
see  any  feeling  of  party  excited  or  intro- 
duced into  the  proceedings  of  the  House, 
which  might,  by  a  remote  possibility,  add 
to  the  heat  which  unfortunately  prevailed 
elsewhere.  But  it  was  impossible  that  he 
could  subscribe  to  the  arguments  of  his 
right  hon.  friend,  or  avoid  stating  tlie 
utter  fallacy  of  the  grounds  on  which  his 
right  hon.  friend  supported  the  Bill.  Pro- 
ceeding, as  his  right  hon.  friend  had  done, 
upon  the  basis  of  the  Bill  upon  the  Table, 
he  should  attempt  to  show,  that  its  effect 
upon  the  religion  of  the  University  must 
be  such  as  ought  to  induce  the  House  to 
give  it  a  negative.  His  right  hon.  friend 
said,  that  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  wished 
to  put  the  civil  interest  of  Dissenters  out 
of  view,  and  called  upbn  those  who  were 
connected  with  the  Univemity  of  Cam- 
bridge, in  particular,  to  consider  what  must 
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be  the  effect  upon  the  minds  of  young 
Dissenters  after  having  been  admitted  to 
study  within  its  walls,  and  to  distinguish 
themselves  by  their  acquirements,  to  be 
then  precluded  from  its  degrees  ?  In  re- 
ply, he  would  ask  his  right  hon  friend 
what  would  be  the  feelings  of  the  same 
parties,  after  having  been  admitted  to 
degrees,  when  they  found  themselves  ex- 
cluded from  the  situations  of  profit  and  of 
honour  in  the  University  which  were  open 
to  all  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
though,  perhaps,  of  inferior  attainments 
and  talents  ?  If  the  exclusion  from  the 
degree  was  a  burthen,  how  much  greater  a 
burthen  would  it  be  deemed  when,  having 
been  admitted  to  that,  and  having  thereby 
proved  their  fitness  in  acquirements,  they 
should  be  excluded  from  the  offices  of 
emolument  and  honour  ?  The  last  clause 
of  the  Bill  distinctly  excluded  Dissenters 
from  all  such  offices,  or  rather,  perhaps, 
he  should  say,  deferred  their  enjoyment 
of  them  until  another  opportunity — when 
they  should  have  gained  this  step,  and  be 
enabled  to  come  to  the  House  with  what, 
be  would  contend,  would  be  a  much 
better-founded  complaint  than  any  they 
could  now  make.  He  was  anxious  that 
Dissenters  should  be  admitted  to  all  civil 
privileges,  but  making  such  distinctions 
as  were  necessary  to  the  safety  of  those 
important  interests  which  were,  he  would 
not  say  opposed  to  the  Dissenters,  but 
which  were  indispensable  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  religion  itself,  in  which  Dissenters 
were  as  strongly  interested,  and  as  con- 
scientiously so,  as  Churchmen.  But  his 
right  hon.  friend  told  them,  that  it  was 
already  the  practice  to  admit  them  at 
Cambridge  as  Dissenters,  and  that,  there- 
fore, no  harm  could  arise  from  giving 
them  degrees.  His  right  hon.  friend  was 
wholly  unjustified  in  that  statement.  He 
forgot  to  make  the  distinction  that  the 
Dissenter  was  now  admitted,  not  as  a 
Dissenter,  but  as  any  other  man  supposed 
to  be  willing  to  conform  to  the  doctrines 
of  the  Church ;  and  it  was  not  for  those 
who  admitted  him  to  know  otherwise 
until  they  called  upon  him  to  subscribe 
the  declaration  necessary  to  receiving  a 
degree.  The  hon.  Member  who  introduced 
the  Bill  was  aware  of  this,  and  had  so 
framed  it  as  to  repeal  every  Statute  of 
the  University  which  might  operate  to 
prevent  the  effect  it  contemplated.  He 
asserted,  that  the  last  clause  of  the  Bill 
specially  enacted  the  repeal  of  all  orders, 


decrees,  laws,  or  |^race  of  any  college  or 
hall  which  should,  in  any  degree,  obstruct 
or  qualify  the  foregoing  enactments? 
And  what  were  those  enactments?  Why, 
that  all  persons,  of  whatever  religioo, 
should  be  at  liberty  to  matriculate  and 
take  degrees.  Did  it  not  then  put  an  end 
at  once  to  the  necessity  of  attendance  on 
religious  worship,  and  to  the  religious 
instruction  which  was  now  a  part  of 
the  system  of  the  Universities?  It  was 
argued  by  hon.  Gentlemen  only  the 
other  night  that  all  this  was  unnecessary, 
and  ou|ht  to  be  put  an  end  to ;  and  m 
this  spirit  it  was,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
introduced  his  repealing  clause.  Why, 
then,  he  said,  that  this  fact  materially 
altered  the  present  state  of  things  as  to 
the  terms  on  which  a  Dissenter  would  be 
admitted,  and  that  which  might  be  a  safe 
admission  when  the  student  was  supposed 
to  conform  to  the  tenets  of  the  Church 
might  be  very  unsafe  when  it  was  under* 
stood,  that  he  was  admitted  of  right  as  a 
Dissenter.  His  rieht  hon.  friend  had 
next  asked  what  danger  would  there  be 
in  admitting  Dissenters  at  the  English 
Universities  when  they  had  been  admitted 
to  take  degrees  in  Dublin  without  produc- 
ing any  evil?  He  knew  that  ttiis  was 
done  at  Dublin ;  but  what  distinction  was 
there  between  the  degree  conferred  at 
Dublin  and  at  our  Universities  ?  Did  the 
degree  at  Dublin  confer  a  power  of  govern- 
ment in  the  University?  No.  It  gave 
no  more  power  of  that  description  than 
was  possessed  by  an  Under  Graduate. 
His  right  hon.  friend  knew  that  as  well  as 
he  did,  and  upon  that  point  the  whole 
question  turned.  If  they  admitted  the 
Dissenter  to  degrees  at  Cambridge  by  the 
rules  of  the  University  he  would  acquire 
an  influence  over  the  education  in  the 
seminaries  of  the  Church  of  England 
which  he  ought  not  to  have.  And  when 
his  right  hon.  friend  adduced  the  case  of 
the  admissions  to  Dublin  it  was  not  quite 
fair  in  him  to  leave  out  all  notice  of  this 
distinction.  His  right  hon.  friend  had 
also  asked  what  fear  there  was  that  if  the 
Dissenter  got  the  right  of  admission  to 
degrees  he  would  wish  to  go  farther.  In 
answer  to  this,  he  referred  the  House  to 
what  had  recently  passed  upon  the  subject 
of  the  Repeal  pf  the  Union,  when  an  hon. 
Member  declared,  that  he  did  not  consider 
himself  bound  now  by  what  he  said  nine 
years  ago  in  order  to  obtain  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation.    He  thought,  if  the 
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Legialutuie  wereioha^j  ^^  other  security, 
therefore,  than  the  "^claration  of  the 
Dissenters  that  they  ^vould  be  satisfied 
with  this  concession,  it  would  be  resting 
some  of  the  best  interests  of  the  country 
upon  a  poor  foundation.  It  must  be  re- 
membered, too,  that  Dissenters  admitted 
to  degrees  in  our  Universities  would  not 
only  have  to  share  in  superintending  the 
education  of  the  laity,  but  also  of  those 
who  were  to  succeed  to  the  ministry  of 
the  Church.  This  would  be  the  necessary 
effect  of  the  removal  of  the  tests,  and  such 
a  state  of  things  must  be  followed  by  the 
exclusion  of  religious  instruction  altoge- 
ther. He  would  say  this  upon  the  author- 
ity of  men  of  all  opinions,  who  had  dis- 
tinctly laid  it  down,  in  language  not  to 
be  misunderstood  or  perverted,  that  all 
institutions  for  education  which  had  admit- 
ted persons  of  all  creeds,  had  found  it 
necessary  to  abandon  all  religious  instruc- 
tion and  all  religious  observance  whatever. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  document,  the 
author  of  which  was  no  less  a  person 
than  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Eng- 
land— at  least  to  him  public  opinion  had 
freely  attributed  it,  and  that  opinion  had 
never  been  contradicted — being  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  the  London 
University.  This  document  stated  in  the 
most  direct  terms  the  opinion  of  that 
noble  and  learned  person,  that  having 
admitted  all  persons,  without  distinction 
of  creed,  it  was  necessary  to  come  to  the 
resolution  of  abandoning  altogether  all 
religious  instruction.  [The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  read  the  Resolutions  of 
the  Committee  from  the  last  Annual  Re- 
port.] He  certainly  concurred  in  the 
sentiments  of  that  noble  and  learned  per- 
son, that  they  could  only  have  religious 
instruction  where  the  students  were  all  of 
one  religious  persuasion,  or  where  they 
were  all  alike  indifferent  to  religion  ;  and 
it  was  because  he  was  not  prepared  to 
take  our  Universities  out  of  the  former 
class,  and  reduce  them  to  the  other,  of 
perfect  indifference  to  all  religion,  that  he 
must  strenuously  oppose  this  Bill.  The 
simple  question,  then,  which  they  now  had 
to  decide  through  this  Bill  was,  were  they 
prepared  so  to  change  the  character  of 
these  ancient  institutions  as  entirely  to 
discontinue  all  religious  instruction  in 
their  system  of  education  ?  He  believed 
that  there  was  a  period  in  the  history  of 
this  country  when  the  bare  enunciation  of 
such  a  proposition  would  have  called  forth 
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universal  reprobation.  He  trusted  that 
time  was  not  yet  past.  He  did  not  believe 
that  many  of  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
desired  such  a  state  of  things  to  be  estab- 
lished. He  could  not  but  hope  that,  how- 
ever, some  classes  of  Dissenters  might 
not  approve  of  the  form  of  instruction 
adopted  at  the  Universities  upon  religious 
grounds,  yet,  if  they  found  the  general 
opinion  of  the  highest  authorities  concur- 
ring in  the  belief  that  their  admission 
would  lead  to  an  indifference  to  all  reli- 
gion, and  terminate  in  infidelity,  they  would 
not  desire  to  press  their  claims  upon  the 
House.  But  they  had  been  told,  upon  a 
former  occasion,  that  there  was  at  present 
in  reality  no  religious  instruction  at  our 
Universities.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
told  them  that,  must  have  placed  great 
reliance  upon  the  credulity  or  on  the 
ignorance  of  the  House.  There  was  one 
fact  obvious  to  all,  which  directly  contra^ 
dieted  such  an  assertion.  Every  roan  knew, 
that  from  the  Universities  were  sent  out  at 
an  early  period  of  life  a  numerous  body  of 
young  men  who  at  once  took  the  charge 
of  parishes,  and  whose  fitness  for  the 
important  duties  so  imposed  upon  them 
was  so  well  known  as  to  be  past  doubt  or 
question.  How  did  they  become  so  quali- 
fied ?  They  came  fresh  from  the  Universi- 
ties, where  they  had  been  constantly 
occupied  in  their  scientific  and  literary 
studies,  and  where  the  contention  for 
rewards  and  distinctions  of  successful 
study  kept  them  close  to  such  pursuits  up 
to  the  latest  period  of  their  residence.  If 
there  was,  in  reality,  no  religious  instruc- 
tion in  our  Universities,  where  did  those 
young  men  become  qualified  to  enter  upon 
their  sacred  duties  and  to  discharge  them 
as  they  did — where  did  they  imbibe  those 
high  feelings  of  religious  zeal  and  devotion 
of  heart  and  mind  which  he  would  venture 
to  say  distinguished  the  present  clergy  as 
much  as  any  of  their  predecessors.  Why, 
it  had  been  said,  that  these  qualifications 
had  not  been  gained  at  the  Universities, 
because  no  man  was  compelled  to  attend 
the  lectures  of  the  Professor  of  Divinity, 
and  therefore  that  no  religious  instruction 
was  given  by  the  University.  Why,  so  it 
might  be  said,  and  with  equal  truth,  that 
no  man  was  compelled  to  attend  the  Pro- 
fessor of  Greek  or  the  Professor  of  Mathe- 
matics. The  attendance  upon  all  these 
lectures  was  voluntary;  nor  were  they 
intended  to  convey  instruction  in  the 
elementary  branches  either  of  literature, 
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or  fciencey  or  religion.  When  Che  tto<» 
dent,  under  the  direction  of  hit  tutor,  had 
qualified  biiatelf  in  the  elements  of  the 
Greek  language  or  of  mathematics,  he 
then  went  to  the  higher  Professor  to 
af>ply  those  elements,  and  to  be  instructed 
in  their  application.  So,  after  having 
been  instructed  in  the  general  duties  of 
his  religion,  the  student  went  to  the 
Divinity  Professor,  to  be  instructed  in  the 
higher  branches  of  theology,  and  to 
render  himself  lit  for  the  higher  duties  of 
a  Churchman,  and,  if  such  was  his  desti- 
nation, for  the  duties  of  the  Ministry. 
In  the  University  to  which  he  belonged, 
religion  was  tau^t  in  the  same  manner  as 
every  other  branch  of  instruction.  It  was 
true,  that  a  student  was  not  taken  through 
the  whole  Scriptures,  or  every  distinct 
doctrine  of  the  Chureh,  at  the  publie 
lectures;  but  the  Professor  took,  with 
respect  to  religion,  one  of  the  Gospels  or 
some  one  essential  doctrine ;  as  with  re- 
spect to  Greek  was  taken  one  of  the  plays 
of  the  Greek  poets,  or  a  book  of  the  Greek 
historians;  and  the  knowledge  of  the 
student  in  that  was  considered  as  a  test 
of  his  general  proficiency.  But  he  never 
hesrd,  that  because  the  Professors  of  Greek 
and  Mathematics  only  took  one  such  sub* 
ject  for  their  lectures  that,  therefore,  they 
neglected  to  instruct  the  youth  of  our 
Universities  in  Greek  and  Mathematics. 
Neither  was  there  any  foundation  for  the 
charge,  that  their  religious  instruction  was 
neglected.  No ;  as  in  the  other  case,  one 
subject  was  selected  for  their  exaroinatbn, 
from  their  acquaintance  with  which  it  was 
easy  to  ascertain  the  general  profioiency 
which  the  individual  had  made.  He 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  going 
into  the  details  of  all  the  University  exa- 
minations, because  they  were  published  in 
a  compendious  form,  and  were  open  to 
the  House  or  to  any  one  else  for  inspection ; 
but  any  one  who  consulted  them  would 
there  see,  that  there  was  no  peculiar  doc- 
trine of  the  Church  of  Engiand  distinguish- 
ing her  from  the  various  sects  which  did 
not,  at  some  period  or  other,  form  part  of 
the  examination  of  the  individual  seeking 
a  degree.  But  in  respect  to  the  religious 
education  supplied  by  the  Universities, 
there  was  one  regulation  which  g^ve  an 
advantage  over  all  others,  in  his  estima- 
tion, and  that  was  the  daily  attendance 
at  divine  worship.  It  had  been  very  much 
the  foshion  to  undervalue  this  part  of 
University  discipline.      Upon    that    he 


differed  with  many  wbcMe  general  opmioni 
he  respected.  He  beliefed,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  outward  appearances,  if  for 
no  other  reason,  the  continual  TeewTeace 
of  those  periods  during  which  the  thoughto 
of  men  were  abstract^  from  the  ordinary 
occupations  of  the  place,  were  beneficial 
in  every  respect.  Not,  perhaps,  that 
they  might  be  always  even  properly  em- 
ployed at  the  moment,  but  he  believed 
they  would,  in  the  long  run,  he  generally 
so  occupied  at  those  periods  as  that  the 
practice  must  nltimatdyopetate  the  great- 
est good.  There  might  be,  as  he  knew, 
and  no  donbt  there  were,  unhappy  indivi- 
duals who  appealed  to  participate  in  these 
advantages,  and  yet  who  reaped  bo  benefit 
from  them.  But  the  question  they  had 
to  decide  was,  whether  or  not  these  legn- 
lations  were  not  calculated,  and  did  not, 
in  fact,  operate  beneficially  in  recalling  to 
our  minds  the  ultimate  ends  and  objects 
of  all  study,  and  of  all  human  pursuits^  in 
the  midst  of  scenes  but  too  likely  to 
abstract  them  from  such  considerations. 
But,  even  supposing  this  Bill  to  exclude 
the  teaching  of  true  religion,  was  that  the 
only  evil  they  were  to  anticipate  from  it  T 
Where  an  abstinence  of  religious  instruc* 
tion  firevailed,  he  wanted  to  know  where 
was  to  be  the  check  agamst  the  introduce 
tion  into  the  University,  as  they  had  been 
introduced  elsewhere,  of  opinions  and 
views  inculcating  in  the  minds  of  young 
men  principles  subversive  of  all  religion, 
and  ending  in  infidelity.  That  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  necessary  consequence  of 
such  a  system.  It  tended  to  raise  men  in 
the  conviction  of  their  own  powers  and 
resources,  and  to  destroy  that  spirit  of 
humility  which  was  the  first  essential  re- 
quired for  a  true  ministry  of  the  Christian 
religion,  as  well  as  that  spirit  of  devotion 
which  he  would  say  was  no  less  necessary 
in  the  lay  members  than  in  the  ministeni 
of  the  Church  themselves.  As  to  the 
consequences  of  thus  leaving  the  mind 
and  the  passions  without  the  salutary 
check  of  religious  diaeipline,  he  might 
quote  an  elegant  passage  from  the  writings 
of  a  friend  of  his,  although  that  Gentlessaa 
was  one  of  those  who  had  signed  the  peti« 
tion  in  favour  of  admitting  Dissenters  to 
the  University.  By  such  a  course  they 
were  told  by  the  eminent  authority  to 
whom  he  alluded — *  We  destroy  the  equi- 
'  librium  of  our  moral  nature,  giving  to 
'  the  baser  elements  a  new  and  overwhelm^ 
'  ing  energy.    We  sow  the  wind  and  reap 
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'  tli«  whidwind.    ^^.^^^Hihaio  diepowera 

*  of  ittkiieM,  vbichf  ^  8«icepiag  over  the 

*  knd,  wiU  tear  up  all  that  k  great,  and 

*  goody  and  lovely  wtibin  it ;  wiU  upsel  its 

*  BEionttmeiits  of  piety^  and   shatter   ita 

*  Booial  fi^bric  into  ruin ; .  and,  should  this 

*  hurficaae  be  followed  by  a  oalm,  it  will 
'  be  the  calm  of  universal  desolation.'  He 
firmly  believed,  that  this  would  be  the  re- 
sist of  adopting  the  measure  then  before 
the  House,  beeause  what  man  could  cast 
his  eyes  around  upon  all  those  Universities 
iu  winch  the  pcinoiples  of  this  Bill  had 
heeo  ad(^)(ed  and  not  see  that  in  all,  this 
had  been  the  result  ?  Let  them  look  to 
Germany.  There  no  religious  tests  were 
permitted  to  impede  the  admission  of  any 
man  to  degrees  and  to  the  highest  hooours, 
whether  he  were  Lutheran,  Unitarian,  or 
infidel.  And  what  was  the  melancholy 
reeult  ?  If  any  Gentleman  would  take 
the  trouble  to  refer  to  the  woiks  of  the 
Learned  Professors  filling  the  'highest 
posts  within  them  they  would  find  them 
adroeatmg  a  system  called  rationalism, 
which  was  a  denial  of  all  revelation,  and 
in  which  all  the  accounts  of  the  Creation 
and  the  miracles  of  the  New  Testament 
were  pretended  to  be  referred  to  natural 
causes,  many  of  which  natural  causes  were 
so  extravagaat  as  to  require  a  much 
gveater  stretch  of  belief  than  the  miracles 
thcMselves.  It  was  impoesible  to  read 
those  works  without  finding*  in  them  abu»-t 
daiit  proof  that  from  the  Universities  in 
which  no  religion  was  taught,  all  religion 
wmild  soon  be  banisbed,  and  something 
nMtcfa  worse  than  an  exclusive  system  be 
introduced  in  its  stead.  What  was  the 
case  in  America?  They  knew,  from  the 
most  recent  descrtptioos  published  of  that 
coMUtry,  that  the  effect  of  the  system 
introduced  into  their  Universities,  had 
been,  to  tern  all  the  youug  men  out  Uni- 
tarians. This  was  the  uniform  representa- 
tion of  aU  travellers  in  America,  whether 
belonging  to  one  party  or  another.  In 
proof  of  this,  he  would  take  an  extract 
from  a  geatleman  who  dedicated  his  book 
"to  tb^  fipiends  of  civil  aad  religious 
liberty  throughout  Great  Britain  and  Ice- 
kttd,"  and  in  his  preface  stated,  that 
religion  in  all  its  details  was  an  afiair 
between  God  and  the  individual  only, 
and  that  any  attempt  at  human  inter- 
ference, was  a  violation  of  the  rig^t  of 
conscience,  and  ranked  foremost  among 
the  basest  of  tyrannies.  This  writer  gave 
the  ibUowing  account  of  the  system  from 
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which  religious  instruction  had  been  ba-» 
nished  in  America — '  At  Cambridge,  four 

*  miles  from  Boston,  is  situated  a  college 
'  upon  a  large  and  liberal  scale ;  it  coo- 
'  tains  250  apartments  for  officers  and 

*  students.  There  is  a  philosophical  ap« 
'  paratus,  a  hall  for  recitations,  and  a 
'  valuable  library,  which  contains  a  few 
'  aad  almost  the  only  standard  works  in 
'  the  United  States.  Admission  into  the 
'  college  requires  a  previous  knowledge  of 
'  mathematics,  Latin,  and  Greek.  All 
^  students  have  equal  rights ;  each  class 
'has    peculiar   instructors.     There   are 

*  quarterly  and  annual  public  examjna- 

*  tions.  This  college  is  regarded  by  the 
'  orthodox  party  as  heretical  on  religious 

*  subjects,  it  being  observed  as  somewhal 
'  remarkable,  that  most  of  the  theologioal 

*  students  leave  Cambridge  disa£fected  to 
'  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity.  The  advo* 
'  cates  of  this  system,  taking  the  alarm, 
*have  established  an   academy  for  the 

*  education  of  youug  men,  who  must  be 

*  compelled  to  learn  the  doctrme  of  their 
'  fathers,  as  the  effectual  means  to  oppose 

*  the  Cambridge  heresies.'  He  would  ask, 
was  this  a  state  to  which  the  House  de- 
sired to  see  the  Universities  of  this  country 
reduced,  as  had  been  well  asked  in  the 
speech  of  the  hoa.  member  for  WiUshire, 
which  had  deservedly  received  so  much 
attention  from  the  House?  But,  even 
without  going  to  the  experience  of  foreign 
countries,  where  such  flaming  beaoons  ex- 
isted to  warn  them,  could  they  not  draw 
a  lesson  from  the  result  of  the  experiment 
made  at  home  at  the  establishment  at 
Daventry,  which  began  with  Dr.  Dodd- 
ridge a  man  eminent  for  his  piety  and 
learning,  and  ended  with  Mr.  Belsbam, 
who  it  was  well  known  was  distinguished 
for  his  rejection  of  the  Trinity.  With  all 
this  experience  before  him,  both  at  home 
and  abroad,  could  he,  as  a  sinoere  member 
of  the  Church,  ardently  attached,  not 
merely  to  the  Church  of  England  as  an 
institution,  but  to  her  essential  doctrines, 
could  he  do  otherwise  than  implore  the 
House  to  abstain  from  depriving  the 
Universities  of  those  advantages  which 
their  religious  character  now  conferred? 
He  yet  trusted  that  they  would  not, 
merely  with  a  view  of  giving  to  a  few 
Dissenters  honours  and  degrees  which 
were  to  lead  to  nothing  else,  proceed  to 
undo  that  which  he  believed  to  be  essen- 
tial and  indispensable  to  the  useful  educa- 
tion of  the  youth  of  the  country.    Oh,  if 
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wit 
•ft  be  liaeaagii,  or^  soil 
i^  ii  them  wcm  asy  vbo  iiaA  jnat 

«€leMm0^  he 

^  lew  imhmeti  wnb  aeieeoiic  aii  tiiewry  liie 

dMt  hicii  4e«otiaBei  frctiinr 

WJMck  e—id  oely  be  derwc^  ham  mligieei  vtM»  partook  of  tbe 

a»  veil  as  leMartie  iofllracboe,  ki  tfaeiB  Aooid  be  of  the 

Bitty  viMt  iNMifai  baee  bees  their  feefio^ 

j#y  mrtttii  e#  the  CHriniaa  fcholar,  bm  ■  n  hwwr  eM  «f  a 

ehtid  bad  eeaie  bath  the  aieaJitii  Mepbc  ne^thelav 

er  the  mMmOmi^  mUtL     Lethiaieaa^  aa^co^d  it  be 

the  abacaee  ef  tiMC  hol^  iaAi.  icMf  Iv  the  parpaKi  of 

e#  jeaih,  aad  fhiak  EagfaHft  voe  to 

eea  the   magea  af  chaaaela?  I/thepneatBdl 

»,  aad  hov  he  w;;hc  kwooid  beaaattero^ 
haaaaalhad  eat  o#  the  path  which  had 

aMHlacied  hiailo  haaaar,  iT  idi^Mi  had  belief  at  aU  »  d^  Uananiiiea.    H»  nghi 

the  feeiia^  of  a<iegaacc  aad  pride  which  who  uyiiuaBd 

k?    Bat  they  were  tiwi^  the  dowbie  iajartice  ef 

lo  flttke  thia dum^t,  heraiwf  the  DkmmUti  horn  tke  Uiuvcnibci  af 

ftgatatmaa  weie  a  nrfHaft  of  OiiBai  aad  Caadwidfe, 

the  liberty  of  roaarieact  to  the  Pwaeaiiri.  ti»e  they  n fan d  tt>  the  Lowdoa  Ui 

l>e  fen^oCtca  that  liberty  of  sty,  dwe  prmfefct  wii 

the  n^t  of  the  awbcfa  dnt  gUihlnhaifBi  the 

af  the  Chaich  of  £i^;bad,  aa  wefl  aa  of  DiaKwlcfs  aaa^  for.    Be  aiaeriy 

the  DiMtaUia?     He  coaleaded,  that  if  that  thii  waa  the  groaad  of 

were  adnMtted  to  the  Uatvcni-  the  Loadaa   UaiiPenirf.    There  waa  aw 

the  laaecjgafft  of  the  aMatbeta  of  ohfeetioa  laiKd  to  iHiia'aii,  the 

Ihe  Charch  naat  be  oatra^.     By  the  Uafamity  to  panae  what  syrteai  af 

Bii  aa  It  itoad,  all  edaeatiow  ia  the  Ua».  calioa  it  pleaani^   aor  waa   them 

vtniliea  aMat  reat  ia  the  haada  of  the  appowtiua  to  gnatia^  it  a  chviv.    All 

Charchawm    What,  ihea,  wowld  they  atk  the   pcticioaa  that   had 

a  Pfo^hwnr  to  do  aader  the  Bill  ?    They  ipooi  the  Uaitcniticaof  Oziofdml 

called  apoo  him  to  teach  aot  oaly  a  daai  bridge  oa  if 

of  awa  diiaiatiag  fioai  the  do«^fiaesof  nj^iiaalthei 

hie  Chareh,  thoa^  Proceataats,  bat  abo  oa  it  that  they  fomrme^,  of 

Ihoae  who  were  aot  Chrietiaaa;  aad  they  peea  of  a  paitieakr 

caBed  apoa  biai  to  perfona  each  datica,  thiaob|ecliootheiewcf 

aad  yet  behered  that  they  ahoaU  aot  The  degree  of  Maitcr 

^tkmd  bia  eooicieace!    What  waa  d^  ;  to^kmd  by  the  Uoiienitiea  af  Omkmd 

iitaatioa  of  the  dcfgyana  aader  sach  aad  CaBbfaige,  waa  dhcctly  coaaeeied 

circaaMtaacea?    Did  the  boa.   Mcnber  with  the  EatablidMd  Chaich  iladL    Thia 

who  bfoa^t  ia  the   Bill,  recollect  the  waa  eridcat,  ftoa  dw  €Kt  dwt  the 

ioleaia  ohligalk>o  of  aa  ofdinatioa  oath  ?  eiaof  all  thegrwaararaAoobfowaded 

la  that  the  clernaHia  iwore  aot  oaly  to  the  prnciplca  of  the  Katahlidifd  Chat 

iaitract  hie  papik  ia  the  tree  doetriaea  of  flMat,  by  the  apedfic 

the  Chardi,  bat  to  drira  away  aad  baakh  '  foaiMiera,  be  Mastcra  of  Art  of  thooe  Uai- 


ercry  error  ia   tboiO  comautled  to  hit 


ehaige  by  erery  aieaaa  in  hia  power. 
There  waa  a  caae  rcoeiitly  before  the 
pablic,  wbieh  ahoaed  pretty  cleuhr  how 
the  Dijaratera  were  diapoaed  towarw  any 
other  daaa  of  religiomata,  than  that  to 
which    they    theaneltea    belonged ;    he 


WoakI  it  aot,  thea,  he  an 
ahmdonmeatof  the  foandatioaa  oa  which 
thoae  acfaoob  were  eatabiished,  to  aUow  a 
Diaafntrr  to  qaalily  himaelf  by  aach  a 
decree  to  become  one  of  their  teadiera? 
It  waa  the  granting  of  degieea  that  nmifccd 
the  diatmctive  character  of  religioas  ia- 
gtfoetaoo,  and  for  thia  he  had  the  aaihociiy 
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of  Lofd  Bfougham  in  Ihe  obserration  he 
had  made  on  a  petitioo  that  had  been 
pcesented  from  one  of  the  Universities  on 
this  very  subject. 

Dr.  Lushing  ton  here  observed,  that  the 
light  hon.  Gfentleman  was  labouring  under 
some  mistake,  for  that  the  observations  of 
Lord  Brougham  referred  to  the  first  and 
not  to  the  second  petition. 

Mr.  Ooulburn  said,  that  he  believed  he 
only  attributed  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord 9  the  sentiments  which  he  had  been 
understood  to  express.  All  that  the  Uni- 
versity desired  was,  that  a  difference  should 
be  drawn  between  the  principles  on  which 
they  were  founded,  and  the  principles  of 
those  who  dissented  from  the  Established 
Church,  and  that  distinction  they  con- 
sidered could  best  be  maintained  by  pre- 
serving to  them  the  exclusive  privilege  of 
granting  such  degrees  as  were  essentially 
connected  with  the  Church  Establishment, 
on  which  they  were  founded.  He  had  not 
as  yet  heard  of  any  really  important  griev- 
ance under  which  the  Dissenters  laboured. 
No  one  that  night  had  stated  any  such 
grievance  that  was  at  all  intelligible  to 
him,  except  indeed  that  Dissenters  were 
debarred  the  honour  of  going  forth  into 
the  world  stamped  with  a  University 
degree.  Now,  for  his  part,  he  could  not 
see  that  this  was  any  very  great  grievance 
considering  that  the  Dissenters  could 
never  arrive  at,  nor  was  it  pretended  that 
they  would  wish  for,  the  emoluments  that 
were  generally  attendant  upon  those  de- 
grees. When  he  looked  at  the  men  who 
had  risen  in  those  Universities,  he  did  not 
think  it  could  be  said  that  the  system  of 
education  pursued  there  was  calculated  to 
produce  worse  statesmen,  worse  poets, 
worse  philosophers,  or  worse  commanders 
of  our  fleets  and  armies,  than  any  new 
system  that  could  now  be  engrafted  upon 
them.  When  he  looked  at  the  great  and 
commanding  minds  that  had  emanated 
from  those  seats  of  learning,  men  embalmed 
and  sanctified  in  their  country's  recollec- 
tion— when  he  looked  upon  such  men, 
and  tliought  upon  their  great  deeds  and 
services,  he  could  not  believe,  that  that 
system  of  education  could  be  objection- 
able, which  prepared  them  to  confer  such 
benefits  on  mankind.  Would  the  House, 
then,  he  asked,  for  the  sake  of  a  small 
advantage,  supposing  that  that  advantage 
were  really  desirable,  remove  those  tests  of 
religious  instruction,  which  had  so  long 
preserved  to  those  invaluable  institutions, 


the  exclusive  and  well-eamed  character  of 
strictly  upholding  the  principles  of  the 
Protestant  Church  ?  If  any  of  those  great 
men  who  had  been  sent  forth  from  those 
Universities  to  adorn  and  defend  their 
country,  could  look  down  and  see  the 
attempts  that  were  now  made  to  destroy 
those  institutions  in  which  they  bad 
imbibed  those  principles  that  had  been 
the  foundation  of  their  fame^if  they  could 
see,  that  those  institutions  were  without 
reason  or  necessity  to  be  hurled  to  the 
earth,  that  those  Protestant  establishments 
which  had  in  the  worst  of  times  resisted 
the  spoiling  hand  of  despotism  and  fought 
the  battles  of  the  Constitution  to  establish 
the  liberties  of  the  people  —  which  had 
tended  more  to  bring  this  country  to  the 
state  of  happiness  and  prosperity  in  which 
she  had  so  long  flourished,  than  any  other 
of  her  institutions,  was  now  driven  to  the 
necessity  of  resisting,  almost  unaided,  new 
innovations  which  aimed  at  their  very  sub- 
version— if  they  could  see  all  this,  would 
they  not  exclaim  against  the  deep  ingra- 
titude of  those  who  forgot  the  benefits 
that  had  been  conferred  on  them,  and  who 
abandoned  the  interests  of  those  institu- 
tions to  which  they  owed  all  their  great* 
ness  ?  Would  they  not  say,  that  it  was 
little  short  of  madness,  to  decree  the  over- 
throw of  institutions  which  had  resisted 
the  encroachments  of  tyranny,  and  with 
the  blessings  of  religion,  had  secured  to 
us  the  blessings  of  civil  and  religious 
freedom  ? 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  he  did  not  rise 
so  much  for  the  purpose  of  encounter- 
ing the  arguments  that  had  been  ad- 
vanced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  other  side,  as  to  state  to  the 
House,  in  very  brief  terms,  his  view 
of  the  question  us  it  then  stood.  When 
his  right  hon.  friend  who  had  succeeded 
him  as  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonial 
Department,  shortly  before  Easter,  pre- 
sented to  the  House  the  petition  which 
had  been  intrusted  to  him  by  certain 
members  of  the  University  of  Cambridge 
— a  petition  which  was  certainly  couched 
in  as  moderate  language  as  it  possibly  could 
be — he  (Mr.  Stanley)  was  glad  to  take 
the  opportunity  of  concurring  in  the  prin- 
ciple which  was  then  laid  down — namely, 
the  expediency  of  introducing,  as  far  as  it 
could  be  done  with  safety  to  the  interests 
of  the  Established  Church,  all  Protestant 
Dissenters  whatever,  as  well  as  those  pro- 
fessing the  Catholic  religion,  to  a  particl- 
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pation  in  the  civil  pmileges  and  benefits 
of  the  two  national  Universities.  He  would 
not  deny,  or  conceal  from  the  House,  that 
circumstances  which  he  would  presently 
state,  had  since  occurred,  which  had  in 
some  degree  altered  the  opinion  which  he 
entertained  at  first.     He  should  not  be 
dealing  fairly  with  the  House,  tior  with 
his  right  hon.  friend,  if  he  were  not  to 
state  to  the  House  that  impression.     He 
felt  it  his  duty  to  make  that  avowal;  but 
when  he  stated  what  had  been  the  efTect 
of  those  circumstances  upon  him,  he  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  they  were  such  as  to 
induce  him  to  shrink  from  the  assertion  of 
the  principles  to  which  he  had  alluded. 
This  he  had  maintained,  and  this  he  was 
prepared  to  maintain ;   but  he  was  bound 
to  say,  that  the  tone  which  had  been  held 
in  the  Legislature,  the  pretensions  which 
'  had  been  put  forward  on  the  part  of  the 
Dissenters,  both  in  and  out  of  that  House, 
the  ultimate  intentions  which  had  been 
openly  avowed  by  many  of  that  party,  were 
of  such  a  nature  as  not  only  to  excuse, 
but  necessarily  to  demand  tne  attention 
of  the  Established  Church,  and  to  justify 
its  looking  with  jealousy  to   measures^ 
brought  forward  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting   the    views    of    the    Dissenters. 
Though  he  highly  esteemed  the  motives 
which  had  induced  the  hon.  member  for 
Frome  (he  thought  it  was)  to  make  the 
statement  that  the  same  circumstances  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Stanley)  had  referred,  had 
made  so  strong  an  impression  upon  his 
mind  as  to  induce  him  to  withdraw  his 
support  of  the  principle  of  the  measure — 
though,  he  repeated,  he  highly  esteemed 
his  motiyes,  he  himself  could  not  go  that 
length.     He  was  still  inclined  to  support 
the  principle  which  the  petition,  emanatibg 
from  the  bodyof  gentlemen  connected  with 
the  University  of  Cambridge,  set  forth, 
and  which  he  had  thought  would  haye 
been  embodied  in  the  present  Bill,  afker 
the  temperate  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  succeeded  him  in 
the  Colonial  Department.    To  the  argu- 
ments which  the  right  hon.  Oeutleman 
urged  in  support  of  that  principle,    he 
could  have  had  little  to  add,  and  he 
therefore  merely  concurred  in  the  general 
yiew  which  he  took  of  the  question.    If, 
in  yoting  for  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  he 
conceived,  with  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Cambridge,  that  he  was  voting  on  the 
question   whether  they  should  interfere 
"with  the  established  religion,  or  whether 


they  should  make  religioui  fnstmetion 
a  matter  of  indifference,  he  should  cer- 
tainly deprecate  the  Bill  as  much  as  he 
then  joined  in  supporting  its  principle  as 
he  understood  it  to  be  brought  before  the 
House.    But  when  he  said,  that  he  sap- 
ported  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  support  its  clauses.    He 
had  not  thought  proper  to  speak  till  this 
period  of  the  discussion,  because  he  was 
anxious  that  the  hon.  member  for  Sooth 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Wood)  should  have  pre- 
ceded him,  and  because  he  was  in  hopes 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  have  pro- 
posed to  expunge  some  parts  of  the  BHL 
He  must  say,  that  he  was  endeavouring 
to  state  the  views  which  inclined  him  to 
support  that  principle  which  was  con- 
tained in  the  Cambridge  petition,  and 
which  he  was  in  hopes  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  adopted  as  the  pnoctple 
of  his  Bill.    The  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
not  that  which  had  received  the  support 
of  the  town  of  Cambridge,  for  the  Bill 
interfered  with,  and  did  away  with,  the 
existing  statutes,  and  broke  through  the 
rules  of  the  colleges  and  halls.     If  thev 
sanctioned  this  interference,  then,  he  saia, 
away  would  go  the  whole  fabric  of  the 
Universities.     He  held  the  question  to  be 
of   the  highest  political  expediency  in 
what   manner  religious   tnstnictlon  was 
given  at  the  Universities,  which  were  in- 
accessible to  a  large  proportion  of  the 
people,  and  who  must  necessarily  derive 
their  knowledge  fh>m  the  pastors  who 
were  educated  at  the  Universities.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  said, 
that  this  was  a  question  whether  they  would 
do  away  or  not  with  that  religious  instruc- 
tion.    He  did  not  look  on  the  question  in 
that  liriit ;  but  whether  they  should  se- 
duce the  Dissenters  to  send  their  sons  to 
the  Universities,  where  they  could  see 
and  patticipate  in  the  liberal  education  of 
the  gentry  of  the  country,  without  inter- 
fering in  any  way  with  the  system  of 
moral  and  Christian  instruction.    If  they 
could,  by  the  removal  of  the  tests  of  ad- 
mission as  they  at  present  existed,  prevail 
upon  the  Dissenters  to  overlook  what  was 
objectionable    in    the    Universities,    by 
adopting  a  mild  course  of  concession, 
they  would  confer  a  great  benefit,  not 
only  on  the  Dissenters,  but  on  those  at- 
tached to  the  Church  of  England^— not 
only  on  the  ministers  of  either  doctrine, 
but  on    the   whole  community.      They 
would    soften    the    religious   animosities 
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which  had  prevailod  between  the  two  par- 
ties—briog  into  one  common  education, 
and  that  not  an  irreligioita  education,  the 
▼ariova  clataea  of  Oisaenters,  and  thereby 
cause  the  Churchman  and  Dissenter,  by 
early  assooialion,  to  form  those  habits  of 
friendship  which  would  prevent  them  from 
breaking  oat»  in  after-life,  into  political 
or  theological  asperities.  The  right  hon. 
Oeotleman  said,  that  he  felt  it  to  be  im^ 
possible  to  give  this  common  education 
without  excluding  religion.  He  was  sur> 
prised  to  hear  the  right  hon*  Gentleman, 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Oxford,  found 
their  arguments  upon  the  Dissenters'  es- 
tablishments at  Daventry  and  at  Hackney. 
Those  establishments  were  entirely  theo^ 
logical ;  they  were  for  the  exclusive  in- 
struction of  persons  who  were*  designed  to 
be  ministers  of  their  respective  persua>- 
sionSk  Such  being  the  case,  it  was  by 
no  means  a  matter  of  difficulty  to  see  be- 
forehand, that  the  result  of  the  experi- 
ment would  be,  as  it  had  turned  out,  the 
unsettling  of  the  minds  of  the  students, 
before  whom  ivere  set  the  conflicting 
•opinions  which  had  for  ages  distracted 
the  world.  It  would  have  been,  indeed# 
surprising  if  there  had  been  any  other  re- 
sult. With  regard  to  the  national  Uni- 
versities, they  could  not  be  fairly -called 
sehools  of  theology*  Divinity  was  so  fai- 
from  being  the  exclusive  study,  that  the 
Universities  were  only  in  a  very  small  de- 
gree schools  of  theology.  Did  he  hear 
any  hoa.  Gentleman  say,  that  such  was 
not  the  case  ?  He  did  not  mean  to  deny 
that  there  was  theological  lectures ;  but 
he  must  observe,  that  the  attendance  on 
those  lectures  was  not  compulsory.  He 
knew,  that  students  were  at  liberty  to  at- 
tend the  Divinity  professor  or  not.  The 
fearful  consequences  which  had  been  pre- 
dicted, and  the  parallel  which  had  been 
drawn,  were  not,  thereforct  justifiable. 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  had  said,  iti 
objecting  to  the  principle,  that  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  oppose  the  Bill ;  because,  if 
they  agreed  to  it,  they  must  prepare  tt> 
make  further  concessions.  This  might  be, 
in  certain  cases,  a  fair  argument ;  but  it 
ought  not  to  be  indiscriminately  used. 
These  establishments  carried  within  them*- 
selves  the  seeds  of  improvement  and  of 
public  benefit.  It  was  the  part  of  a  wise 
aud  prudent  statesman  to  resist  the  in- 
.troduction  of  any  change  in  the  Constitu- 
tion which  might  have  the  effect  of  lead- 
ing to  an  injurious  result.    But  if  it  was 
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id,  that  they  were  bound  on  all  occa- 
sions, to  resist  any  change,  or  any  redress 
of  a  just  or  reasonable  complaint,  merely 
on  the  ground  that  a  redress  of  other 
complaints  might  be  called  for,  then  there 
must  be  an  absolute  denial  of  all  justice 
and  of  all  rights  which  it  might  be  fair  to- 
demand.  He  could  not  forget  the  words 
of  the  right  hon.  member  for  Tamworth, 
in  introducing  that  memorable  measure, 
the  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  *'  When  demands, 
founded  on  justice  and  on  right  (said  the 
right  hon.  Baronet)^  are  so  pressed  upon 
you  as  to  render  it  impossible  for  you 
longer  to  resist  them«  you  are  bound  to 
give  way  gracefully,  and  at  once,  to  the 
strong  feeling  of  justice  which  actuates 
the  great  body  of  the  community ;  and 
let  me  tell  you,  that,  by  so  giving  way, 
yon  will  conciliate  the  Protestant  mind  of 
the  country."  The  right  hon.  member  for 
Cambridge  had,  however  said,  that  if 
the  Legislature  went  so  far,  it  must  go 
further;  for  no  line  could  be  drawn,  sup- 
posing the  principle  of  this  demand 
were  agreed  to.  But  there  was  a  line — 
the  line  of  those  who  instructed,  and 
those  who  were  to  be  instructed,  it  did 
not  follow,  because  they  admitted  a  Dis- 
senter to  be  instructed  in  the  Universities, 
that  they  were  therefore  to  allow  him  to 
instruct  the  sons  of  Churchmen  in  doc- 
trines repugnant  to  their  feelings.  But 
he  must  fairly  say,  that  whilst  he  was 
ready  to  admit  the  Dissenters  to  the  full 
benefit  of  a  University  education — to  the 
full  benefit  of  the  civil  privileges  which 
might  attend  and  accompany  the  attain- 
ment of  a  University  degree — he  would 
sedulously  guard  those  institutions  from 
the  admission  of  Dissenters  as  part  of  the 
governing  body  of  the  University.  *'  I  do 
hold  (continued  the  right  hon.  Gentleman) 
that  there  is  between  these  two  as  broad 
a  line- of  distinction  in  principle  as  it  is 
possible  for  the  imagination  to  conceive. 
Further,  it  is  a  line  we  see  drawn  in  the 
actual  practice  of  two  of  the  Universities. 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  is  indiscriminately 
open  to  Protestants  and  Catholics,  as  far 
as  regards  the  distinction  conferred  by 
degrees,  but  not  as  regards  the  govern- 
ment of  that  institution,  which  is  hi  the 
hands  of  Protestants  alone.  In  Cam- 
bridge, again,  although  we  are  told,  that 
if  Dissenters  were  admitted  to  the  Uni« 
versities,  there  would  be  an  end  of  all 
discipline,  of  all  religious  instruction,  do 
we  find  that  the  admission  of  Dissenters 
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to  Hody  in  that  Uniferiit^  prodvcet  any 
of  the  bttd  effecU  wbicb  it  w  taid  would 
result  from  their  admiaeioo  ?  Do  they 
aot  go  throagih  the  whole  of  the  nader- 
gradualet' studies  ae  a  matter  of  cooise? 
Do  they  refuse  to  cooform  to  the  di»- 
ctpUoe,  or  to  shriok  from  complianoe  with 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  respective 
Colleges  into  which  they  are  admitted  ? 
Not  at  all ;  but  at  the  very  moment  when, 
as  my  right  hon.  friend  observed,  the  ho- 
nours of  a  degree  appear  wailing  to 
crown  his  exertions,  and  send  him  with 
distinction  in  an  honourable  profession 
into  the  world — at  that  very  moment  the 
University  interposes,  and  says,  *'  Yon 
must  sign  the  Thirty^nine  Articles,  or  go 
without  the  reward  yoo  have  so  well 
deserved.**  There  is  no  objection  raised 
on  the  score  of  the  religious  instruction 
of  the  University,  not  having  been  re* 
ceived;  and,  therefore,  the  plain  and 
simple  Question  for  the  House  to  consider 
is,  whether  you  will  require  this  test  to  be 
taken  immediately  before  receiving  the 
degree,  or  having  received  it,  on  the 
party  presenting  himself  as  a  candidate 
for  University  honours.  The  practice 
of  the  University  of  Oxford  is  widely 
different  froqn  the  practice  of  Cam* 
bridge;  and  being  a  member  of  that 
University,  most  glad  should  1  be  if 
it  would  conform  itself  to  the  practice 
of  Cambridge.  I  say  so,  Sir,  because  I 
feel  I  cannot  go  along  with  any  of  those 
ingenious  glosses  and  comments  which 
have  been,  in  various  quarters,  made  upon 
what  is,  or  ought  to  be,  a  solemn  act — 
the  subscription  of  the  Thirty-nine  Arti- 
cles. I  cannot  put  upon  it  that  gloss 
which  says,  that  it  is  a  mere  matter  of 
form,  signifying  only  that  you  are  willing 
to  receive  the  instruction  which  may  be 
given  you  in  the  University.  The  substi- 
tute proposed  in  the  Bill,  and  the  only 
one  necessary — for  when  my  hon.  friend 
talks  about  taking  securities  for  a  man's 
moral  character,  he  proposes  that  which  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  accomplish — is, 
that  the  party  entering  the  University  shall 
engage  to  conform  to  its  discipline  and 
institntions.  When  we  matriculate  at 
Oxford,  we  swear  to  observe  the  statutes 
of  the  University.  Several  of  them  are 
as  absurd  as  they  can  be ;  two  of  them 
are,  I  believe,  that  we  shall  not  play  at 
marbles  in  the  high  street,  or  trundle  a 
hoop  round  the  quadrangle  of  Christ 
Church ;  but  we  swear  to  observe  them,  or 


to  solwiit  to  ancb  penalties  as  omj  be 
impoaed  npon  ns  for  this  vmiatioQ.  But 
this  b  a  very  difierent  kind  of  thing  from 
siting  a  solemn  declaratkm  of  religioas 
faith*  This  surely  ought  not  to  be  looked 
upon  as  a  mere  form.  If  it  means  any- 
thing, it  means  something  too  solemn  to 
be  trifled  with.  If  ic  means  nothing,  then 
I  say  do  away  with  it  as  a  test.  But,  if  you 
require  the  test  for  anything,  it  is  that 
you  may  be  sure  the  party  bcmi  Jide  be- 
longs to  the  Established  Church.  [''iTeor," 
/ram  Mr.  Show.]  The  hon.  member  for 
DnUin  University  cheers  that  observa- 
tion ;  and  I  grant  to  htm  that  it  may  be 
proper  to  have  a  test  to  guard  against 
religious  instruction  being  given,  except 
that  in  conformity  to  the  tenets  of  the 
Church  of  England,  with  which  I  do  not 
deny  that  the  Universities  are,  and  ouf^t 
to  bie,  connected ;  but  1  hold  it  to  be  un- 
necessary, and  if  unnecessary,  mischievous, 
to  impose  that  test  as  a  bar  to  the  ad- 
mission of  persons  otherwise  willing  to 
receive  your  instruction,  and  submit  them- 
selves to  the  existing  discipline  and  regu- 
lations of  the  University.  I  ought  to 
inpologise  to  the  House  for  having  entered 
into  this  question  at  length ;  but  1  wished 
to  deal  with  the  question  plainly .  and 
fairly.  I  hope  the  House  will  do  me  the 
justice  to  believe,  that  I  would  not,  know- 
ingly or  willingly,  support  any  measure 
injurious  to  the  Protestant  Establishment. 
I  think,  at  all  events,  that  I  may  ask  thus 
much  of  the  House.  If  I  support  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  it  is  because  I  feel 
convinced  in  my  conscience,  that  so  far 
from  being  injurious,  it  must  be  beneficial 
to  the  Church.  But  I  cannot  ultimately 
support  this  Bill,  unless  some  of  its  pro- 
visions be  changed,  and  other  provisions 
not  now  existing  in  the  Bill  be  introduced 
into  it.  In  the  first  place,  I  would  not 
consent  to  the  retention  of  that  clause  in 
the  Bill  against  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  has  turned  his  whole 
argument,  and  which  I  believe  my  hon. 
friend  intends  to  withdraw — I  mean  that 
which  interferes  with  the  regulations  of 
the  different  Colleges.  My  object  in 
supporting  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  is  to 
remove  the  test  which  now  impedes  the 
course  of  the  dissenting  student ;  but  I 
do  not  wish  to  interfere  with  the  future 
statutes  of  the  Universities,  provided  they 
do  not  impose  this  test.  I  cannot  admit, 
and  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  does  not  con- 
tend, that  it  should  be  in  the  power  of 
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PiiBUBtPti  to  daifli.  that  the  atAtntes 
should  be  Yoid,  because  they  may,  in  some 
namiery  appear  to  obstnict  the  privileges 
given  them  by  this  Bill.  But  I  shoald 
not  be  content  unless  a  provision  is 
inserted  in  the  Bill^that  no  degree  should 
enable  any  person  to  enjoy  any  privileges 
or  right  to  make  him  a  member  of  the 
governing  body,  or  give  him  privileges  in 
the  Universities  without  the  subscription 
of  such  test  as  may  be  leqoiiedy  which 
test  the  Universities  should  be  entitled  to 
frame.  I  know  not  whether  the  House 
will  i^^ree  with  me,  but  I  think  the  prin- 
ciple I  wish  to  establish  is  plain  and 
obvious;  I  would  give  the  Dissenters  the 
benefit  of  instruction,  but  take  away  the 
possibility  of  evil  consequences  resulting 
to  the  UniverritieSy  by  depriving  the  Dis- 
senters of  all  management  and  control 
in  them.  But  there  is  another  point  ad- 
verted to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  member  for  the  University  of  Cam* 
bridge,  which  related  to  an  incidental 
consequence  of  obtaining  the  degree  of 
Master  of  Arts.  It  involves  a  difficulty 
which  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  will  be  able 
to  grapple  with ;  but  out  of  which  I  do« 
not  at  present  very  clearly  see  a  road  of 
escape.  I  speak  of  the  right  acquired  by 
becoming  A.M.  of  being  teacher  in  cer- 
tain schools,  the  implied  conditions  in  the 
foundation  of  which  are,  that  they  should 
be  members  of  the  Church.  I  think  such 
schools  should  come  under  the  same 
rules  that  would  make  us  shrink  from 
meddling  with  the  private  foundations  of 
Colleges.  If  the  intention  of  a  founder 
be,  that  the  master  of  the  school  he  founds 
should  be  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
£ng]and,  and  he  conceived,  that  he 
secured  that  object  by  providing  that  he 
should  have  taken  the  degree  of  A.M.  at 
one  of  the  Universities,  we  should  not 
deal  justly  by  his  intentions,  unless,  in 
extending  degrees  to  Dissenters,  we  took 
care  to  prevent  his  wishes  being  evaded. 
With  the  explanation  I  have  now  given,  I 
can  candidly  and  conscientiously  support 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill;  and  I 
think,  that  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill 
through  the  Committee  such  alterations 
may  be  made  in  it,  as  will  render  it  con- 
formable to  the  views  I  conscientiously 
entertain.  I  feel  it  my  duty,  also,  to  state 
that,  unless  such  amendments  be  made,  I 
shall,  however  reluctantly,  feel  myself 
compelled  to  vote  against  tbe  third  read- 
ing of  the  measure. 


Sir  Robert  Imgkg  said,  that  the  experi- 
ence of  the  last  six  years  cleariy  provedp 
that  nothing  but  the  total  destruction  of 
the  Established  Church  would  satisfy 
those  who  were  opposed  to  her  in  religion 
and  interests;  and,  in  the  progress  of  the 
events  that  had  passed  in  that  time,  it  was 
scarcely  to  be  expected,  that  the  Univer- 
sities would  be  sufferiMl  to  escape  the 
destroying  hand  that  now  moved  with 
what  was  called  the  spirit  of  the  age.  He 
would  not  say,  that  sentiments  hostile  to 
the  Established  Church  were  held  in  that 
House,bttt  he  knew  that,  out  of  that  House, 
the  Dissenters  spoke  from  the  feelings  and 
principles  by  which  all  history  proved 
them  to  be  actuated — a  deadly  hatred  of 
the  Estoblished  Church.  They  were  the 
same  root  and  branch  now  that  they  were 
in  former  times ;  and  although  they  were 
not  so  classical  as  to  cry  out,  Delenda  est 
Car/Aoj^,  they  meant  "  Down  with  it,down 
with  it,  to  the  ground."  Even,  if  that  were 
not  asserted  in  so  many  words,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  of  the  fact,  that  the 
resolutions  of  the  Dissenters  breathed  the 
bitterest  hostility  to  the  Established 
Church ;  and  that  because  they  saw,  that 
the  Church  was  the  weakest  part  of  the 
State.  What  was  the  course  pursued  in 
1640  ?  They  first  began  with  the  Church, 
then  with  the  Aristocracy,  and  then  with 
the  Monarchy  itself ;  and  there  was  every 
reason  to  fear  as  much  from  the  encroach- 
ments of  the  Dissenters  in  the  present  day 
as  from  their  ancestors  two  centuries  ago. 
An  hon.  Member  had  quoted  his  own 
experience  in  Oxford,  and  had  said,  that 
the  regulations  of  that  University  were 
not  in  the  spirit  of  the  age.  He  did  not 
know  where  the  **  spirit  of  the  age"  was 
to  be  sought  for.  One  noble  Lord  talked 
of  it,  and  another  noble  Lord  talked  of 
the  ^'  march  of  mind ;"  but  he  must  say, 
that  these,  as  they  were  now  interpreted, 
must  lead  to  the  ruin  of  the  Established 
Church.  He  did  not  deny  the  right  of 
Parliament  to  interfere  in  matters  of  this 
sort,  but  he  did  deny  the  right  of  Govern- 
ment to  destroy  existing  interests,  unless 
it  could  be  shown,  that  in  law  and  in 
equity,  those  interests  were  incompatible 
with  the  general  interests  of  the  commu- 
nity. An  hon.  Member  had  asserted  the 
right  of  the  Sovereign  to  interfere  in  the 
Universities,  as  distinct  from  the  right  of 
Parliament.  He  would  admit,  that  the 
King  had  a  right  to  exercise  his  visitorial 
power,  but  they  had  enough  of  the  exer- 
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die  of  that  iort  of  power  in  tlie  time  of 
James  Sod.  The  right  hoo.  member  for 
Cambridge  had  said,  that  Parliament  was 
bottnd  to  give  the  Dissenters  the  means  of 
intellectoal  improvement,  by  throwing 
open  the  doors  of  the  two  Universities  to 
them.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument  were  poshed  to  its  fall  eatent^ 
it  would  establish  a  principle  which  he 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
contemplated, -^namely,  that  the  State 
was  bound  to  educate  aJl  the  King's  sub* 
jects.  As  to  the  argnraent  dimwn  from 
the  University  of  Dublin,  that  was  fullj 
answered  by  his  boo»  friend  (Mr.  Shaw) 
the  member  for  that  Univeraity.  It  was 
not  necessary  for  him  to  go  further  upon 
the  point,  save  to  make  one  observation, 
which  weS|  that  nesidence  was  not  required 
in  the  University  of  Dublin,  while  in  those 
of  England  residence  was  required.  It 
was  quite  impossible  there  could  be  any- 
thing like  real  and  efficient  religious  in- 
struction, if  persons  of  every  religious 
persuasion  were  admitted  to  the  Univeraity. 
There  was,  so  ht  as  he  recollected,  no 
instance  of  such  an  experiment  having 
been  tried,  except  in  the  case  of  the 
Northampton  Institution^afterwards  moved 
to  Daventry.  In  that  academy.  Dr.  Dod- 
dridge attempted  the  plan  of  imparting 
instruction  to  the  pupils  without  the  in«> 
culcation  of  any  particular  religion.  The 
attempt,  however,  completely  failed.  It 
had  been  said,  that  it  failed  because  it 
wss  confined  to  the  education  of  the 
ministers  of  religion.  This  was  not  the 
case,  for  Dr.  DcKldridge  received  into  his 
academy  young  gentlemen  of  fortune  not 
at  all  intended  for  the  ministry.  There 
were  great  mistakes  as  to  the  course  of 
religious  educatioa  in  Oxford,  and  the 
time  employed  upon  it.  The  fact  was, 
that  one-third  of  the  time  was  dedicated 
ihere  to  theologioal  studies.  Thetu  were 
lectures  on  two  days  in  the  week  which 
were  exclusively  confined  to  religious  in- 
atruction.  The  system,  however,  was  not 
one  merely  of  lectures,  for  religious  educa- 
tion connected  itself,  both  in  public  and 
private,  with  the  whole  course  of  instruc- 
tion. Mr.  Maberly,  who  had  published  a 
valuable  work,  statedi  that  the  students 
read  the  four  Gospels  and  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles  in  Greek,  together  with  Paley'9 
Evidencei,  the  Harm  PaulnuB^  and  Bui- 
ler*s  Analogy,  The  last  year  was  devoted 
to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles.  How  was  it 
possible,  that  such  a  course  of  study  as 


Ihfai  could  be  effectually  or  usefully  pur- 
sued with  young  men  of  totally  diMreat 
religioua  opinions?  This  was  not  the 
case  merely  in  one  or  two  CoHeges,  but 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  University, 
with  perhaps  the  exception  of  only  one 
College  that  was  pecoliarly  eifcoasstaneed. 
No  eminence,  however  great,  in  geneiul 
literature,  would  entitle  a  man  to  take  a 
degree  at  the  Oxfoid  Univeisity,  unless 
he  was  qualified  to  pass  an  examination 
in  tbeologkral  subjects.  That  aystem 
would  be  destroyed,  if  Parliaawnt  con- 
sented to  pass  the  'present  Bill.  [Cry  of 
"  No.'^  The  hon.  member  fer  Wiltohire 
(Mr.  Methuen)  said  "  No ;"  bat  he  main- 
tained, that  the  destructMn  of  the  preasnt 
svstem  of  education  must  inlallibly  follow 
the  passing  of  the  present  measure  into 
law.  If  Dissenters  were  admitted,  it  was 
impossible  that  any  course  of  religious 
instruction  could  be  persisted  in.  He 
recollected,  that  at  the  time  the  London 
University  was  founded,  on  the  principle 
of  admitting  all  persons,  whatever  their 
religious  opinions  might  be«  the  late  Mr. 
Wtlberforce  suggested  the  propriety  of 
making  the  students  read  Palsy's  Evi- 
denee$  of  Chri$iianity.  The  reply  he 
received  vnis,  "  You  do  not  consider  our 
Jews."  Mr.  Wilberforce  then  proposed 
Paky'i  Naiurml  Tkm>iogy,  and  the  an- 
swer was,  **  You  do  not  conauler  our  infi- 
dels.'^  This  proved  the  impossibility  of 
establishing  any  system  of  religk>tts  edu- 
cation at  all,  in  institutions  into  which 
persons  professing  diflferent  religious  opin- 
ions were  admitted.  He  believed,  that 
if  the  present  Bill  passed,  the  Universities, 
in  which  at  present  order  and  harmony 
prevailed,  would  be  converted  into  an 
arena  for  religious  strife  and  contentmn. 

^  •  Rudis  indigestaque  moles. 

'^— Quia  corpore  in  uno 

Frigida  pugnabaat  calidis,  humentia  siccis, 
Mollia  duris." 

The  effect  of  passing  such  an  Act  as  that 
now  proposed,  must  be  to  poison  the  foun- 
tains from  which  Christian  education  and 
Christian  knowledge  must  flow  through 
the  land.  It  should  be  recollected,  that 
English  Universities  were  very  different 
from  foreign  Universities.  There  was  no 
institution  of  the  kitid  in  the  world  which 
Sp(»roaehed  at  all  to  a  similsrity  with  the 
Univeivities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
and  even  these  were  very  different  now 
from  what  they  were  a  century  beck.  The 
great  difference  was  this,  that  in  the  Eng- 
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lifih  Unifersittds  the  irtuddnts  were  rett- 
dent ;  it  waft  a  domestic  education.  Thfs 
was  not  the  case  in  Qermany,  in  Scotland, 
<yr  id  Ireland.  This  domestic  character 
was  the  great  pervading  excellence  of  the 
English  Unirereities.  There  was  a  union 
eirerv  mornin?  of  the  young  men,  as  of 
ehildren  m  domestic  life,  for  the  pvLV- 
poses  not  only  of  secular  but  also  of 
reKgtous  instruction.  Each  College  was 
m  itself  a  University,  and  the  lecture 
of  the  Tutor  stood  in  the  place  of 
the  public  lecture  in  other  Universities. 
It  hdd  been  said,  that  a  College  might  be 
established  in  each  of  the  Universities 
exclusively  for  Dissenters,  and  that  in 
this  way  the  difficulties  complained  of 
might  be  got  rid  of.  This  was  not  a  new 
proposition.  It  was  suggested  before  in 
the  time  of  James  2nd,  and  Lord  Ailesbury 
went  upon  his  knees  id  vain  to  prevail 
Upon  the  King  to  concur  in  it.    The  ob- 

iection  to  it  was,  that  a  College  thus 
Dstituted  would  necessarily  participate 
in  the  government  of  the  Universitv,  and 
as  the  members  of  it  would  naturally  have 
strong  inducements  to  activity  and  to  the 
furtherance  of  their  own  particular  re- 
ligious interests,  it  might  be  productive 
of  much  inconvenience  and  hostile  feeling, 
and  interfere  most  injuriously  with  the 
good  government  of  the  whole  University, 
so  far  even  as  to  endanger  the  existence 
of  the  Established  Religion.  The  Uni- 
versities  were  at  ftll  thnes  looked  upon  as 
meant  for  the  support  of  the  Established  ! 
Church  of  the  country,  whatever  that 
Church  might  be,  or  whatever  its  doc- 
trinesk  They  were  looked  upon  in  this 
light,  and  employed  for  this  purpose,  even 
in  the  year  of  the  gneat  Rebellion.  What 
had  the  Church  of  England  done  to  forfeit 
this  source  of  protection  and  support? 
As  to  the  endowments  of  the  Colleges  in 
the  Unhrersitles,  he  believed  ^ven  the 
Catholics  could  set  up  but  very  little  if 
any  claim  to  their  funds,  but  the  Dis- 
senters not  to  a  single  shilling  of  them. 
What  right,  then,  had  the  Parliament  to 
interfere  with  them  or  their  endowments? 
It  was  said,  indeed,  that  they  interfered 
300  hundred  years  ago.  Yes,  but  it  was 
not  till  the  Church  at  that  period  reformed 
itself.  Let  Parliament  content  itself  with 
following  the  Church  in  reformation ;  let 
the  Church  first  assent  to  the  changes  now 
proposed,  and  then  he  would  admit  the 
validity  of  the  argument.  He  well  knew 
that   this  doctrine  was   now  nnpopular 
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with  many.  He  saw  some  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  him  who  were  prepared  to 
support  the  Motion  even  though  they  re- 
ceived their  education  at  the  Universities. 
He  would  put  it  to  them  how  they  could 
reconcile  this  to  their  conscience,  when, 
as  members  of  the  Universities,  they  must 
have  taken  a  solemn  oath  to  uphold  the 
University  ?  He  called  upon  the  House, 
tind  particularly  upon  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers, to  listen  to  the  oaths  which  they 
took  when  they  were  admitted  into  the 
Universities.  He  would  quote  the  Oath 
of  Matriculation  at  Cambridge,  which  the 
Members  on  the  opposite  Bench  had 
taken.  The  words  were  these :«--*'Hnj us 
lieademiflB  statum,  honorem  et  dignitatem 
tuebor,  auoad  vivam,  meoque  sufiragio 
et  consilto,  rogatus  et  non  rogatus,  de- 
fendam.  Ita  me  Deus  adjuvet  et  sancta 
Dei  Evangelia."  The  words  of  the  Oath 
on  taking  a  degree  went  even  further,  and 
bonnd  the  party  to  maintain  not  only  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Universitv, — 
which  he  mi?ht  contend  he  did,  though  he 
admitted  Dissenters,— but  even  the  sta- 
tutes, ordinances,  and  customs,  which  he 
could  not  deceive  himself  in  supposing 
that  the  Bill  upheld.  The  words  addressed 
by  the  Vice-Chancellor  to  the  party  on 
such  occasions  were  these :  **  Jurabis  quM 
statuta  nostra,  ordinationes,  et  con- 
suetudines  approbatas  observabis."  He 
asked  those  hon.  Members  who  had  had 
the  advantage  of  a  University  education, 
to  consider  the  nature  of  that  Otith.  If 
there  were  any  faith  in  man — any  use  in 
religious  instruction,  he  asked  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  pause  before  they  voted  in  favour 
of  the  measure.  He  assured  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, that  he  did  not  quote  these  oaths 
in  any  other  spirit  than  that  in  which  he 
would  wish  to  be  addressed,  if  on  any 
occasion  he  was  incurring  the  risk  of 
violating  any  such  engagement.  If  the 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill  were  good 
for  anything,  then  it  amounted  to  this, 
that  not  only  Dissenters,  but  persons  of 
all  denominations — people  in  fact  of  no 
religion  whatever-^would  be  admissible 
to  the  Universities,  and  be  enabled  to  take 
degrees.  That  would  destroy  the  whole 
character  of  those  institutions.  Almost 
every  college  was  founded  in  honorem  Dei. 
William  of  Wykeham  uses  the  phrase  '*«< 
Chriitui  evangelitnr.^  Ana  even  St. 
John^s  College,  which  was  founded  in  the 
reign  of  Philip  and  Mary,  though  named 
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atudonU,  attendance  at  DWine  Worsbipp 
such  Statute  wa«  to  remain  in  force;  and, 
at  a  necesiary  consequence,  did  he  mean 
to  saY,  that  the  Disienter  waa  to  be  de- 
priTed  of  the  benefit  of  the  very  first 
enacting  clause  in  his  Bill  ?  Was  there 
to  be  a  right  in  the  Colleges  to  enjoin 
Divine  Worship  or  not?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, the  author  of  the  Bill,  said  there  should 
be  such  a  right*  The  Colleges  and  Halls 
at  the  Universities  did  at  present  enjoin 
attendance  on  Divine  Worship-  Were 
they  to  lose  the  power  to  require  attend* 
ance,  or  did  the  bon.  Member  propose 
leaving  to  the  Colleges  and  Halls  the  right 
of  enforcing  existing  Statutes,  and  of 
making  future  regulations  to  the  same 
effect  ?  If  the  hon.  Member  eaid,  that, 
after  passing  the  Bill,  the  Colleges  and 
Halls  were  to  continue  to  enjoin  and  re- 
quire  attendance  at  Divine  Worship,  then 
he  contradicted  the  preamble  of  his  own 
Bill.  Would  the  hon.  Member  sUte  what 
he  did  mean  by  the  clause  which  he  had 
already  read.  If  the  laws  now  in  exist- 
ence at  the  Universities  were  enforced,  or 
if  future  Statutes  were  passed  compelling 
the  students  to  receive  the  Sacrament  or 
attend  the  Worship  of  the  Church  of 
England,  the  intent  and  meaning  of  the 
Bill  would  be  completely  defeated.  He 
interpreted  the  clause  to  imply,  that  the 
right  of  enjoining  Divine  Worship  must 
be  taken  away  from  the  Colleges  to  which 
Dissenters  succeeded  in  obtaining  admis- 
sion, and  to  such  a  clause  he,  for  one, 
never  could  or  would  give  his  assent.  The 
subject  under  discussion  was  a  very  wide 
one ;  and  he  would  therefore  limit  his  ob- 
servations to  a  statement  of  the  reasons 
why  the  arguments  he  had  heard  had  not 
produced  an  impression  on  his  mind 
favourable  to  the  Bill,  and  why  he  in- 
tended to  resist  it  altogether.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  in  the  course  of  his  speech  said, 
that  the  whole  of  the  ofa^tions  against 
the  Bill  partook  of  the  nature  of  that 
clamour  which  was  raised  against  it  in  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  and  which  pro- 
ceeded on  the  assumption,  that  the  present 
was  one  of  a  series  of  measures  aimed  at 
the  existence  of  the  Established  Church. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  he  considered 
it  in  that  light.  It  was  impossible  for  him 
to  read  the  declaration  which  was  made 
on  the  9th  of  this  month,  and  put  forward 
by  the  delegates  of  the  Dissenters,  in 
which    they    expressly   declared,    that, 


although  they  did  not  seek  any  partaeipa* 
tMMi  in  the  estates  of  the  BitsHished 
Church  for  the  sake  of  pecuniary  emola* 
meat,  yet  lliev  chimed  as  a  right  the 
severance  of  the  Church  and  Stale,  and 
the  appropriation  of  all  the  propecty  of 
the  Church  to  secular  purposes,  it  waa 
imposeible,  be  said,  for  him  to  read  that 
declaration  without  having  some  doabt  aa 
to  the  ultiflute  designs  of  die  Dissenters, 
and  some  fears  as  to  the  real  objects  pio«* 
posed  to  be  obtained  by  BiUs  such  as  thk. 
He  was  oompeUed  lo  recollect,  that  Tafiom 
other  meaaures  of  an  analogous  charaotcr 
were  at  present  before  the  House.  What, 
he  woala  ask,  did  the  noUe  Lord  intend 
to  do  with  the  Bill  for  the  abolition  of 
Church-rates?  The  period  of  the  Session 
was  now  far  advanced.  That  Bill  was 
not  beneficial  to  the  Church  ;  and  at  the 
same  time  proposed  a  substitute  which 
was  not  to  the  liking  of  the  Dissenters. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  intend  to  persevere 
in  that  Bill  or  not  ?  If  he  did  not  meaa 
to  convert  it  into  law,  it  was  a  Bill  which, 
by  condemning  the  Church-rates,  would 
aggravate  the  difficulty  of  their  collection, 
and  provide  no  substitute  for  them.  There 
waa  also  another  measure  before  the 
House,  relating  to  the  registration  of 
births,  marriages,  and  deaths,  which  deeply 
affected  the  interesu  of  the  Established 
Church.  He  admitted,  that  it  might  be 
right  to  give  to  the  Dissenters  a  separate 
registration  for  their  own  congregataona; 
but  it  was  rather  too  much  to  take  from 
the  Established  Church  the  registration  of 
the  births,  marriages,  and  deaths  of  its 
own  members.  With  regard  to  the  ap- 
propriation of  Church-property,  be  couM 
not  help  recollecting  that  they  were  at 
present  without  any  definite  knowledge  of 
what  were  the  views  on  that  subject  of  hia 
Majesty's  Ministers.  He  did  not  proGeas  to 
give  any  opinion  of  his  own  on  the  abstract 
merits  of  these  different  questions;  but 
they  appeared  to  him,  one  and  all  of 
them,  to  affect  the  interests  of  the  Church 
of  England.  He  bad,  therefore,  a  right 
to  consider  them  separately,  not  upon 
their  own  abstract  merits,  but  as  forming 
parts  of  a  whole.  He  was  uncertain  what 
meaning  he  ought  to  attach  to  the  3rd 
clause  of  the  Bill,  after  the  positive  con** 
tradiction  of  its  palpable  meaning  which 
had  been  given  to  it  by  the  hon.  Membei 
who  had  framed  it.  This,  however,  hi 
would  say,  that  nothing  would  be  more 
surpriaing  lo  the  Cambridge  petitionera 
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thaa  the  answer  which  had  beed  gives  by 
thie  Bill  to  their  petittoa.  The  pedtioaers 
called  for  the  restoration  of  the  ancient 
laws  and  laudable  customs  of  their  Uni- 
vefsitj ;  but  he  did  not  think  the  right  of 
a  Jew  to  be  admitted  at  Christchurcb*  or 
of  an  Unitarian  to  be  admitted  at  Trinity, 
waaoae  of  those  ancient  laws  and  laudable 
oiiflloins.  When  be  read  the  last  part  of 
their  petition,  which  was  cooohed  in  the 
following  terass  :*— 'v  Your  petitioners  dis* 
claim  all  intention  of  hereby  interforiog, 
diieotly  or  indirectly,  with  the  prifaie 
statutes  asd  regulations  of  individual 
ooUegas,  founded,  as  those  colleges  are, 
on  spdbifie  benefactions,  and  governed  by 
poeuliar  laws,  of  which  the  respective 
beads  and  fellows  are  the  legal  and 
nsftural  gaardiaas;*'  and  when  he  eon* 
treated  it  with  the  3rd  clause,  which 
declared  that  the  statutes  of  the  Uai- 
vessity  were  not  to  limit  this  Aot,  he 
thought  that  the  first  feeling  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  were  of  opinion  that  the 
heads  and  fellows  of  a  college  were  its 
legal  and  natural  guardians,  would  be  one 
of  deep  regret  that  they  had  not  postponed 
their  petition  for  future  consideration. 
Hia  right  hon.  friend  had  said,  "  I  have 
oon pared  the  system  which  prevails  at 
the  English  Universities  with  that  which 
prevails  in  America,  in  Germany,  and  in 
other  countries ;  and  though  I  admit  that 
they  have  all  produced  many  eminent  men, 
I  yet  must  claim  for  the  Universities  of 
my  own  country  a  superbnty  over  them 
in  all  the  distinctions  of  literature  and 
science.*'  Now,  he  would  ask  his  right 
hon.  friend  what  was  the  distinguishing 
mark  between  the  Universities  of  England 
and  those  of  every  other  country  ?  It  was 
religion.  It  was  in  vain  to  deny  that  po« 
sitiofi.  It  had  been  said,  however,  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate,  that  the  Universities 
of  England  were  not  theological  semina* 
ries,  and  that  they  did  not  limit  their  in- 
structioo  to  theological  sublets.  But  if 
these  were  the  only  learned  bodies  in  the 
State  which  supplied  instructions  to  the 
■unisters  of  the  Church  of  England,-wf 
49o50ths  of  its  pasters  received  their  edu** 
cation  within  their  walls, — if  there  was  a 
wish  on  the  part  of  the  authorities  to 
exclude  from  the  Church  all  persons  save 
those  who  had  been  edncated  at  the  Uni- 
versities, it  was  in  vain  to  deny,  that  the 
Universities  were  schools  of  theological 
learning.  They  certainly  united  instruct 
tion  in  polite  leUen  and  the  affaiia  of  the 


world  with  theologicai  learniug,  and  they 
embraced  in  oee  common  system  of  edu- 
cation the  future  Statesmen  of  the  land, 
the  future  Ministers  of  the  Church,  and 
the  landed  proprietors  by  whom  the  pa- 
tronage of  the  Church  was  hereafter  to 
be  eserciied.  They  sent  forth  from  their 
schools  such  men  as  the  hop.  member  for 
Wiltshire  (Mr.  Herbert),  who  had  repaid 
the  obligations  which  he  owed  to  the 
University,  not  only  by  the  talents  which 
he  had  that  night  displayed  in  its  defence, 
but  also  by  the  example  which  he  had  set 
as  an  English  gontlei^an,  of  his  anxiety 
to  vindicate  the  cause  of  religion.  If  be 
were  told,  that  a  new  principle  was  to  be 
adopted  in  the  Universitiesi  that  religious 
instruction  was  to  be  no  part  of  their 
system,  then  be  would  tell  them»  ie  return, 
what  would  be  the  consequence.  The 
Dissentefls  would  not  have  the  benefit 
from  their  admission  into  the  Universities 
which  was  now  anticipated.  Those  insti- 
tutions would  be  robbed  by  their  admission 
of  the  principle,  which  was  the  charm  and 
essence  of  their  existence  i  and  the  Dis- 
senters would  not  obtain  those  advantages 
the  Bill  professed  to  give  them.  If  re- 
ligiotts  instruction  were  discountenanced 
within  them,  could  they  long  continue  to  be 
the  nursing  places  for  a  body  of  pious  and 
welUeducated  elergymen  ?  Could  they  be 
those  renowned  places  for  education  which 
were  now  honoured  in  every  quarter  of  the 
globe.  With  all  religions  sheltered  with- 
in their  walls,  would  not  the  dififerent  col- 
leges be  soon  embitteied  by  dissensions 
arising  out  of  religious  controversy  ?  It 
had  likewise  been  said,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  that  Dissenters  had  already 
been  admitted  to  the  Universities;  and  this 
question  had  been  asked,  ''What  barm 
had  been  done  by  their  admission,"  To 
that  queetk>n  he  would  reply  by  another : 
''In  what  numbers  have  the  Dissenters 
been  admitted?  Are  there  now  twen^ 
Dissenters  in  both  the  Universities?  If 
there  were  twenty  Dissenters  in  the  Uni- 
versities, he  believed  that  it  would  turn 
out  that  they  were  not  known  there  as 
Dissenters.  How  were  they  known  to  be 
Dissenters  ?  They  might  be  the  sons  of 
Dissenters ;  but  you  could  not  call  upon 
them  for  a  declaration  of  faith,  until  the 
time  came  for  their  takiag  their  degrees. 
They  conformed  to  ail  the  discipline  of 
the  CoUegee;  and  that  led  him  to  ask  the 
boo.  member  for  South  Lencashire,  whether 
be  intended  to   insist    upon  Dissenters 
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attending  Divine  Service  according  to  the 
discipline  of  their  respective  Colleges? 
[Mr.  George  Wood  .—Yes.]  *'  Then  I  will 
not  (said  the  right  hon.  Baronet)  offer  to 
the  Universities  the  mockery  which  yoa 
propose.  I  will  not  say  to  the  Dissenter, 
**  I  will  remove  from  you  all  distinctions 
arising  out  of  difference  of  religion/'  and 
then  turn  round  upon  him  when  I  have 
got  him  to  the  University  and  say,  ^  Now 
I  have  got  you;  I  will  compel  you  to 
attend  night  and  morning  at  the  chapel. 
I  will  compel  you  to  attend  to  the  theo- 
logical lectures,  which  even  call  in 
question  the  religion  which  you  profess." 
According  to  the  present  system,  the  Dis- 
senter being  admitted  to  the  College  by 
connivance,  there  was  nothing  to  dis- 
tinguish him  from  the  rest  of  the  students, 
and  there  was  a  hope  even  that  ulti- 
mately he  might  conform  to  its  doc- 
trines; but  if  the  present  Bill  once 
passed,  that  hope  was  at  an  end ;  the  Dis- 
senters would  be  distinguished  from  the 
Churchmen,  and  the  difference  of  opinion 
manifested  among  the  youth,  would  only 
cherish  the  seeds  of  permanent  dissension. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  spoke 
last  told  the  House,  that  the  Dissenters 
were  refused  all  honours  at  the  Universities. 
Now,  it  might  be  presumptuous  in  a  man 
like  him,  who  had  not  been  educated  at 
Cambridge,  to  set  himself  up  against  one, 
who  for  twenty-five  years,  had  taken  part 
in  its  instruction.  But  he  took  interest 
enough  in  the  affairs  of  the  University  of 
Cambridge  to  know,  that  in  this  very  year 
a  Dissenter  had  distinguished  himself 
highly  in  his  examination.  The  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  might  shake  his  head  in  doubt,  but 
such  most  certainly  was  the  fact,  as  he 
would  find  on  inauiry.  He  had  heard 
much  of  the  liberality  of  the  examinations 
at  Cambridge ;  but  such  liberality  as  the 
hon.  Professor  had  mentioned  he  had  never 
before  heard  of.  If  be  was  ever  to  be 
submitted  to  public  examination,  he  hoped 
that  the  learned  Professor  opposite  might 
be  his  examiner.  He  did  not,  however, 
see  why  an  examination  conducted  by  a 
series  of  papers,  printed  and  written, 
might  not  be  as  stringent  as  a  vivd  voce 
examination.  But  if  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  pass  by  questions  which  he  did 
not  like,  and  if  he  might  be  permitted  to 
pretend  religious  scruples  whenever  he 
was  ignorant  of  the  proper  answer  to  them, 
he  thought  that  the  examination  would 
not  be  attended  with  any  great  difficulty. 


He  was  afraid,  however,  that  this  mode 
of  examination  was  not  usual.  He  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member,  was  it  usual, 
were  the  young  men  at  liberty  to  pass  by 
a  question  which  they  could  not  answer 
to  one  which  they  could  ?  [Mr.  Pryme  •^ 
— Yes.]  He  would  not  then  punue 
that  subject  any  further.  He  had  already 
said,  that  the  present  system  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  attaching  the  Dis- 
senter to  the  Universities ;  but  when  he 
was  admitted  there  upon  his  statutable 
right,  then  you  would  multiply  the  diffi- 
culty of  his  adhering  to  your  church,  with- 
out branding  his  forehead  with  the  title 
of  a  recreant  to  his  faith.  He  would  pro- 
ceed to  the  observations  of  the  late  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  and  he  was  bound 
to  say,  that  the  readiness  of  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  consent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  was  a  strong;  induce- 
ment to  everybody  who  opposed  it  to  re- 
consider their  opinion.  He  was  likewise 
bound  to  say,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  a  true  and  sincere  friend  to  the 
Church  of  England,  and  to  prove  that 
point  to  the  satisfaction  of  that  House,  it 
was  not  necessary  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  have  made  the  splendid  sacri- 
fice which  he  had  recently  made  on  be* 
half  of  his  principles.  He  was  not,  how- 
ever, satisfied  by  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  even  if  the 
Bill  were  modified  as  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wished — and  at  the  third  reading  he 
was  certain  that  those  modifications  would 
be  opposed  by  the  Dissenters — he  should 
still  be  compelled  to  oppose  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  he  would  admit 
the  Dissenters  to  degrees,  and  not  allow 
them  to  interfere  with  the  instruction. 
He  thought,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  find  as  great  difficulty  in 
maintaining  that  position  as  he  now  felt 
in  maintaining  the  principle  laid  down  in 
the  Bill.  He  would  proceed  to  notice  an 
observation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— he  could  scarcely  call  it  an  argument — 
which  had  been  loudly  cheered  by  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
objected  to  the  subscription  of  the  Thirty- 
nine  Articles  by  young  men  on  their  matri- 
culation at  Oxford.  Now,  there  might  be 
great  objections  to  that  practice ;  but  that 
was  not  the  question  then  before  the 
House.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say,  that 
it  was  material  that  the  answers,  as 
respected  a  belief  in  the  Thirty-nine  Ar- 
ticles, should  be  given  before  admission ; 


906     Admisiion  of  the  Dissenters     {June  20}  to  the  Universities. 


706 


Und  fiemiglit  observe,  that  the  University  of 
Oxford  had  the  complete  power  to  postpone 
the  period  at  which  those  answers  should 
be  given,  although  it  might  ultimately  re- 
quire them.  But,  supposing  that  Oxford 
were  to  adopt  the  practice  of  Cambridge, 
and  to  require  only,  that  the  student,  on 
entering,  should  declare  that  he  was  a 
bond  fide  member  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, in  what  respect  would  that  benefit 
the  Dissenter?  Could  persons  who  dis- 
sented from  the  Church  of  England,  upon 
seeking  matriculation,  deliberately  declare 
that  they  were  bond  fide  members  of  the 
Church  of  England?  In  the  course  of 
the  debate,  reference  had  been  made  to 
the  attendance  at  college  chapel ;  and  it 
had  been  said,  that  that  attendance  should 
not  be  insisted  upon  as  a  part  of  college 
discipline;  but  if  there  were  any  incon- 
venience on  that  score,  the  University 
could  apply  a  remedy — it  might  diminish 
or  change  the  hours  of  attendance.  After 
all,  the  main  question  was  this — shall 
there  continue,  as  a  part  of  the  academical 
education  afforded  at  the  Universities,  a 
necessity  on  the  part  of  the  student  to  at- 
tend the  services  of  the  Church,  and  to 
apply  himself  to  instruction  in  religious 
matters  ?  That  was  the  real  question ; 
and  all  the  other  points  touched  upon  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  were  mere 
matters  of  detail,  and  wholly  apart  from 
the  great  principle  involved  in  the  present 
measure,  namely,  the  continuance  of  the 
two  Universities  on  that  footing  upon 
which  they  had  rested  ever  since  the 
Reformation; — the  question  was,  shall 
that  be  adhered  to,  or  shall  it  not? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  was 
willing  to  admit  Dissenters  to  degrees, 
and  to  all  the  civil  advantages  which  those 
degrees  could  confer.  Now,  suppose  that 
step  gained,  would  not  the  claims  of  the 
Dissenter  to  further  advantages  connected 
with  the  Universities  be  quite  as  good 
after  that  concession  as  before?  Might 
he  not  lay  claim  to  the  same  rights,  and 
upon  the  very  same  grounds  might  he  not 
insist,  with  as  much  show  of  reason  then 
as  now,  upon  being  admitted  to  all  im- 
munities, not  necessarily  connected  with 
ecclesiastical  offices  or  preferments  ?  The 
degree  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  give  him  would  be  a  degree 
of  inferior  value,  and,  as  such,  it  would 
prove  unacceptable,  certainly  unsatisfying, 
and,  perhaps,  be  considered  quite  as  morti* 
fying  as  his  present  exclusion.  How  could 
VOL.  XXIV.  {SS} 


they,  after  that,  refuse  the  further  demands 
of  the  Dissenting  body  ?  Could  they  say 
to  the  Dissenters,  **  We  have  granted  you 
this  limited  privilege,  but  we  will  grant 
nothing  further.  We  have  admitted  you 
to  take  degrees,  but  you  shall  still  be 
a  separate  class.  We  will  allow  you  to 
acquire  honours,  but  you  shall  have  no 
power  to  control  the  future  destinies  or 
future  instruction  of  the  University  T*  His 
experience.showed  him,  that  concession  of 
that  kind  was  a  slippery  ground  to  stand 
upon.  It  would  not  be,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  represented,  a  deprivation 
of  ecclesiastical  privileges,  but  a  formation 
of  the  Dissenters  at  the  Universities  into 
a  separate  class,  who  never  would  remain 
contented  with  the  mere  empty  degree  of 
Master  of  Arts,  but  would  continue  to 
strive  after — nay,  peremptorily  to  demand 
— a  perfect  equality  in  all  things  not  neces- 
sarily connected  with  ecclesiastical  affairs. 
He  would  put  the  case  of  two  students 
intending  to  enter  upon  the  profession  of 
the  law,  the  one  a  Dissenter,  the  other  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  England ;  either 
might  have,  he  would  suppose,  a  lay  fel- 
lowship, if  the  religious  scruples  of  one  of 
them  had  not  happened  to  stand  in  the 
way.  The  Dissenter  might  stand  more  in 
need  of  such  fellowship.  He  would  then 
put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say, 
how  he  could,  upon  his  own  principles, 
refuse  the  claim  of  the  Dissenter  to  a 
collegiate  advantage  not  necessarily  con- 
nected with  ecclesiastical  affairs? — by  what 
right  could  he  establish  such  an  invidious 
distinction  on  a  matter  merely  of  civil 
benefit  and  advantage  ?  To  his  mind  it 
did  appear  infinitely  more  rational  and 
consistent  to  proceed  according  to  the  re- 
commendation of  the  hon.  member  for 
Leeds,  and  grant  to  the  Dissenters  a  full 
and  equal  participation  in  all  the  advant- 
ages of  the  Universities  not  necessarily  of 
an  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual  character.  As 
he  before  observed,  it  would  be  necessary 
for  him  to  condense  into  as  narrow  a 
compass  as  he  could  the  few  observations 
which,  at  that  late  hour  of  the  night,  he 
should  feel  himself  warranted  in  submitting 
to  the  House.  He  hoped  he  had  succeeded 
in  showing,  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
arguments  of  the  last  speaker,  or  in  those 
of  the  right  hon.  member  for  Cambridge, 
to  warrant  any  change  in  the  impression 
left  on  his  mind  with  respect  to  the  pre- 
sent question,  or  that  what  they  had  said 
was,  in  any  respect,  sufficient  to  induce 
2  A 
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htn  to  withdraw  his  opposition.    But  h« 
could  not,   upon   an  occasion  like  that, 
avoid  taking  an  extended  view  of  the 
question  which  they  had  to  decide.     They 
had  hut  a  short  time  since  removed  all  the 
civil  disabilities  under  which  the  Dissent- 
ers  laboured  by  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and 
Corporatbn  Acts ;  they  had  given  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  a  complete  measure  of 
relief;  they  had  effected  a  vast  change  in 
the  constitution  of  Parliament ;  and  the 
question  at  length  resolved  itself  intothis — 
were  they  or  were  they  not  to  maintain 
within  the  United  Kingdom  an  established 
religion  7    In  all  the  various  discussions 
which  they  had,  as  well  upon  the  measure 
of  Roman  Catholic  Relief^  as  upon  the 
repeal  of  the  Acts  affecting  Dissenters, 
the  whole  of  the  questions,  in  each  in- 
stance, were  conBned  to  civil  and  political 
privileges.     There  never  was  the  slightest 
intimation  that  the  removal  of  those  dis- 
abilities would  lead  to  further  demands, 
and  lay  a  ground  for  ulterior  claims; 
their  warmest  advocates,  Mr.  Fox  and 
Mr.  Grattan,  never  held  the  opinion  that, 
when  the  disabilities  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics were  removed,  and  the  grievances  of 
the  Dissenters  redressed,  the  State  should, 
tn  consequence  thereof,  be  precluded  from 
maintaining  an  established  religion.  Such 
aa  opinion,  such  a  wish,  had  never  been 
expressed  by  any  of  the  great  men  who, 
at  various  periods,  had  come  forward  aa 
the  zealous  advocates  of  a  repeal  of  the 
civil  disabilities  under  which  some  portion 
of  their  fellow-subjects  formerly  laboured.; 
and  he  contended,  not  on  the  narrow 
g^round,  that,  as  a  member  of  the  Church, 
he  was,  therefore,  anxious  to  sustain  the 
Church,— not  on  the  sordid   and  selfish 
ground  that  to  the  present  members  of 
the  CbMXch  should  be  limited  all  the  ad- 
vanta^s  of  the  Church;  but  he  contended, 
for  the  common  benefit  of  all  classes  with- 
in this  realm,  for  the  benefit  of  all  deno- 
nvnations  of  Christians,  Dissenters  as  well 
as  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
that  there  was  an  inestimable  advantage 
in  maintaining  the  Established  Charch, 
protecting  us  from  superstition  on  the  one 
band,  and  from  fanaticism  on  the  other — 
promoting  the  decent  observance  of  Divine 
Worship,  and  securing  us  a  continuance 
of  that  tolerant  system  which^  he  would 
venture  to  say,  the  Church  of  England, 
above  all  other  churches  in  the  world,  had 
roost   fostered  and  encouraged.      Upon 
these  grounds,  he  contended,  that  for  the  | 


benefit  of  the  oommnnity  at  hurgo,  no 
matter  what  their  form  of  religious  belief, 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  thef 
should  maintain,  within  this  kingdom,  the 
inviolability  of  the  Established  Church, 
He  was  convinced,  that  many  of  those 
who  would  otherwise  disaent  from  the 
measure  at  present  proposed,  had  beea 
induced  to  give  their  support  to  it  from 
a  mistaken  belief,  that  it  would  not  tend 
to  undermine  or  impair  the  stability  of  th^ 
Established  Church.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies* 
was  one  of  these.  He  was  as  anxious  to 
maintain  the  inviolability  of  the  Established 
Church  as  any  man  ;  and  the  only  differ- 
ence between  the  right  hon.Gentleman  and 
himself  was  not,  that  they  pursued  difiereni 
objects,  but  in  agreeing  as  to  the  best 
mode  of  attaining  what  they  pursued  ii^ 
common.  If  his  construction  of  the  Bill 
were  right — if  the  House  meant  to  sen4 
this  measure  down  to  both  the  Universities, 
overturning  their  privileges,  invading  their 
corporate  rights,  undertaking,  on  the  pari 
of  Parliament  the  management  of  that 
discipline  which  heretofore  had  been  ad- 
ministered exclusively  by  the  Universitiea 
themselves-^if  it  did  that,  and  if  his  con* 
struction  of  the  Bill  were  correct,  they 
would  ruin  the  Universities  as  schools  of 
religious  instruction,  and  thereby  strike 
a  fatal  blow  at  the  integrity  of  the  Estab^ 
lished  Church.  What  was  meant  by  the 
term  '« Established  Church"  or  <'  Estab- 
lished  Religion  V  It  was  not  the  stipend 
attached  to  the  performance  of  religiooa 
duties— it  was  not  the  value  of  the  living 
which  a  minister  of  the  Church  might 
hold ;  it  was  merely  that  legislative  re- 
cognition by  the  State  of  one  particular, 
form  of  religion  which  it  declared  should 
be  the  established  religion  of  the  country,, 
and  which,  aa  the  established  religion, 
should  have  preference  before  all  otbeic 
forms  of  religion.  But  if,  instead  of  af- 
fording it  that  preference,  it  was  said, 
that  the  Universities  which  had  the  edu- 
cation of  its  ministers  should  not  have  the 
right  to  insist  upon  their  students  attend- 
ing either  upon  Divine  Service,  or  to  aay 
course  of  religious  instruction  which  could 
interfere  with  the  prejudices  of  the  Dls^^ 
senters,  who  might  be  admitted  within 
these  walls ; — if  this  course  with  respect 
to  the  Universities  were  taken,  that  was. 
depriving  the  Established  Church  of  one 
of  the  greatest  advantages  to  which,  as 
the  disseminator  of  the  doctrines  of  t)ie 
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ncogDised  religion  of  tbe  land,  it  had  an 
Qiidoiibted  and  indispatable  claim.  Enter^ 
laiaing  the  views  which  be  had  laid  before 
ihe  Hooset  and  under  the  influence  of  the 
leaaons  which  he  had  stated,  he  must  be 
permitted  to  say  that,  if  they  passed  the 
preseot  Bill— *tf  they  discouBtenaneed  the 
UniTerailies  as  schools  of  religious  in- 
Btmcttofi — if  Uiey  entitled  Dissenters  to 
enforce  their  claims  by  means  of  a  mandti' 
mtts  from  a  Court  of  Law — and  if  they  put 
an  end  to  the  connexion  subsisting  be- 
tween the  Church  aed  the  Universities, — 
they  would  do  an  act  of  infinite  prejudice 
to  the  former,  without  achieving  any  ad- 
Tantage  for  the  Dissenters. 

Lord  Althorp:  Whenever  the  time 
shall  come  when  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
contest  which  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  so 
confidently  anticipates  has  commenced, 
and  it  becomes  a  question  whether  we  are 
or  are  Rot  to  have  an  Established  Church 
IB  this  country,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
will  find  me  as  ready  as  he  is  to  support 
the  Established  Church.  But  I  think 
that  I  am  neither  injuring  the  Established 
Church,  nor  weakening  the  ground  on 
which  we  shall  then  stand,  by  removing 
any  objections  which  may  at  present 
exist  to  the  institutions  of  the  Church 
of  England.  Nor  do  I  think,  that  by 
supporting  this  Bill  in  particular,  I  shall 
do  anything  calculated  to  injure  those 
establishments.  The  argument  of  Gentle- 
men during  the  evening  with  respect  to 
this  Bill  has  been,  that  it  tends  to  destroy 
tire  possibility  of  a  religious  education  in 
the  Universities.  I  certainly  should  be 
ready  to  agree  with  those  who  oppose 
the  Bill  if  I  thought  such  would  be  its 
result;  but  I  do  not  perceive  that  any 
such  consequence  would  necessarily 
ensue.  I  do  not  think  it  even  probable. 
I  concur  with  the  right  hon.  member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge,  that  mem* 
bers  of  the  Established  Church  have  a 
right  to  ask,  that  there  should  be  a  place 
of  public  education  for  their  children,  and 
that  they  should  have  the  benefit  of  a 
public  education  in  the  principles  and 
doctrines  of  that  Church,  and  that  any 
attempt  on  the  part  of  any  other  class  of 
religionists  to  interfere  with  that  right 
would  be  an  act  of  intolerance ;  but  I  do 
not  see  how  this  Biir  takes  away  any  part 
of  these  advantages.  This  Bill,  as  I  un- 
derstand, does  not  interfere  with  the 
internal  discipline  of  the  colleges.  AH 
that    it  gives  to  the  Dissenters  is  the 


power  of  taking  degrees,  and  not  only  to 
Dissenters,  but  it  gives  to  all  persons  the 
power  of  taking  degrees  without  subscrib- 
ing any  articles,  or  declaration,  or  making 
any  particular  profession  of  faith.     But 
it  does  not  give  the  power  of  holding  any 
fellowship   or  office   for  instructing  the 
youth  of  the  country  in  doctrines  opposite 
to  those  of  the  Established  Church.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  that  the 
Bill  may    interfere  with  attendance  on 
divine  worship.    Possibly  it  may  be  neces- 
sary to  introduce  some  clause  to  exempt 
Dissenters  from  attending  the  Divine  Wor- 
ship of  the  Church  Establishment.     I  say 
possibly,  for  I  do  not  know  that  such  is  the 
case,  and  I  believe  that  in  the  University 
of  Cambridge  Dissenters  do  attend  Divine 
Worship    without    any    hesitation,    and 
absence  from  it  is,  therefore,  not  a  neces- 
sary consequence  of  this  Bill.     But  even- 
supposing  it  were,  it  does  not  interfere  in 
the  slightest  degree  with  the  education  of 
the  children  of  Churchmen  in  Church  of 
England  principles.     I  do  not  pretend  to 
any  modem  knowledge  of  Cambridge,  nor 
to  any  at  all  of  Oxford  ;  but  when  I  look 
back  to  the  period  when   I  was  at  the 
University,  I  cannot  say  that  I  derived 
any  advantage  from  any  theological  in- 
struction which  was  given  me.     f  don't 
say  that  is  the  case  now.     The  system 
may  have  been  changed.     That  the  edu- 
cation at  the  Universities  should  be  a  re- 
ligious education  is  in  my  opinion  an 
object  of  the  greatest  importance;  and 
that    the    Universities    should   be    con- 
tinued as  a  school  for  the  education  of 
members  of  the  Established  Church  is  an 
object  of  equal  importance;  and  if  the 
Bill  interfered  with  its  accomplishment,  it 
should  not  have  my  vote.     But  I  do  not 
see  anything  objectionable   in  the  Bill 
when  slightly  altered,  for  certainly  the 
wording  of  the  clause  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded  did  strike  me 
to  be  objectionable.     I  agree  much  with 
my  right  hon.  friend,  who  spoke  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  that  the  wording  of 
that  clause  goes  further  than  I  am  inclined 
to  go,  and  I  believe  much  further  than 
any  opinions  which    I    have  expressed. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  is,  to  admit  per- 
sons to  take  degrees  without  subscription 
of  articles  or  declaration  of  feiith.     In 
voting  on  the  principle,  I  do  not  pledge 
myself  further.     In  the  Committee  I  shall 
be  prepared  to    move    such    alterations 
as  shall  be  necessary  to  make  the   Bill 
2A2 
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accord  with  my  views;  and  if  the  Bill 
should  not  come  out  of  Committee  in  a 
shape  consistent  with  those  views,  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  give  it  ray  opposition  on 
the  third  reading ;  but  from  what  my  bon. 
friend  has  stated,  I  believe  that  he  will 
not  object  to  such  alterations.  If  so,  I 
shall  be  ready  to  support  the  Bill. 

Mr.  0*Connell  begged  to  protest  against 
the  doctrine  laid  down,  on  two  or  three 
heads,  by  gentlemen  who  had  grounded 
themselves  on  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill, 
and  insisted  that  this  measure  was  required 
by  the  Catholics  to  extend  the  provisions 
of  that  Bill.  This,  on  the  part  of  the 
Catholics,  he  entirely  disclaimed.  Where 
was  the  petition  in  favour  of  this  measure 
from  the  Catholics.  He  would  go  fur- 
ther, and  say  that  were  not  that  Bill 
founded  on  the  principle  of  freedom  of 
conscience,  the  Catholics  would  not  sup- 
port it.  As  far  as  the  Irish  Catholics 
were  concerned,  they,  less  than  all,  wanted 
it;  for  in  Ireland  the  Universities  were 
open  to  them,  and  they  could  take  the 
highest  degrees  in  medicine,  civil,  or 
common  law.  They  strictly  obeyed  all 
the  University  rules,  except  attending 
chapel ;  which  was,  on  account  of  their 
religion  dispensed  with.  This  was  not  a 
question  on  which  the  cry  of  **  No  Po- 
pery" could  be  raised.  The  cry  must 
be  "No  Dissenters ;"  a  cry  not  very 
likely  to  meet  with  much  favour  in  that 
House.  He  must  confess,  that  the  debate 
of  that  night  had  inspired  him.  He  had 
but  very  little  respect  for  any  party  who 
would  attempt  to  get  back  into  power 
upon  a  cry  of  "  No  Dissenters,"  or  "  No 
Popery ;"  yet  a  man  must  be  blind,  not 
to  see  that  there  was  such  a  party  in  that 
House.  Here,  however,  it  would  not 
answer.  Tom-foolery  would  not  tell  there, 
though,  to  listen  to  the  speeches  they  had 
heard  that  night,  one  might  almost  have 
fancied  that  one  of  the  grave  doctors  of 
Oxford  was  suddenly  transported  thither 
from  the  more  congenial  soil  where  they 
had  lately  figured.  Oh,  how  gloriously 
consistent  were  these  ilite  of  wisdom  ! 
Think  of  a  whiskered  hussar,  in  a  doctor's 
cap  and  gown,  preaching  morality. 
Surely  the  House  must  catch  new  enthu- 
siasm from  the  vociferous  shouts  of  beard- 
less bigots.  He  pitied  the  party  who,  in 
the  echo  of  these  shouts,  aided  by  ancient 
drivellers  and  dreamers  of  by-gone  into- 
lerance, fondly  imagined  themselves  list- 
He  voice  of  public  opinion.    Did 


they  imagine  that  they  could  prevail  on 
the  public  to  confound  the  religion  of  the 
Established  Church  with  its  wealth,  dig- 
nities and  emoluments  ?  Yet  the  Dis- 
senters wished  to  touch  none  of  these— 
they  claimed  nothing  which  could  fairly 
be  denied  to  them.  Those  who  wished 
to  support  and  maintain  the  Established 
Church  would  do  well  to  concede  this 
demand.  He  could  not  conceive  on  what 
ground  it  could  be  opposed.  Indeed  it 
was  his  most  deliberate  opinion  that  the 
Church  was  in  more  danger  from  her 
friends  than  her  enemies.  Such  fana- 
ticism —  for  interference  with  the  reli* 
gion  of  others  was  fanaticism  —  was 
inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of  the 
age.  The  days  of  sanguinary  perse- 
cution were  gone — fanaticism  in  its  most 
revolting  form  was  at  an  end,  but  the  pe- 
cuniary fanaticism  still  remained.  The 
piety  which  they  upheld,  the  persecution 
which  they  inflicted,  were  the  piety  and  the 
persecution  of  the  pocket.  The  sacredness 
of  religion  had  given  place  to  the  sacred- 
ness  of  office,  station,  wealth,  and 
dignity — these  had  survived,  but  survived 
even,  as  he  believed,  only  to  excite  the 
execration  and  contempt  of  every  libe- 
ral and  enlightened  mind  throughout 
Europe.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  look  with  great  satisfaction  on 
the  prospect  of  conversions  likely  to  ensue 
to  the  Church  of  England  from  open- 
ing the  Universities;  in  short  he  wanted 
to  convert  them  into  Church-traps  to 
catch  dissenting  rats.  He  woula  not 
trespass  further  on  the  exhausted  patience 
of  the  House,  but  just  to  refer  to  some 
of  the  attempts  recently  made,  to  seduce  the 
Dissenters.  He  had  seen  a  proclamation 
headed  *^  Winchilsea  and  Nottingham." 
It  was  a  most  amusing  onel  It  praised 
the  Dissenters  to  the  skies,  as  holding  the 
pure  doctrines  of  Christianity,  and  railed 
on  them  to  join  all  their  influence  against 
infidelity,  scepticism,  and  popery.  7*eni- 
pora  mutantur.  In  looking  back  to  the 
Parliamentary  Debates  of  1828,  he  found 
a  speech  headed  "  Earl  of  Winchilsea," 
whether  the  same  Earl  whose  name  he 
had  recently  seen  figuring  in  the  papers, 
he  knew  not.  That  Earl  of  Winchilsea, 
however,  remarked  of  the  Dissenters,  that 
he  found  them  all  claiming  credit  for  a 
belief  in  Christianity,  but  he  would  state,- 
and  could  positively  affirm,  that  some  of 
them  were  no  more  entitled  to  the  appel- 
lation of  Christians  than  the  followers  of 
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MaTiomet, — indeed,  not  bo  much  ;  for 
whilst  the  former  denied  the  existence  of 
Christ,  the  latter  believed  in  it.  Yet 
these  were  nov  the  pure  Christians  who 
were  called  on  to  join  in  a  crusade  against 
infidelity,  popery,  and  scepticisni ;  and 
this  was  in  the  19th  century,  and  sprung 
from  a  parly  who  imagined  that,  by  these 
means,  they  would  gain  place  and  power. 
But  they  were  not  such  attempts  as  the 
GoTernmeDt  had  to  dread.  If  they  would 
only  stand  by  the  people,  they  might 
lau^h  all  such  attempts  to  scorn.  He 
conjured  them  not  to  do  the  work  of  their 
enemies,  nor  attempt  to  trample  on  a 
people  who  would  die  sooner  than  forego 
the  principles  of  justice. 

Lord  Sandon  said,  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  see  those  who  stood  by  the  Church 
and  State  following  the  advice  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin.  The 
support  of  the  hon.  Member  was  of  very 
great  value  to  the  Government,  but  he 
should  like  to  hear  what  the  hon.  Member 
would  have  to  say  next  year  to  the  noble 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  that  noble 
Lord  should  not  wish  to  advance  a  step 
further  in  the  nay  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  might  desire.  It  seemed,  that 
all  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  notions 
about  fanaticism  bad  a  connection  with 
his  pocket.  The  question  before  them  had 
other  considerations  besides  the  danger  of 
the  poclcet.  It  was  a  question  of  honour, 
and  one  that  involved  the  best  interests 
of  the  whole  country.  Af^er  this  Bill  had 
passed  he  could  not  see  how  next  Session 
they  could  refuse  to  interfere  with  the 
rights  and  discipline  of  private  Colleges. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  as  a 
friend  of  the  Church,  gave  his  advice,  he 
coukl  not  help  faying  a  few  words  atxiut 
that  advice  aad  cautioning  the  House 
sgaiast  it. 

'  Hr.  Oeorge  Wood  briefly  replied.  He 
contended,  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
objection  of  the  opponents  of  the  measure 
which  touched  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  felt  great  satisfaction  in  saying 
that  nothing  had  occurred  to  render  him 
doubtful  of  its  success.  It  was  the  right 
of  all  classes  of  the  people  of  this  country 
totnjoy  a  University  education  if  they 
desired  to  avail  themselves  of  it ;  and  he 
complained,  that  they  could  not  at  present 
obtain  that  advantage  except  by  complying 
with  objectionable  conditions,  which  were 
Ml  necessary  fi>r  rK^  support  of  religion 
01  of  th^   &  id  Church.      He  did 
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not  wish  to  interfere  with  the  Established 
Church,  but  merely  desired  to  establish  a 
principle  which  would  afford  satisfaction 
to  a  large  body  of  the  people,  promote 
harmony  and  good  will,  and  strengthen 
the  institutions  of  the  country,  by  uniting 
all  classes  in  their  support. 

The  House  then  divided  on  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading :  Ayes  321 ;  Noes 
147;  Majority  174. 
The  Bill  was  read  a  second  lime. 
List  of  the  Noes. 
A^ew,  Sir  A.  Gordon,  Hon.  VV. 

._.i...  .  .  .1  GritOiton,  VisBounl 

Halcomb,  J. 

Halford,  H. 

Hatse,  J. 

Ilanmer,  Sir  J. 

Hanmer,  Colonel 

Harcourl,  G.  V. 

Hardinge,  Sir  U^ 

Hardy,  J. 

Hawkes,  T. 

Hay,  Sic  J. 

Hayes,  Sir  £. 

Henniker.Lord 

Herbert,  Hon.  S. 

Herriei,  R(.  Hon.  J. 

Hill,  Sir  It. 

Hope,  Sir  A. 

Hope.H.T. 

Hotbam,  Lord 

Hughes,  H.  H. 

Ingham,  R. 

Inglis,  Sir  B.  H. 

Irion,  S. 

Jermyn,  Ear! 

Kerrjson,  Sir  E. 

KnaichbuU,  Sir  E. 

LewU,'Et.  Hon.T.  F, 
lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lowther,  Visconnt 
Lonther,  Hon.  Col. 
Ljall;  G. 

Lygon,  Hon.  CotoneL 
Man(levil1e,Visct. 
Manners,  Lord  H. 
Marry al,  J. 
Maryland ,  T. 
Maxwell,  J. 
Manwell,  H. 
Meyneli,  Captain 
Miles,  W. 
Miller,  W.  H. 
Mills,  J. 

Murray,  Sir  George 
Neale,  t^ir  H. 
Neeld,  J. 
Nicholl,  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Ossulilon,  Viscount 
Palmer,  R. 
Pmien.  J.  W. 


Apsley,  Lord 
Arbulhnot,  Hon.  H. 
Archdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Ashley,  Hon.  H.  C. 
Attwood,  M. 
Bankes,  W.  J. 
Baring,  A. 
Baring,  IL.  B. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Bell,  M. 
Belbell,  R. 
Blackstone,  W.  S- 
Boiling,  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Brudenell,  Lord 
Bulkelej,  Sir  R.  W. 
Burrell,  SirC.  M. 
Calcraft,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  H.  P. 
Cartwriglit,  W.  R. 
Casllereagh,  Viscoun 
C  hand  OS,  Marquess 
Chapman,  A. 
Chetwyud  Captain 
Clive,  Viscount 
Clive,  Hon.R.  H. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Cole,  Hon.  A. 
Conolly,  Colonel 
Copelaod,  Aid. 
Corry,  lion.  H.  L. 
Cripps,  J, 
Daly,  J. 
Dare,  R.  W.  H. 
Duffield,  T. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Doncombe,  W. 
EaalDor,  Viscount 
Egerton,  W.T. 
Fan  court.  Major 
Finch,  G. 
Foley,  E.  T. 
Foley,J.  H.H. 
Forbes,  Viicounl 
Forester,  Hon.  G. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Ga»Vell,J.  M. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
GUdBLone,  T. 
nndun.  K. 
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Pe«1,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel^  Colonel 
Penruddocke,  J.  II. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Phiflipps,  C.  M. 
Pigot,  R. 
Plumpkre.  J.  P. 
Pollock,  F. 
Price,  R. 

Rae,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Ross,  C. 
Ryle,  J. 
Saunderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Lord 
Scarlett,  Sir  J. 
Shaw,  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Somerset,  Lord  G- 
Stanley,  £. 
Stormoot,  Viscount 
Taylor,  Rt.  Iln.  M.A. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trevor,  Hon.  G.  R. 
TuUamore,  Lord 


Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Tyrell,  C. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Villiers,  Viscount 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walsh,  Sir  J. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wood,  Colonel 
Wynn,  Right  Hon.  C. 
Yorke,  Captain 
Yoang,  J. 

TELLERS 

Goulbum,  Rt.  Hn.  H. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 

PAIRED  OFF. 

Balfour^  J. 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Darlington^  Earl  of 
Ilouldsworth,  T. 
Jones,  Captain 
Newark,  Viscount 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Saturday f  June  21  >  1834. 

Poor*-Law8'  Amendment — Commit- 
tee.] On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Althorp, 
The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Poor-laws'  Amendment  Bill. 

The  Question  was  pot  on  the  first  of  the 
Clauses  relative  to  bastardy,  which  had 
been  postponed. 

Mr.  Miles  rose  to  submit  the  clause 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  as  a  substi- 
tution for  that  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord.  It  was  important  the  House  should 
know  in  what  situation  it  stood  with  regard 
to  the  law  of  bastardy.  By  the  69th, 
70th,  and  7 1st  clauses,  they  had  declared 
that  in  future  the  burthen  of  an  illegiti- 
mate child  should  be  entirely  thrown  on 
the  mother,  and  that  all  responsibility 
should  be  removed  from  the  putative 
father,  or  in  other  words  that  the  woman 
was  the  seducer,  and  the  man  the  seduced. 
He  could  not  view  such  an  enactment 
without  the  most  serious  apprehensions, 
the  clause  he  proposed  would  therefore 
place  some  portion  of  the  responsibility 
on  the  head  of  the  father.  It  would  also 
remedy  another  very  considerable  evil. 
At  present  it  was  the  system  of  the  parish 
rather  to  consider  the  circumstances  of 
the  putative  father,  and  his  ability  to  pay 
the  demand  made  upon  him,  than  what 
would  be  a  sufficient  indemnity  for  the 


maintenance  of  the  mother  and 
Now,  the  clause  which  he  meant  to  pro- 
pose, with  a  view  to  the  relief  of  ike  pa^ 
riehes,  would  have  the  effect  of  rendering 
that  indemnity  more  adequate  to  the  tup- 
port  of  the  childy  and  thereby  diminish  the 
burthen .  1 1  proceeded  upon  the  principle, 
that  the  child  shoold  not  oome  to  the 
parish  until  it  was  actoally  chargeable. 
He  also  proposed  to  give  the  patative 
father  the  power  of  meeting  the  charge  of 
affiliation  against  him  by  witnesses  before 
the  Magistrates,  instead  of  being  sent  to 
prison,  and  being  compelled  to  appeal 
against  the  decision  of  the  Magistrates  at 
the  Quarter  »Sessioos.  The  hon.  Member 
moved  a  clause  to  the  effect  he  had  de- 
scribed. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  said,  this  clause 
was  rather  explanatory  of  the  views  re- 
commended by  the  Commissioners,  Its 
effect  would  be  to  throw  the  child  upon 
the  settlement  of  the  mother,  and  theraby 
prevent  the  evils  arising  from  uopleasaet 
interference  of  different  perishes,  and 
those  scenes  which  so  frequently  took 
place  liefore  the  Magistrates.  He  thought 
it  was  most  desirable  that  the  perish 
should  have  no  inducement  to  interfere 
until  interference  had  become  absolutely 
necessary.  Admitting  that  a  responsi- 
bility should  rest  upon  the  putative  father 
of  the  child,  it  was  of  the  greatest  import-* 
ance  that  the  charge  made  upon  him 
should  be  confined  to  the  actual  expenses 
incurred,  so  that  a  surplus  should  never 
remain  in  the  hands  of  the  parish. 

Lord  Althorp  had  before  stated,  that  he 
preferred  the  clause  contained  in  the  Bill. 
He  considered  that  the  effect  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Amendment  would  be  so  to 
punish  the  man  by  imprisonment,  that  he 
would  be  induced  to  marry  the  woman  in 
order  that  he  might  escape  the  punish- 
ment. This  would  be  most  injurious,  as 
it  would  lead  to  many  improvident  mar- 
riages. With  regard  to  the  question  of 
whether  the  order  of  the  Magistrates  upon 
the  father  should  be  for  the  support  of 
the  mother  and  thechild,  or  the  child  only, 
he  thought  it  should  be  of  such  an  amount 
as  would  cover  the  expenses  of  the  mother 
from  the  period  of  her  being  with  child 
till  her  confinement,  but  that  afterwards 
the  father  should  be  called  on  to  maintain 
the  child  only,  and  not  the  mother.  With 
respect  to  a  surplus  remaining  in  the  hands 
of  the  parish,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
would  seldom  occur,  because  the  parish 
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bad  no  right  to  come  vpoti  the  father: 
unless  Um  mother  wm  actttally  chargeable. 
Jt  was  sakly  the  mother  would  leave  the 
-woi^hoyse  when  she  was  able  to  work  and 
mauitain  herself,  and  it  was  asked  in  that 
!case  what  was  to  become  of  the  child  ? 
>Biit  bj  the  present  Bill,  the  mother  was 
1)0und  to  maintain  the  child.  The  only 
•difficulty  was,  what  course  ought  to  be 
pursued  when  the  mother  was  able  to  sap- 
,port  herself,  but  not  the  child.  He  saw 
-sa  alternatite  but  the  parish  supporting 
1x>th ;  otherwise  he  admitted  one  of  the 
objections  to  this  Bill — namelyi  that  the 
^workhouses  would  beeome  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent foundling  hospitals,  which  were  a  sort 
of  institutions  not  very  desirable  to  be  es- 
tablished in  this  country. 

M  r.  Ayskford  Sanfinrd  observed ,  that  at 
present  the  womanidid  not  l>ecomecharge- 
eble,  but  only  the  offspring;  but  the 
woids  of  this  clause  rendered  the  mother 
iierself  chargeable.  Now,  he  did  not 
wish  to  charge  the  father  with  the  mother's 
maintenance ;  bat  if  he  were  not  charged, 
^n  additional  burthen  was  thrown  on  the 
parish.  He  did  not  see  how  Uiis  difficulty 
was  to  be  got  rid  of. 

.  Mr.  Robinson  regarded  the  clause  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  Bill ;  but  he  still  ob- 
jected to  all  the  liability  being  cast  on  the 
woman,  while  the  man  was  allowed  to  go 
free. 

Sir  Thomas  Freetnantle  thought  the 
ioeonvenience  of  being  obliged  to  receive 
relief  only  in  the  workhouse  would  be 
sufficient  to  deter  the  woman  from  again 
coming  on  the  parish. 

Mr.  Wolrycke  WkUmore  objected  alto- 
gether to  the  Amendment  ol  the  hon. 
Member.  The  Bastardy-laws,  as  they  had 
hitherto  been  administered,  were  a  great 
cause  of  immorality,  and  the  most  elfec- 
tual  check  to  it  would  be  to  discontinue 
the  relief  to  the  woman.  As  to  the  amount 
which  was  paid  to  parishes  by  the  reputed 
fathers ofil legitimate  children, all  he  would 
•say  was,  that  the  expenses  of  getting  at 
the  father  and  making  him  pay  any  thing 
were  often  more  than  was  received  from 
iiim,  so  that  in  fact  the  parishes  gained 
-but  little  in  this  way.  He  bop^  the 
clause  would  be  allowed  to  stand  as  it  was 
4>nginally. 

Sir  Henry  WilUmgkby  said,  that  he 
was  anxious  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
'noble  Lord  to  an  important  question. 
The  proviso  euacted,  that  no  woman  shall 
have  any  cUimi  title,  or  interest  to^  any 


pecuniary  indemnity  on  account  of  an 
illegitimate  child.  He  would  not  discuss 
the  principle  of  the  economists  as  acted 
upon  in  the  Bill.  He  understood  it  to 
be  the  new  theory,  that  women  were 
to  be  alone  liable  to  all  the  conse- 
quences of  having  an  illegitimate  child. 
The  principle  mi^t  be  wise:  but  was 
the  noble  Lord  prepared  to  say,  that 
there  were  no  exceptions  to  this  rule? 
It  was  his  opinion  that,  especially  in 
towns,  the  great  mass  of  women  were  led 
astray  by  men  from  age  and  experience 
most  likely  to  practise  unfairly  on  a  young 
woman.  Would  the  noble  Lord  or  the 
Committee  contend  that  in  such  cases 
the  woman  should  have  no  remedy! 
The  law  giving  a  claim  was  repealed— 
was  there  to  be  no  substitute  in  cases 
of  unfair  dealing  when  the  relative  ages 
of  the  parties  or  any  clear  facts  would  go 
to  establish  that  the  woman  had  been  un- 
justly dealt  with  ?  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  think  the  higher  and  the  lower  classes 
were  on  a  par.  That  was  not  the  case* 
The  rich  father  might  obtain  damages 
(per  quod  servUium  amisit)  from  a  wrong 
doer ;  but  how  was  a  poor  woman  or  a  poor 
father  to  enter  a  Court  of  Law  ?  It  would 
cost  at  least  100/.  in  the  country  to  main- 
tain such  an  action,  and  thus  a  woman  suf- 
fering under  a  grievous  wrong  would  be 
without  a  remedy.  The  Committee  could 
not  be  justified  in  passing  a  law  repealing 
former  securities,  and  establishing  no  new 
ones.  He  limited  his  observations  to  cases 
of  unfair  dealing,  and  he  contended  the 
noble  Lord  was  bound  to  affind  such 
injured  women  an  easy  and  effective 
tribunal  to  redress  their  wrongs,  which  no 
one  would  attempt  to  deny. 

Ix>rd  Alihorp  said,  that  as  he  saw  that 
the  opinion  of  the  House  was  in  favour  of 
agreeing  to  this  clause  in  its  amended 
shape,  he  should  offer  no  further  opposi- 
tbn  to  it.  He  supported  it,  however,  as 
matter  of  expediency,  in  consequence  of 
the  excitement  which  had  been  raised 
against  it  in  the  parishes ;  but  he  must 
state  that,  upon  strict  principle,  he  could 
not  at  all  agree  with  its  propriety. 

Mr.  Orote  wished  it  to  be  understood, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  was  willing  to  ad- 
mit the  daase,  he  made  the  coucession  to 
public  feeling  rather  than  to  reason  or 
argument.  He  did  not  consider  the  clause 
as  an  improvement  in  the  Bill. 

The  House  divided — Ayes  114;  Noes 
39 ;  Majority  75. 
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The  clause  proposed  by  Mr.  Miles, 
with  Ameodmeats  was  added  to  the  Bill. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Martin,  J. 

At  lley ,  Si  r  J .  Parrott,  J . 

Baring,  W.  B.  Romilly,  £. 

Bouverie,  Captain  Hooper,  J.  B. 

Buller,C.  •  Ryle,  J. 

Calvert,  N.  Seale,  Colonel 

Dashwood,  G.  W.  Shepherd,  T. 

Divett,  E.  Skipwith,  Sir  O. 

Evans, W.  Stewart,  E. 

Evans,  G.  Strickland,  Sir  G. 

Ewart,  W.  Stratt,  E. 

Fazakerley,  J.  Tancred,  H.  W. 

Fitzroy,  Lord  C.  Throckmorton,  A.  G. 

Folkes,  Sir  W.  Todd,  R. 

Fort,  J.  Trelawney,  Sir  W. 

Goring,  H.  D.  Wedgwood,  J.  W. 

Grote,  G.  Whitmore,  W. 

Heron,  Sir  R.  Wilbrahim,  G. 
Hornby,  E.  G. 

Lloyd,  J.  H.  TELLER. 

Locke,  W.  Peter,  W. 

Lord  Althorp  proposed  a  new  clause  to 
the  effect  that  no  rules  or  by-laws  made 
or  sanctioned  by  commissioners  should  be 
such  as  to  oblige  the  inmates  of  a  work- 
bouse  to  attend  any  religions  service  that 
they  did  not  conscientiously  believe  in; 
or  to  oblige  the  children  in  a  workhouse 
to  be  educated  in  any  faith  that  their 
parents  did  not  approve  of,  and  that  the 
ministers  of  all  religious  persuasions 
should  be  at  liberty  to  visit  workhouses  at 
any  period  of  the  day,  at  the  request  of 
any  of  the  inmates,  for  the  purpose  of 
affording  them  religious  instruction.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  he  thought  this  new 
clause  would  meet  all  the  purposes  which 
the  Amendment  that  the  lion.  Member 
(Mr.  Langdale)  had  proposed  was  intended 
to  accomplish.  With  regard  to  orphan 
children,  he  believed  it  would  be  admitted 
that  it  would  be  most  desirable  to  educate 
them  in  the  religious  principles  of  the 
Established  Church  of  the  country. 

Mr. Langdale f  though  he  considered  that 
this  clause  did  not  ^  far  enough,  would 
not  f»^s  his  Amendment. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  other  postponed  Clauses  were 
agreed  to  or  struck  out. 

The  House  resumed,  and  the  Report 
was  brought  up  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  AUhorp,  the 
Bill  was  recommitted  pro /orm4,  that  the 
several  Clauses  and  Amendments  might 
be  printed,  and  the  Report  was  ordered  to 
be  taken  into  further  censideratioQ  on  a 
future  day, 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
M(mday,  June  23,   1834. 

MiJitnva.1  PeUtioiit  picMated.  By  th*  Duke  of  WsEr 
uvcROK*  Uie  MaiqiMM  of  Dowmuixas.  and  LoadKujo^- 
BosouoH,  from  fimr  Plaoetr— for  PxotoctioD  to  the  Eitab- 
Udied  Churdi,  and  againct  Uie  Sqwration  of  Churdh  and 
State.— By  the  latter,  from  the  North  Ridtaif  of  York, 
for  a  diAnent  Law  coooeniiog  the  CnUection  of  County 
Ratck — By  the  Biahopof  CHmraa.  from  three  Plaoei^ 
for  the  Better  OtMerranoe  of  the  Sabbath.~By  the  Earl  of 
RoaSBsar,  ftmn  Oiugom  and  Renfrewy  In  Ikvourof  tko 
two  BUb  reqieetiag  Entaib  (SooUand).— By  the  Ead  of 
Radnob,  from  two  Places,  Sat  Relief  to  the  Diuenterk— 
By  the  Dukei  of  CtrMBBBLAiii>  and  WsLuitOToir,  Cada 
Haanvroon  and  Eudoii*  and  Loida  Rolls  and  Lyuo- 
Huiurr*  from  a  Number  of  Places, — for  Pratectioo  to  the 
Established  Church,  against  the  Claims  of  the  DissentcrSy 
and  againat  the  Separatioa  of  Chordi  and  State.— By 
Lords  Kuyoir  and  Rolls,  from  aavaral  Pliaia,  to  tha 
same  eflbct— By  Lord  Dmumax,  from  Debtors  eonflnful 
in  the  King^  Bendi  Prison,  for  Abolishing  Imprisonment 
forDabt 

Ann  AND  ALE  Peerage.]  The  Duke  of 
Hamilton  presented  a  petition  from  Sir 
Frederick  Johnstone,  relative  to  his  claims 
to  the  Annandale  Peerage.  He  prayed 
for  one  month's  delay,  in  order  to  make 
out  his  case.  The  noble  Duke,  in  support 
of  the  petition,  went  into  a  long  and  de* 
tailed  statement  of  the  pedigree  of  Sir 
Frederick  Johnstone,  in  order  to  show  that 
he  was  entitled  to  the  indulgent  consider- 
ation of  the  House.  The  noble  Duke, 
who  said  he  had  not  the  slightest  con- 
nexion with  the  parties,  concluded  by 
moving  that  the  petitioner  might  have  a 
month's  notice  to  bring  on  his  case  in  due 
form. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  objected  to  any 
delay.  The  case  had  been  fully  argued 
before  the  Committee  of  Privileges,  and 
the  petitioner  had  had  sufEcient  time  to 
bring  up  his  evidence.  If  the  Motion 
were  agreed  to,  the  consequence  would  be 
almost  endless  delay  and  expense,  which 
would  be  a  great  injustice  to  the  other 
party. 

Lord  Wynford  supported  the  Motion. 

Lord  Melville  contended,  that  after  the 
many  years  the  question  had  been  before 
the  House,  their  Lordships  were  bound  to 
refuse  any  demand  which  might  cause  fur« 
ther  delay. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  said,  the  claimant 
ought  to  be  called  to  the  Bar  of  the  House, 
and  state  why  he  had  not  appeared  be- 
fore. 

Their  Lordships  divided — Contents  27; 
Not-Contents  42  ;  Majority  15. 

Disabilities  of  the  Jews.]  The 
Marquess  of  Westminster  rose  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for  repeal- 
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ing  the  CiTil  Disabilities  of  the  Jews.  He 
stated,  that  he  should  not  have  undertaken 
the  task,  had  not  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Bexley)  who  so  ably  introduced  and  advo- 
cated this  measure  in  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament  declined  to  bring  it  forward. 
Their  Lordships  were  aware  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  remove  all  those  Civil 
Disabilities  under  which  the  Jews  now 
laboured,  with  those  exceptions  only  which 
were  made  in  the  Bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
Catholics.  It  was  said,  that  danger 
might  arise  from  Jews  being  allowed  to 
Jegislate  for  a  country  which  was  strictly 
and  purely  Christian;  but  to  him  that 
appeared  the  extreme  of  improbability. 
It  was  monstrously  absurd^to  suppose,  that 
the  Jews,  who  were  comparatively  such  a 
very- small  portion  of  our  population,  could 
gain  anything  like  an  influence  in  the  af- 
fairs of  this  country.  The  Jews  were 
powerful  at  the  latter  end  of  the  reigns  of 
the  Pagan,  and  at  the  commencement  of 
those  of  the  Christian  Emperors;  and  if 
they  could  not  retard  the  progress  of  Chris- 
Jtianity  when  it  was  in  its  infancy,  was  it 
likely  they  could  do  so  in  its  maturity  ? 
To  believe  this  possible,  their  Lordships 
must  have  a  very  poor  opinion  of  the  pre- 
sent strength  of  Christianity.  He  was 
quite  unable  to  understand  what  was 
jneant  by  its  being  said,  that  Christianity 
,was  part  and  parcel  of  the  law  of  the  land; 
it  was  at  best  a  very  mysterious  doctrine. 
But  he  considered  this  question  as  import- 
ant in  a  constitutional  point  of  view,  and 
^ery  important  as  a  question  of  religious 
toleration.  He  had  never  quarrelled  with 
any  man  for  his  religious  opinions;  he 
hoped  he  never  should,  and  he  had  a 
right,  therefore,  to  expect  that  no  man 
would  quarrel  with  him  for  his.  He  had 
always  felt  strongly,  and  expressed  him- 
self in  the  highest  terms  of  the  moral 
/conduct  of  the  Jews  in  this  country*  The 
noble  Marquess  read  a  letter  from  Chief 
Rabbi  Hirschel,  directed  to  Mr.  Goldsmid, 
stating,  that  any  attempt  at  making  prose- 
lytes to  their  religion  was  quite  contrary 
to  the  principles  of  the  Jews.  It  had 
been  said,  that  the  Jews  were  not  anxious 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Civil  Disabilities 
under  which  they  laboured ;  but  that  he 
distinctly  denied,  on  the  evidence  of  a  great 
uumber  of  petitions.  By  emancipating 
the  Jews,,  there  would  be  a  fairer^ oppor- 
tunity of  making  them  Christians,  than 
there  was  as  long  as  they  were  insulted  by 
.exclusions    It  would  at  all  events  enable 


the  contending  parties  to  come  amicably 
to  a  discussion  of  the  important  question, 
and  he  had  no  misgivings  as  to  the  result. 
Another  objection  which  had  been  started 
was,  that  being  in  expectation  of  shortly 
returning  to  Palestine^  they  could  not  be 
expected  to  identify  themselves  with  the 
interests  of  the  nation.  The  sacred  writers 
had  taught  them  emphatically  to  seek  the 
good  of  the  city  or  nation  among  whom 
they  dwelt;  and  it  was  very  well  known, 
that  the  Jews  now  contributed  largely  to 
several  of  our  charities.  In  the  countries 
in  which  the  Jews  had  been  pot  in  pos- 
session of  their  just  rights,  they  had  never 
abused  them.  In  France,  in  Holland, 
and  in  Jamaica,  (a  slave  colony  of  England 
setting  her  a  bright  example),  they  had  been 
admitted  to  public  stations,  and  bad  con- 
ducted themselves  well.  As  a  proof  that 
the  general  opinion  of  this  country  had 
greatly  changed  in  their  favour,  he  need 
only  mention,  that  although  last  year  a 
number  of  petitions  had  been  presented 
against  removing  the  Civil  Disabilities  of 
the  Jews,  there  was  not  one  petition  of 
that  nature  on  their  Lordships'  Table  at 
the  present  moment.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess concluded  by  submitting  his  Mo- 
tion to  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  Mabneibury  was  opposed 
to  the  measure,  both  from  two  scruples 
which  he  entertained  respecting,  it,  and 
from  the  inconveniences  of  a  formidable 
nature  which  he  was  persuaded  would 
result  from  its  adoption.  His  scruples 
were  of  a  religious  kind.  In  the  first 
place,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
extraordinary  spectacle  if  the  people  of 
a  Christian  country  like  this  were  placed 
in  a  situation  in  which  it  would  be  very 
probable  that  they  would  have  to  look  up 
to  and  receive  the  law  from  persons  who 
considered  their  religion  an  imposture. 
England  was  a  Christian  country ;  it  con* 
tained  a  variety  of  sects ;  but  still  they 
were  all  Christians;  and  it  was  quite 
impossible  that  they  could  entertain 
such  feelings  towards  one  another  as 
they  must  all  of  them  entertain  towards 
Jews.  His  second  scruple  was,  that 
Christianity  was  confirmed  by  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  Jewish  people..  By 
the  hand  of  Providence  they  were  de- 
prived of  a  home,  and  were  rendered 
strangers  in  the  land.  Wherever  they 
had  obtained  any  footing,  the  result  had 
been  disastrous.  No  man  who  had  tra- 
velled through  Poland;  where  the  Jews 
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Thtf 
tht  Mlf  or 
Uie  bddcr  with  the  kod.  At 
fHcamty  they  were  imfiMlij  pmcdcd  n 
this  oowrtrj.  To  that  DCdectioB  ho  wm 
qwto  wilbii^  to  ottow  thej  wore  ootitled, 
.hot  ho  would  gifo  them  mnAimg  noio. 
Ho  now  come  to  the  neonvaoieoett  which 
woohl  icnk  IhND  odmittiocp  them  to  o  foil 
yrticipotioo  io  the  cifil  i%hto  of  the  Eog- 
liih  peofde.  PnMMiny  thoee  righto*  it 
lid  ootheimpvobobfe  thot  moo  oC  toleat 
the  Jowe  wooki  bo  aMo  to  obtain 
if  not  in  that,  at  least  in  the  other 
-Honioof  Pofliaaifnf  WonM  there  not 
bo  a  nnnileit  ioconfonience  in  the  Mem- 
hem  of  the  Legietetore  having  two  Sab- 
baths? They  had  witnessed  the  mtfodne- 
ition  of  eevemi  Bills  for  the  better  pegnk- 
tioo  of  the  Sabbath,  He  was  not  friaKllv 
to  those  raeasores.  He  thongbt  it  mnch 
better  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  oon- 
eeienees  of  iodividaak.  But  he  oonid 
not  be  iosensiUe  to  the  ioconvenienee 
of  a  Legislatore,  the  Members  of  which 
would  have  two  distinct  Sabbaths.  The 
lesolt  might  be,  that  not  any  Sabbath 
would  be  observed.  If  Parliament  acqui- 
esced in  thb  BiU,  why  not  go  farther? 
If  they  admitted  a  Jew  to  a  full  participa- 
tion of  civil  rights,  why  not  admit  a  Ma- 
hometan,  or  a  Chinese?  Where  were 
they  to  stop?  Upon  all  these  groands 
he  should  move,  as  an  Amendment  lo  the 
original  proposition,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  lime  that  day  six  months. 

The  Earl  of  WimchUsea  seconded  the 
'Amendment,  and  he  did  so  the  more 
readily  because  be  was  convinced  that  the 
Jews  wera  indifferent  to  the  redress  which 
the  Bill  professed  to  hold  out  to  them. 
He  opposed  it,  too,  because  he  was  con- 
-vtnced,  that  the  question  had  been  origin- 
fJly  agitated  by  a  set  of  persons  who 
considered  the  present  condition  of  the 
Jews  as  a  stumbling  block  to  the  infidel 
opponents  of  the  Christian  religion.  If 
the  Bill  were  adopted,  what  confidence 
eould  a  Christian  people  have  in  the 
Legislature?  Had  an  attempt  been  made 
10  lay  their  heads  together  for  the  purpose 
of  insohtng  their  Ood,  he  did  not  tliink 
that  a  more  effective  method  of  attaining 
that  end  eould  have  been  devised.  What! 
odmit  into  a  full  participation  of  civil  rights 
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ready  than  helo  afibrd 
leetioo  on  that  point.  Bntthen 
faiw  which  aflecled  their 
Tney  moeive 
eooae  of  Ufe,  agrienllnral, 
or  manofnctnring,  they  ought 
think  proper  to  engage.  It  waa  highly 
proper  that  dieysbonld  do  sow  Bntitwas 
a  very  different  thing  when  thmr  Loidshipa 
were  called  noon  to  open  the  doors  of  Pv- 
liasaent  lo  the  Jewa;  and  he  could  not 
help  suspecting  that  on  this  point  n  num- 
ber of  persons,  for  whom  he  enteitained 
the  greateat  rsepect,  had  been  ssade  the 
instraaMnts  of  a  aet  of  individoals  whose 
aiterior  views  they  wcfo  Csr  from  aua^ 
oactm? . 

Lord  Bedsy  said,  that  his  opinion  of 
die  expediency  of  granting  the  pravcn  of 
the  Jewa  remmned  unaltered ;  Imt  he  was 
afraid  that  by  the  measure  having  been 
brought  so  soon  again  under  the  consider* 
ation  of  Pariiament,  it  was  not  so  likely 
to  meet  with  success  as  if  some  ^me  had 
been  allowed  to  intervene.  An  appre- 
hension of  that  kind  made  hhn  decline  the 
task  of  bringing  it  forward,  but  as  it  was 
before  thmr  Lordships,  it  should  have  his 
support. 

The  Archbishop  of  Ganler&ury  re- 
gretted, that  the  Bill  had  been  brought 
forward  at  the  present  period,  for  he  had 
hoped  that  the  decisive  opinion  which  the 
Hoase  had  pronounced  upon  a  similar 
measure  in  the  last  Session,  would  have 
set  the  question  at  rest  for  some  years. 
His  regret  was  not  founded  on  the  same 
grounds  as  that  felt  by  his  noble  friend 
who  had  just  spoken,  for  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  proposition  was  one  in  which 
their  Lordships  would  ever  be  disposed  to 
acquiesce.  His  objections  to  it  were  very 
much  the  same  as  those  which  had  been 
urged  by  the  noble  Earl  who  had  moved 
the  Amendment,  and  the  noble  Earl  by 
whom  that  Amendment  had  been  sup- 
ported. He  had  the  strongest  religious 
scruples  against  the  admission  of  Jews 
into  Ckristtan  legislation.  Both  that  and 
the  other  House  of  Pariiament  would  be 
degraded  in  the  eyes  of  the  country.  If 
there  were  among  their  Members  persons 
who  were  avowedly  not  Christians.  Per- 
sons who  were  not  Christians  (he  did  not 
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say  Jews  alone)  mete  surely  unfit  to  be 
membera  of  the  Legislature  called  upon  to 
enact  laws  for  a  country  whose  whole 
aystem  was  Christian*  Eiery  act  of  the 
Legislature  of  this  country  ought  to  be 
related  by  Christian  principles.  What- 
ever might  be  said  in  tavour  of  the  Jews 
an  other  respects,  it  was  impossible  that 
they  could  understand  the  Christian  faith. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  their  Lordships 
would  see  no  reason  to  alter  .the  decision 
to  which  they  had  come  in  the  last  Session. 
They  had  remoted  the  restrictions  on  the 
-Catholics,  and  therefore  the  Legislature 
was  no  longer  a  Protestant  Legislature. 
•But  that  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
go  further,  and,  by  agreeing  to  the  present 
Bill,  render  the  Legislature  no  longer  a 
Christian  Legislature.  In  fact  it  would 
induce  so  essential  an  alteration  in  the 
character  of  the  Constitution,  that  it  would 
no  longer  be  the  Christian  Legislature  of 
a  Christian  country.  When  they  con- 
sidered that,  by  passing  this  Act,  they 
might  admit  into  the  Legislature  persons 
who  not  only  conscientiously  disbelieved 
the  Christian  religion,  but  whose  belief 
implied  a  charge  of  imposture  against  the 
blessed  Founckr  of  that  religion,  he  did 
Bot  see  how  it  was  possible  to  prevent 
what  they  must  consider  as  blasphemy, 
from  being  heard  within  the  walls  of  the 
House.  When  they  eould  not  prevent 
4he  Roman  Catholic  from  declaring  in 
Parliament  his  belief  of  the  superior  purity 
of  his  religion,  how  could  they  prevent  a 
Jew  from  speaking  of  Christianity  accord- 
ing to  his  sentiments  ?  In  his  opinion  the 
character  of  the  Legislature  formed  the 
character  of  the  country,  and  how  could 
they  hope  to  preserve  the  Christian  cha- 
racter of  the  country,  if  they  admitted 
amongst  fts  rulers  an  admixture  of  persons 
hostile  to  Christianity?  He  knew  that 
auch  observations  might  be  considered  as 
the  result  of  bigotry,  and  he  might  be 
deemed  guilty  of  gross  superstition  in  say- 
ing-^but  it  was  his  conscientious  belief — 
that  the  blessings  of  Divine  Providence 
had  been  bestowed  upon  this  country  as  a 
Christian  country,  and  he  should  be  appre- 
hensive lest  those  blessings  should  be 
withdrawn  when  the  country  ceased  to 
retain  that  character.  He  knew  that  he 
shsred  this  sentiment  with  many  excel* 
lent  men,  and  it  was  his  own  conscientious 
belief.  But  even  if  that  were  not  the  case, 
he  tliought  their  Lordships  ought  not  to 
venture  upon  ao4angerous  an  experiment. 


What  reasons  had  been  ghreft  for  it?  The 
noble  Lord  who  spoke  kit,  had  net  added 
anything  to  the  arguments  which  he  ad- 
vanced mat  year ;  nor  had  the  neUe  Mar- 
quess, in  introducing  the  Bill,  answered 
any  one  of  the  objections  that  the  noble 
Lord  then  encountered,  and  which  were 
too  much  for  bin.  On  what  ground, 
then,  were  their  Lordships  called  on  id 
pass  this  Bill  ?  How  could  thsy  justify 
such  a  measure  ?  On  the  ground  of  justice 
— on  the  ground  of  right?  If  on  «ther 
of  these  grounds,  then,  of  course,  there 
was  an  enid  of  the  question.  But  he  should 
like  to  know  where  any  such  r^t  was  to 
be  found  ?  Where  did  It  existf  In  the 
law  of  ^e  land  ?  In  Parliamentary  usage, 
or  in  the  law  of  reason  ?  On  what  possible 
-ground  eould  any  man,  not  bebg  a 
Christian,  claim  a  voice  in  a  Christian 
assembly,  making  laws  for  the  regulation 
of  a  national  and  Christian  Church  ?  He 
saw  no  justice  in  such  a  claim.  But  again, 
where  was  the  advantage?  When  the 
repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts 
was  urged  upon  them,  the  advantage 
which  they  proposed  to  themselves,  was 
the  restoration  of  harmony  amongst  the 
difierent  denominations  of  Christians  in 
this  country,  and  for  that  and  other  Tea*> 
sons  the  House  consented  to  that  measure ; 
but  the  principal  reason  which  induced 
them  to  pass  that  Bill,  as  well  as  the 
Catholic  Relief  Bill,  was  to  put  an  end 
to  dissensions  and  complaints  calculated 
to  endanger  the  peace  and  harmony  of 
the  nation.  Whether  these  measures  had 
produced  the  effects  anticipated  he  could 
not  say;  but  such  were  t)ie  reasons  as- 
signed, and  with  a  certain  degree  of  prob- 
ability. But  in  what  way  the  Jews  had 
shown  any  disposition  to  resist  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  alleged  grievance  he  knew 
not.  They  had  not,  that  he  was  aware, 
evinced  any  disposition  to'  disturb  the 
peace  of  the  country.  There  was  no  danger 
which  their  Lordships  could  avert  by  such 
concession,  nor  did  he  see  anything  that 
could  be  gained  by  it.  The  Jews  were  a 
useful  class  of  citisens,  usually  occupying 
themselves  in  money-getting  callings.  He 
was  far  from  availing  himself  of  tlnit  cir- 
cumstance as  an  objection,  for  as  for  their 
being  a  money-getting  people,  he  believed 
they  had  that  propensity  in  common  with 
many  Christians.  The  verv  circumstance 
of  their  prosperity,  showed  that  no  con- 
ces8k>n  was  required  to  increase  it.  What 
advanti^s  could  they  gsin  from  conces- 
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•ion  whkh  they  did  sot  alvetdy  poMeas? 
But  it  was  to  ibe  priDcipleof  the  measore 
he  objected.  There  was  DOt  likely  to  be 
any  great  danger  of  a  large  influx  of  Jews 
into  the  Hoose,  even  H  they  passed  the 
BilL  A  Jew  was  not  Ukely  to  stand  in 
high  lavour  with  a  Christian  constituencvi 
and  it  was  almost  a  matter  of  douot 
whether  any  Jew  would  gain  admission  to 
the  House.  With  respect  to  the  Jews 
themselves,  therefore,  the  measure  would 
be  illusive..  What  good  did  the  Jews 
expect  to  accomplish  by  this  Bill  ?  Did 
they  labour  under  any  oppression  ?  Were 
they  subject  to  any  prohibitions  ?  Were 
they  compelled  to  direct  their  industry  in 
any  particular  way  ?  Were  they  confined 
to  any  particular  quarter,  forbidden  to  leave 
their  bouses  after  certain  hours  ?  Or  sub- 
ject to  any  other  of  the  oppressions  which 
were  practised  upon  them  in  ancient 
times  in  this  country,  and  still  were  in 
some  parts  of  the  Continent  ?  No ;  they 
were  as  safe  under  the  protection  of  an 
exclusively  Christian  Parliament,  as  they 
could  possibly  become  if  they  had  in  it  a 
few  representatives  of  their  own  religion. 
He  believed,  notwithstanding  what  had 
been  said,  and  the  petitions  presented, 
that  the  greater  portion  of  the  Jews  were 
perfectly  indifferent  about  the  Bill.  He 
Knew  that  some  of  them  were  decidedly 
hostile  to  the  measure,  and  sincerely  de- 
precated it  from  conscientious  reasons, 
under  all  these  circumstances  then,  and 
especially  when  the  Jews  were  by  no 
means  unanimous  amongst  themselves,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  do  much 
better  to  leave  them  as  they  were—in  the 
quiet  pursuit  of  those  occupations  which 
they. had  chosen  for  themselves,  under  the 
|>rolection  of  that  Providence  which  was 
still  extended  over  them,  and  under  the 
protection  of  equal  and  impartial  laws : 
allow  them  to  take  their  own  course,  in 
eilent  expectation  of  the  further  develop- 
ment of  the  very  peculiar  destinies  to 
which  they  looked  forward  with  hope,  and 
which  must  be  regarded  with  the  deepest 
interest  by  every  considerate  Christian.  If 
their  Lordships  did  not  take  this  course, 
they  would  run  the  risk  of  being  held  to 
show  a  disregard  for  the  religion  they 
professed,  and  of  offering  an  affront  to  its 
divine  Founder;  whereas,  by  rejecting 
this  measure,  they  would,  he  believed, 
jcause  disappointment  to  but  very  few 
iudividuals,  who  were  actuated  merely  by 
ambition — innocent  perhaps^  but  which  by 


many  of  their  fellow  religionists  was  re- 
garded as  inconsistent  with  the  principles 
of  their  belief.  The  word  emanciptttion 
was  in  this  instance  most  improperly  ap- 
plied: it  conveyed  the  idea  of  slavery; 
whereas  the  Jews  had  no  greater  disabili- 
ties to  complain  of,  than  the  great  body 
of  the  clergy  of  this  country,  who,  by  a 
particular  Act  of  Pariiament,  were  ex- 
cluded from  a  seat  in  the  other  House  of 
Legblature.  It  was  unnecessary  for  him 
to  say  more  than  that  he  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  Amendment. 

The  Earl  ofBadnor  said,  the  right  rev- 
erend Prelate  had  asked  what  good  the 
Bill  would  do?  He  would  tell  him.  The 
right  reverend  Prelate  had  plumed  himself 
strongly  upon  the  fact  that  the  Jews  were 
not  numerous;  that  they  had  not — and 
could  not  assume  a  formidable  attitude, 
and  therefore  the  House  would  incur  no 
danger  from  not  acceding  to  their  claims. 
If,  therefore,  they  were  a  large  body  of 
men,  very  troublesome,  very  turbulent, 
very  anxious  to  get  these  things,  and  were 
possessed  of  sufficient  power  to  do  a  great 
deal  of  mischief,  then,  according  to  the 
right  reverend  Prelate,  it  would  be  wise  in 
the  House  to  take  their  claims  into  favour- 
able consideration.  But  because  they  were, 
for  the  number,  good  subjects,  quiet,  and 
not  constantly  agitating  and  importuning 
the  Legidature,  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
calls  out  cut  bono — what  good  shall  we 
get  by  giving  them  this  ?  Was  not  this 
offering  a  premium  upon  disturbance  and 
agitation  ?  Was  not  this  declaring  that 
their  Lordships  were  to  be  influenced  only 
by  fear?  He  would  tell  the  House,  he 
would  tell  the  right  reverend  Prelate, 
what  good  they  would  do.  They  would 
do  justice.  The  Jews  were  loyal,  and 
admitted  subjects  of  this  realm — admitted 
to  certain  rightar— having  certain  duties 
imposed  upon  them.  He  would,  there^ 
fore,  give  them  all  the  privileges  possessed 
by  other  naturaUbom  subjects  of  his  Ma- 
jesty ;  and  this  he  would  do,  not  for  the 
sake  of  insulting  the  author  of  our  reli- 
gion (he  trusted  be  was  as  Utile  likely  to 
be  actuated  by  such  a  notion  as  the  right 
reverend  Prelate  himself),  but  in  compli- 
ance with  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  that 
author  of  Christianity,  not  to  Christians 
merely  but  to  all  mankind.  When  the 
right  reverend  Prelate  talked  of  insulting 
our  religion  by  giving  peculiar  advantages, 
he  must  say,  that  he  understood  that  reli- 
I  gion  in  a  very  different  sense.     He  bad 
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read  the  parable  of  the  good  Samaritan, 
and  it  bad  taagbt  bim  far  otberwiae  than 
to  persecute  a  Jew.  The  Jews  were  never 
more  hated  or  persecuted  by  Christians 
than  the  Samaritans  were  hated  and  per- 
secuted by  the  Jews.  Yet  our  Saviour 
praised  the  example,  not  of  the  Jew  but 
of  the  Samaritan,  and  said  unto  his  fol- 
lowers, *'  Go  and  do  thou  likewise/' 
He  would  give  full  credit  to  the  scruples 
of  his  noble  friend,  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  who  spoke  second  in  the  de- 
bate ;  but,  for  his  part,  he  could  entertain 
no.  such  scruples.  It  was  said,  tbat  we 
were  a  Christian  community,  and,  there- 
fore, could  not  admit  the  Jews;  but  should 
we  be  less  a  Christian  community  if  we 
did  admit  them  ?  Would  he  be  the  less 
a  Christian  ?  Would  any  man,  who  un- 
derstood what  Christianity  was,  and  whose 
faith  was  founded  on  his  own  reflection 
and  judgment,  be  less  a  Christian  be- 
cause Jews  were  admitted  into  the  com- 
munity? Were  the  Babylonians  less 
Pagans  because  Daniel  and  other  Jews 
were  high  in  office  amongst  them  ?  Again, 
it  was  urged  as  an  objection  against  ad- 
mitting the  Jews  into  Parliament,  that 
they  were  a  standing  miracle.  But  would 
they  be  less  a  standing  miracle  by  being 
so  admitted  ?  Did  Providence  want  any 
assistance  from  Parliament  in  order  to 
work  out  its  great  and  mysterious  designs 
with  respect  to  that  people?  He  was 
disposed  to  look  on  this  as  a  religious 
question,  if  noble  Lords  would  so  have  it, 
and  he  would  vote  for  this  Bill  on  that 
ground ;  and  if  it  were  the  will  of  Provi- 
dence that  this  people  should  remain  for 
a  time  a  standing  miracle  to  the  rest  of 
mankind,  they  would  not  be  the  less  so 
for  any  civil  regulations  which  we  might 
make  with  respect  to  them.  But  then  he 
had  urged  the  very  popular  objection,  that 
Christianity  was  a  part  and  parcel  of  the 
law  of  the  land.  He  would  admit,  that 
there  were  many  things  relating  to  our 
religious  worship  and  Christian  observance 
which  were  embodied  in  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  it  did  not  follow  that  all  oar 
legislative  enactments  were  founded  on 
Christianity.  As  well  might  we  say,  that 
our  standard  of  currency,  or  the  regula- 
tions respecting  cur  army  and  navy,  were 
founded  on,  or  were  a  part  of,  Christianity, 
as  to  say,  that  an  Act  of  this  kind  would 
be  inconsistent  with  Christian  principles. 
The  argument'  reminded  him  of  an  anec- 
dote during  our  dispute  with  our  American 


colonies  before  the  war.  A  GentlemaB 
who  had  heard  the  complaints  of  the 
Americans  of  being  taxed  without  repre- 
sentation often  urged,  said,  that  the  com- 
plaints were  utterly  groundless,  that  the 
American  Colonies  were  supposed  to  be 
part  and  parcel  of  the  parish  of  Greenwich^ 
in  Kent ;  and,  as  to  representation,  they 
were  fully  represented  by  the  knights  of 
the  shire  of  that  county.  In  much  the 
same  sense  we  might  say,  that  our  lawa 
were  part  and  parcel  of  Christianity,  or 
that  Christianity  was  part  and  parcel  of 
our  laws.  But  it  was  said,  that  we  should 
not  admit  the  Jews  to  any  eligibility  t» 
our  Legislature,  because  they  would  then 
have  a  voice  in  matters  relating  to  a  re- 
ligion in  which  they  did  not  believe  ;  but 
at  present  they  had,  in  fact,  a  voice  in 
matters  relating  to  religion.  Jews  were 
allowed  to  serve  in  many  parochial  and 
other  offices;  they  served  as  overseers, 
and  by  the  decision  of  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite,  Jews  had  been  admitted  to 
vote  in  the  choice  of  a  Vicar  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church.  Poland  had  been  referred 
to,  and  it  had  been  said,  that  Poland 
suffered  greatly  from  Jews  ;  in  short,  that 
it  was  completely  Jew- ridden,  they  having 
mortgages  of  all  the  principal  properties. 
But  if  it  were  meant  to  insinuate  that  we 
were  Jew-ridden,  would  this  Bill  make  us 
less  so  ?  Would  it  be  the  means  of  Jews 
getting  more  mortgages  over  the  land? 
No  doubt,  many  lands  were  mortgaged  to 
Jews  at  this  moment ;  but  he  did  not  see 
how  this  Bill  would  offend  either  mortgager 
or  mortgagee.  He  would  support  the  Bill, 
not  either  to  disgrace  or  insult  the  Saviour, 
but  in  order  practically  to  evince  his 
obedience  to  the  Divine  command  of 
''  doing  unto  others  as  you  would  they 
should  do  unto  you,"  and  to  show  **  charity 
to  all  mankind." 

The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  explained. 
He  begged  not  to  be  understood  as  guilty 
of  the  presumption  of  wishing  to  struggle 
with  the  v^ays  of  Providence. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  wished 
to  set  himself  right  with  the  House.  It 
was  not  because  there  was  no  danger 
merely  that  he  opposed  the  Bill.  He  said, 
that  if  the  concessions  were  founded  in 
justice,  then  all  opposition  was  at  an  end ; 
and  then,  having  disposed  of  the  question 
of  justice,  he  proceeded  to  combat  that  of 
expediency. 

The  Marquess  of  We$tmeath,  in  voting 
against  this  Bill,  disclaimed  anything  like 
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II  dntie  to  penecote  th^  Jews.  He  hoped 
he  had  as  orach  Chrislian  charity  as  the 
Doble  Lord  opposite,  bat  he  did  not  see 
that  Christian  charity  towards  the  Jews 
cstUed  on  them  to  irachristianize  the  Legis* 
latiiee. 

The  Marquess  of  Wetimintter  briefly 
leplied: — Some  of  the  inconTeoiences  that 
bad  been  alluded  to  had  been  experienced 
in  Jamaica  and  Canada,  where  Jews  were 
admitted  to  the  highest  offices. 

The  Honse  divided  on  the  original  ques^ 
lion :  Contents  (  present  24 ;  proxies  14  ) 
38.  Not*oontents  (  present  80  ;  proxies 
50  )  130— Majority  92. 

Bill  put  off  for  six  nnrnths* 

HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
MmdM^^  June  23,  1834. 

MnrvTsa.]]  Bilb.  Raid  a  leoood  CIiim; — ^Regtotntfon  of 
¥MHi.»-llMd  •tfaiid  ttee»— OfMOwich  HoqiteL 

Petitionf  |wtw  iitml  By  Sir  Robset  Fsmoiwoiit  ftxmi  Kids.* 
■Idy,  In  fiiTOur  of  the  Bankrupts  (Scotland)  Bill ;  fhxn 

•  Soaoaia,  i»  Prateotion  to  tlia  Chnrch  of  SooCland.— By 
Sir  Ronar  lHoi.ia»  ftom  one  Plaaib  ivainit  tha  Ctarimaaf 
the  Dinanteni  ftom  wrand  Plaoai,  agalnit  tha  Sepantlan 
of  Church  and  State.^By  the  lame,  Mestn.  Bbli« 
BrAMiMr,  BBAUMOirr,  Sir  Srspsan  QiYimu,  Laid 
WjynarAiix*  Sir  Robbst  Pbbi*  and  Colond  UAnwam, 
from  a  Numher  of  Plaoas,— 4br  Protection  to  the  Church 
of  England.— By  SbrH.  Pabnblu  ftom  Dundee,  against  tlie 
Com  Laai»r*>By  Mr.  Runrmn,  turn  DubUn,  againit  tha 

and  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Union.— By  Mr.  FaBfluaaoir, 
ftoni  Mortloeltf  for  ProtoctloB  to  die  Church  of  Seoliand. 
«^iy  Mr.  HiBi.iifP,  flfom  Dnrfaaa*  against  tha  Chmeh 
Rates  BilL— By  Mr.  Huobbb  Hv«kb4»  ftom  one  PlaoB^ 
agunst  the  Admission  of  Dissenters  to  the  Univaciities. — 
•»4y  Mr.  MiIiBB,  Ihxn  Ibur  Pfaucs,  against  the  Claims  of 
tlw  tWawutaia.  By  gir  Jacob  Aanar,  fton  Holt,  tat 
altering  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — By  Sir  Edwabo  Khaxcb- 
BOix»  Sir  Hkhrt  Ha&dihqb,  Sir  John  Ttbbll.  Sir 
RoBBB*  Pbbiu  Mc  HoDttia^  and  Mr.  Milbb,  ftom  a 
Niimhcr  of  Phna^—agatnt  tha  Sq^aiBtiaa  of  CInnh  an* 
State.— By  Mr.  Mobb  O'Fbbball.  from  Monaghan*  for 
aitending  the  Lord's  Day  Obsenranoe  Bill  to  Ireland.— By 
'  Mr.  J.  Omtald^  Aon  Glasgow,  ior  the  Repeal  of  tha  Law 
of  fintaili  aIso,foTRemoviiwtheQTUDifabl]ltiaBoftha 
Jewst  also  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Cotton  WooL— 
By  Mr.  W.  Rocbb,  fhxn  fliree  Plaoes,  for  the  Repeal  of 
tha  Unions— By  tha  aaae^  Mr.  Wauob^  Mr.  DoBBnr, 
and  Mr.  Mobb  0'Fbbbau«  ftom  •  Number  of  Plaaas,— 
for  the  total  Abolition  of  Tithes.— By  Sir  F.  Bx.akb,  ftom 
tha  BaptirtiQf  Ford  FMge,  for  Rallafto  tha  Diaentcn. 

Tithes  (Irblahd).]  On  the  Motion 
of  Mk  Litdeton  the  Tithes  (Ireland)  Bill 
wes  ordeiicd  to  be  lecommitted. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  lea?e 
the  Chair. 

Mi.  LiUlet^n  taid»  that  on  making  that 
Motioik  he  Ml  that  the  House  would  ex- 
pect firom  him  a  brief  explanation  of  the 
aitenatioBS  whieh  it  was  now  proposed  to 
make  in  the  Committee  on  this  measore. 
He  had  on  a  fonner  occasion  stated,  that 
he  ahcMddi  mave  that  this  Bill  be  lecom- 


mitted  pro  forma,  in  order  that  the  Amende 
ments  which  he  intended  to'propose,  should 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill>  and  then  printed. 
He  now  found,  that  those  Amendments 
required  omissions  rather  than  insertions 
to  be  made  in  the  Bill.  He  should  not, 
therefore,  require  the  Bill  to  be  committed 
in  order  to  be  reprinted,  especially  as  the 
reprinting  would  occasion  delay,  which 
at  this  period  of  ihe  »Session  it  was 
advisable  to  avoid.  The  principal  altera* 
tions  in  the  measure  suggested  by  Govern^ 
ment  had  been  already  under  the  notice 
of  the  House.  They  consisted  of  the 
omission  of  that  part  of  the  measure 
which  invested  the  revenue  of  the  Church 
in  land,  and  consequently  of  the  redemp* 
tion  Clauses.  The  composition  would,  on 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  be  converted  into 
a  land-tax  payable  to  the  Crown,  and 
that  land-tax  would  be  collected  by  the 
Crown  in  the  same  amounts  and  from  the 
same  parties  who  were  now  liable  for  the 
composition.  This  would  continue  for  five 
years.  The  reasons  why  that  period  was 
deemed  the  most  eligible  he  had  stated 
upon  a  former  occasion,  and  they  were  sim- 
ply these— that  some  period  was  neces- 
sary to  enable  the  Government  to  give  to 
the  land-tax  that  value  and  stability  which 
it  did  not  possess  in  the  character  of  com- 
position. Another  reason  was,  that  five 
years  would  be  required  for  the  recovery 
of  the  annual  instalments  of  one-fifth  of 
the  sums  advanced  to  the  tithe-owners 
under  the  Act  of  last  Session.  The  amount 
so  collected  would  be  paid  to  the  tithe« 
owners,  sulsject  to  a  deduction  of  15  per 
cent  to  cover  the  expenses  of  collecting. 
At  the  end  of  five  years  it  was  proposed 
that  four-fifths  of  the  land-tax  be  con- 
verted into  a  rent-charge  to  be  imposed 
on  the  owners  of  estates  of  inheritance. 
Such  parties  were  to  have  the  power  of 
recovering  it  from  their  tenants  and  sub-* 
tenants,  and  all  who  were  primarily  liable 
under  the  existing  law  of  composition.  The 
amount  of  these  rent-charges  so  collected 
by  the  Crown  were  to  be  paid  to  the  tithe*- 
owner,  subject  to  a  further  deduction  of 
2|  per  cent  for  the  expense  of  collection. 
There  was  another  alteration,  however, 
which  he  must  mention.  In  the  measure 
which  he  had  first  submitted  to  the  House, 
it  was  proposed  that  [any  parties  now  lia-^ 
ble  to  the  composition,  or,  after  the  pass- 
ing  of  this  Act,  to  the  land-tax,  who 
should  voluntarily  make  a  payment  in 
commutation  of  their  liability  within  an 
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Msigaed  period  ftt  cerlain  given  places, 
should  be  allowed  a  certain  amouot  of 
discount.  It  was  ia  the  breast  of  the 
House  to  decide  what  the  amount  of  that 
discount  should  be.  Government,  under 
the  assumption  that  these  voluntary  pay- 
ments would  be  ueitber  very  large  nor 
Tery  numerous,  thought  that  it  might 
safely  allow  to  those  who  made  them  the 
full  amount  of  15  per  cent.  That  was 
however  a  subject  for  further  cousidera- 
tion.  It  was  also  proposed  that  any  per-* 
son  having  an  estate  of  inheritance  should 
incur  the  rent-charge  sooner,  if  he  thought 
6t.  The  reasons  which  induced  Govern- 
ment to  thiuk.  that  it  would  be  better  to 
omit  the  Clauses  which  sanctioned  the  in- 
vestments in  land,  were  the  almost  uni- 
versal representations  which  were  Biade 
by  those  who  were  its  firmest  supporters, 
not  only  in  Ireland  but  also  in  that  House, 
that  the  amount  would  be  so  excessive  as 
to  be  injurious  to  the  country,  asbd  that  it 
would  lead  to  a  great  bcrease  in  the  po- 
litical influence  of  the  Church.  If  th« 
House  sbouki  think,  that  a  rent-charge  of 
(bur-fi/ths  the  amount  of  tithes  might 
be  imposed  without  haviog  recourse  to 
an  investiture  in  land^  that  would  answer 
every  purpose,  for  it  would  secure  tha 
clergy  an  income  of  such  ^n  amount  as, 
considering  its  improved  value,  might  be 
sufiBcient,  and  which  they  could  not  other- 
wise obtain  In  addition  to  those  altera- 
tions, it  was  intended  to  insert  a  provision 
giving  a  right  of  appeal  against  the  valua- 
tion of  the  amount  of  tithe  composition 
in  certaji^  cases  which  seemed  to  require 
such  a  provision  and  under  certain  re- 
strictions as  to  its  exercise.  He  had 
stated  on  a  former  occasion,  and  was 
ready  to  repeat,  that  he  fully  believed  the 
Commissioners,  as  a  body,  had  discharged 
their  duty  with  strict  integrity  and  a  re- 
markable degree  of  judgment.  However, 
ther«  might  be  exceptions,  and  in  particu- 
lar cases  great  inconvenience,  and  possib- 
Uy  some  injustice,  might  have  resulted 
from  various  causes  Uy  certain  parties. 
The  Acts  of  Parliament  under  which  the 
valuation  was  made  might  have  imposed 
the  necessity  of  such  occurrences  in  pe- 
culiar cases  without  any  fault  of  the 
Commissioners.  With  a  view  to  such 
cases^  it  was  his  intention  to  pv>pose  a 
Clause  which  would  entitle  parties  to  an 
appeal.  He  thought  it  would  be  admitted 
that  individuals  might  be  so  circumstan- 
ced as  to  entitle  tl^m  to  the  considera- 


tion of  Parlfaaient.  In  refefence  to  the 
right  of  appeal,  he  would  merely  state 
thai  it  was  proposed,  in  any  parish  where 
seven  rate-payers  to  the  amount  of  noi 
less  than  20s.  each,  should  send  to  the 
Commissioners  of  land  revenue  a  memo* 
!  rial  stating  their  grounds  of  appeal,  the 
Lord-lieutenant  should  be  empowered  to 
direct  three  Barristers  to  constitute  a 
Court  for  the  purpose  of  revising  the 
amount  of  composition.  The  limitations 
were  very  numerous,  and  not  ooJy  tba 
grounds  of  appeal  were  restricted  hij  ex- 
press stipulations  which  the  House  would 
be  called  on  to  enact,  but  other  regular 
tions  were  proposed,  which,  however,  il 
was  not  BOW  necessary  for  him  to  dwell 
upon,  as  the  provisions  would  so  sooa  be 
in  Gentlemen's  hands.  Having  made 
thisbrief  statement  of  the  altera  tiona  which 
he  proposed  in  the  measure,  he  vroukl 
move,  that  the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  (yCanneU  was  sorry  to  obtrude 
himself  on  the  attention  of  the  House  at 
so  ewly  a  stage  of  the  debate,  especially 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thoughir 
ftt  to  open  so  little  of  the  merits  or  de- 
merits of  the  measure  under  coaaidera-* 
tion. 

Mr.  Liitlettm  beeged  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's pardon ;  perhaps  he  alight  be  per- 
mitted to  state  one  thing  which  he  had 
omitted  to  mention,  namely,  that  appeals 
would  be  granted  under  the  Kability  of 
the  parties  appealing  to  pay  eosts^  int 
order  to  prevent  frivolous  appeals. 

Mr.  O'Cormell  resomed. — ^The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  alterations  rdated  only 
to  minor  details ;  of  coarse,  tberefove,  he 
(Mr.  O'Conneli)  could  not  vary  the  course 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  and  in 
which  he  felt  bound  to  persevere.  He 
would  not  e^ter  into  the  details  of  the 
Bill  more  than  he  could  possibly  help,, 
and  still  less  should  he  attempt  to  discuss, 
except  to  the  extent  of  two  or  three  words, 
what  bad  latdv  ftiUen  isom  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman.  It  was  manifest  that  the' 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  raeoa  to> 
abide  by  the  pcesent  valuation,  iaesmucli 
as  the  amount  of  compensation  fixed  by 
the  Commissiooers  was  to  be  lidile  to  in- 
vestigation, with  due  precautions,  cakur 
lated  neither  te  exclude  just  claims^  nor 
encourage  frivolous  or  vexatious  appeals^ 
This  was  pecfectly  fair,  and  Irishmen  re- 
quired no  mere  on  this  poinU  They  weieN 
quite  psady  to-  cenaent  to  every  pmcatttionr 
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to  prevent  appeals  beings  rendered  inttra- 
meats  of  annoyaDce  to  any  party.  Cer- 
tainly it  might  be  considered  as  matter  of 
consolation  to  Irish  Members  and  the 
people,  that  the  Government  saw  the  pro- 
priety of  affording  an  investigation  vrhere 
It  was  absolutely  required  by  the  justice 
of  the  case.  He  passed  by  this  alteration 
with  approbation  of  its  principle^  and  an 
expression  of  hope  that  the  details  would 
be  found  suited  to  useful  purposes.  He 
came  now  to  the  measure  itself.  What 
was  its  real  principle.  It  consisted  in  this 
— ^that  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
these  countries,  the  Crown  was  to  become 
the  great  tithe-owner,  the  King  was  to  be 
placed  in  a  new  position, — the  Church 
was  to  disappear  in  the  collection  of  tithes, 
and  his  Majesty  was  to  take  its  place, 
through  the  Attorney  General,  acting, 
not  as  a  spiritual  functionary,  but  as 
pecuniary  head  of  the  Church.  Bishops, 
Deans,  Rectors,  and  Vicars,  were  all  to 
disappear,  and  tithes  were  to  be  extin- 
guished in  name  and  nature,  and  some- 
thing else  of  a  different  kind  was  to  be 
substituted.  The  course  proposed  was 
any  thing  but  satisfactory.  The  first 
thing  the  Irish  people  required  was,  that 
the  burthens  of  the  people  should  be 
lightened.  Was  that  the  case  ?  Not  at 
all.  What  mattered  it,  whether  the  tithe  | 
collector  was  the  Church,  or  the  King,  or  ] 
the  Attorney  General,  or  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  Forests  ?  What  was 
the  use  of  changing  names  ?  What  occa- 
sion was  there  for  making  a  great  and  ex- 
tensive experiment  for  the  purpose  of 
altering  titles,  and  mystifying  the  people 
with  words  ?  That  was  neither  wise  nor 
statesmanlike.  It  was  mere  dictionary 
science.  Tithes  were  to  be  called  land- 
tax — the  Church  was  to  be  represented 
by  the  King — in  short,  these  was  to  be 
another  edition  of  Johnson's  Dictionary, 
with  new  definitions  of  words.  That  was 
all  the  good  to  be  got  from  the  measure. 
What  was  the  mischief?  For  the  next 
five  years,  there  was  to  be  no  mitigation 
or  diminution  of  the  burthen.  Why,  then, 
change  its  name  ?  Simply  because  Ireland 
was  disgusted  with  the  name  of  tithes,  and 
the  people  had  adopted  a  sullen,  dogged 
determination  not  to  pay  them.  Having 
persevered  for  more  than  seventy  years,in  a 
vain  attempt  to  collect  tithes  against  the 
inclination  of  the  people,  the  people  had 
every  year  become  more  and  more  resolved 
not  to  pay  them,and  now  they  were,  in  fact, 


at  an  end.  What  was  the  conseqaenoe  of 
the  attempts  to  collect,  and  of  the  refusal  to 
pay,  tithes?  They  had  last  year  disturb- 
ances,— they  had  still  a  few  agrarian  dis- 
turbances,— and  he  did  not  know,  that 
they  would  ever  be  without  them,  so  long 
as  the  present  system  continued.  To  in- 
crease those  disturbances,  they  declared 
war  against  the  Irish  people.  They  took 
down  the  ensign  of  the  Church,  and  raised 
the  royal  standard.  They  should  not  raise 
that  standard  as  a  black  flag,  with  twe 
victis  inscribed  on  it,  and  war  to  extermi- 
nation. But  they  did.  They  were  now 
making  the  Government  turn  out  to  levy 
tithes  or  land-tax,  call  it  what  they  pleased. 
Horse,  foot,  artillery,  and  marines,  were  to 
be  employed  to  help  to  levy  it.  Was  this  in 
aid  of  the  Church.  They  had  done  enough 
in  that  way  already.  Before  the  Reforma- 
tion, there  were  no  statutes  for  the  collec- 
tion of  tithes,  yet  tithes  were  always  col- 
lected without  difficulty.  In  the  reign  of 
Henry  8th,  three  Acts  were  passed  for  the 
levying  of  tithes,  from  that  period  to  the 
Union  thirty-one,  and  from  the  Union  to 
the  present  time,  eleven.  Here  was  a 
total  of  forty-five  statutes  to  enforce  tithes, 
which,  at  the  end,  were  not  so  well  paid 
as  when  there  existed  no  statute  upon  the 
subject  at  all.  Why  were  tithes  paid  be- 
fore statutes  had  been  passed  on  the  sub- 
ject? Because  there  was  a  union  be- 
tween the  people  and  the  clergy.  The 
people  got  value  for  their  tithes,  and  the 
clergy  only  received  the  wages  of  labour. 
Was  that  the  case  now  ?  They  had  ap- 
pointed a  commission  to  ascertain  it — a 
commission  which  would  report,  God 
knew  when,  if  ever — a  roving,  cruising 
commission,  which,  he  repeated,  would 
report  God  knew  when  or  what.  Did 
any  person  want  a  commission  for  that 
purpose?  Was  it  not  known  already,  that 
the  mass  of  the  people  of  Ireland  received 
no  benefit  from  the  Established  Church, 
and  that  for  seventy  years,  a  servile  war, 
only  interrupted  by  short  periods  of  dull 
and  snllen  repose,  had  raged  against 
tithes?  He  did  not  like  to  enter  into 
such  topics — he  did  not  like  to  revive  re- 
ligious feuds^  and  feelings  of  anti- 
Christian  hatred  ;  but  he  must  say,  that 
the  cause  which  stained  with  blood  the 
annals  of  Ireland  was  to  be  found  in  the 
attempt  to  enforce  the  payment  of  tithes, 
and  the  privileges  of  the  Established 
Church,  in  spite  of  the  feelings  of  the 
people.    For  the  purposes  of  this  argu-' 
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inent,  let  him  conceive,  that  the  Protestant 
religion  was  better  than  the  Catholic  (of 
course  he  did  not  belieye  it  to  be  so,  or 
he  would  become  a  Protestant  to- 
morrow), and  then,  taking  the  matter 
historically,  let  him  ask  those  who  must 
wish  to  make  Ireland  an  active  and 
strengthening  portion  of  the  empire — let 
him  ask  those  to  look  at  the  effects  which 
the  Established  Church  had  produced  in 
that  country — a  church  begotten  in  vio- 
lence, nursed  in  blood,  fed  with  the  mi- 
series and  the  tears  of  the  people,  and 
productive  of  discontents  and  struggles 
for  a  period  of  300  years.  Why  was  the 
Treaty  of  Limerick  violated  ? — But  he 
would  not  enter  into  such  details.  Let  it 
be  supposed,  that  the  Irish  were  stamped 
with  absurdity,  incapable  of  reasoning, 
and  the  victims  of  juggling  priests — let  all 
this  be  granted,  still  he  had  the  fact,  that 
the  struggle  in  favour  of  the  Established 
Church  had  convulsed  the  country ;  and 
knowing  that,  he  implored  the  sound  and 
rational  portion  of  the  English  and  Scotch 
Members,  to  take  \n>o  consideration  the 
state  of  the  Irish  Church,  with  a  view  to 
terminate  the  struggle  for  predominance, 
and  the  scramble  for  property,  and  to 
offer  something  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
in  the  shape  of  conciliation.  When  this 
subject  was  before  the  House  on  a  former 
occasion,  it  commenced  with  a  scene  of 
recrimination  between  the  late  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  and  himself.  He  was 
ready  to  take  the  blame  entirely  on  him- 
self, and  he  only  now  alluded  to  it  for  the 
purpose  of  reminding  the  House,  that  at 
the  close  of  the  discussion,  he  threw  aside 
every  unpleasant  feeling,  and  cast  himself 
upon  the  House,  with  a  view  to  obtain  some 
measure  of  conciliation  for  Ireland.  He 
told  them  then,  and  he  now  repeated, 
that  after  the  defeat  of  the  Repeal  ques- 
tion by  so  overwhelming  a  majority,  the 
Legislature  stood  pledged  to  listen  to  the 
just  complaints  of  Ireland,  and  to  give 
practical  relief  and  redress  of  grievances. 
He  reminded  them  of  the  declaration  of 
the  Cabinet  Minister,  for  which  no  man 
was  more  grateful  than  himself,  that 
tithes  were  a  subject  of  just  complaint. 
He  then  threw  himself  on  the  House,  and 
implored  it  to  join  in  that  declaration,  and 
carry  it  into  practical  effect.  He  called 
for  a  diminution  of  the  amount  to  be 
levied  as  tithes,  with  a  view  to  the  relief 
of  the  people.  Had  Ministers  responded 
to  that  call  ?  Wats  there  one  word  about 
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diminution  at  present  in  the  Bill  ?  Not 
a  single  word.  Five  years  were  to  elapse 
before  a  single  farthing  was  to  be  lessened. 
Ireland  was  in  a  political  fever ;  and  what 
did  they,  propose  in  the  way  of  a  remedy, 
or  mitigation,  for  five  years?  Nothing 
whatsoever.  They  postponed  all  change 
for  that  period,  and  proposed  to  levy  the 
full  amount  by  the  exercise  of  the  entire 
power  of  the  State.  He  had  offered  a  plan 
to  the  House  which  was  suggested  to  him 
by  an  hon.  Member,  with  a  view  to  a  re- 
duction in  the  amount  of  titlif^n;  but  the 
King's  Ministers  totally  rejected  llie  plan. 
There  was  to  be  no  reduction.  Alas !  a 
feud  had  arisen  in  Ireland,  and  disconteiit 
was  excited  there,  as  if  we  were  disposed 
to  betray  the  national  cause,  by  allowing 
the  existence  of  tithe  in  any  shape.  This 
showed  the  feeling  prevalent  in  Ireland. 
They  might  say  the  agitators  were  to  blame. 
Not  so.  A  political  volcano  existed  in  the 
soil ;  the  flame  was  not  excited  by  the 
breath  of  agitators,  the  superincumbent 
pressure  gave  it  force,  and  in  the  convul- 
sion, the  elements  of  social  order  were 
scattered  to  the  winds.  Whose  was  the 
error  ? — whose  the  fault  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  proceeded  to  say,  that 
he  did  not  think  the  landlords  were  to  get 
any  bonus  by  this  £ill.  He  did  not  think, 
that  they  ought  to  be  ill-treated  by  Go- 
vernment, and  converted  into  tithe  proc- 
tors. He  wanted  nothing  for  the  land- 
lords but  that  they  should  not  be  placed 
in-  a  worse  situation  than  heretofore.  He 
could  assure  the  House,  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  been  but  too  much  and  too  long 
aggrieved, — they  were  now  determined  to 
be  satisfied.  But  the  Government  gave 
not  even  a  present  reduction  of  the  ob- 
noxious burthen.  Was  not  this  a  time  to 
throw  oil  on  the  troubled  waters,  to  miti- 
gate political  asperities,  to  quiet  and  tran- 
quillize the  people  ?  Was  any  attempt  of 
this  kind  made  ?  No ;  the  Government 
did  nothing.  Good  God !  was  there  ever 
such  insanity  ?  Five  years  was  a  century 
in  the  future  history  of  Ireland.  Nations 
now  reckoned,  not  by  ages,  but  by  days, 
weeks,  and  months.  Talk  of  a  reduction 
five  years  hence !  Prophecy  something 
about  the  millennium,  and  he  would 
listen  as  attentively.  Five  years  hence! 
Why,  you  might  as  well  say,  that  in  the 
year  2,500  of  the  Christian  era,  something 
might  happen  to  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  plan  was  to  continue  for  ^ye 
years.  That  was  an  eternity.  Mean- 
•^B 


J 


739 


{COMMONS} 


{Ireland,) 


740 


while,  was  not  the  present  burthen  to  be 
mitigated?  No.  Was  it  to  be  aggra- 
vated ?  Yes.  At  present,  the  clergy  or 
tithe-owners  covld  only  distrain  for  their 
demand ;  but  pass  this  Bill,  and  parties 
coald  have  an  extent,  seize  the  land, 
goods,  and  body,  and  break  in  by  open  vio- 
lence on  the  sanctity  of  private  dwellings 
by  day  or  night.  Oh  !  that  House  had  the 
lion's  share,  and  the  lion*s  strength,  with- 
out the  lion's  fabled  generosity.  Let  them 
look  at  the  history  of  tithes,  within  their 
own  recollection.  In  the  first  year  of  his 
late  much  revered  Majesty  George  4th, 
tithe  was  a  claim,  not  on  the  land  or  the 
landlord,  but  on  the  grower  of  the  crop; 
and  if  the  claim  were  not  enforced  against 
him,  the  land  was  free.  Tithe  couM  not 
be  levied  by  distraining  on  the  actual 
owner.  Parties  must  go  into  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Court ;  and  if  the  occupier  chose, 
he  could  give  the  clergyman  notice  to 
come  and  draw  his  tithe,  and  the  latter 
must  send  persons  to  do  so — no  easy 
matter  sometimes — or  give  the  occupier 
liberal  terms.  The  occupier  might  say  to 
the  tithe-owner,  **  1  am  the  quietest  roan 
in  the  world,  but  I  live  in  a  troublesome 
neighbourhood.  However,  I  am  ready  to 
count  out  your  tithes,  and  you  may  carry 
them  home,  if  you  can  ;  or,  if  you  prefer 
it,  I  will  pay  you  the  amount  at  such  a 
time."  He  must  do  the  clergy  the  justice 
to  say,  that,  generally,  where  they  lived 
on  the  spot,  and  managed  their  own  tithes, 
they  were  liberal,  and  seldom  had  any 
quarrels  with  the  peasantry.  The  peasantry 
in  general  got  excellent  terms  from  the 
lay- impropriator  also.  It  was  the  tithe- 
proctor  and  tithe-jobber  who  were  moat 
complained  of.  How  did  the  case  stand 
now,  as  regarded  tithes  ?  The  land  was 
liable,  a  right  to  distrain  was  given,  an 
action  for  debt  was  also  permitted,  a  civil 
bill  for  debt,  sweeping  ail  from  the  land, 
no  matter  who  occupied  it,  with  one  single 
exception.  What  was  proposed  now  ?  All 
advantages  were  accumulated  for  the  col- 
lection of  tithe  or  land-tax.  The  Bill  made 
it  a  Crown  process— issued  an  extent — put 
a  receiver  on  the  property.  How  would 
this  affect  the  unfortunate  tenant  ?  Were 
they  aware,  that  in  Ireland  the  nominal 
was  much  greater  than  the  real  rent- 
roll,  and  that  when  a  receiver  was 
appointed  under  this  Bill,  he  must 
insist  upon  the  last  farthing.  What 
would  be  the  consequence?  The  links 
of  society  would  be  torn  asunder— the  re- 


ceiver woald  become  a  rack-rent  inquiskor 
and  torturer,  who  extorted  the  last  far- 
thing from  the  wretched  peasant.  Ac- 
cording to  Chancery  practice,  abatements 
were  made  when  the  rent  was  too  high, 
hut  this  Bill  would  prevent  any  such  thing. 
If  the  House  were  to  permit  such  a  Bill 
to  pass,  what  a  despotic  power  would  it 
give  over  the  landed  prG^rty  of  indi* 
viduals !  Talk  of  a  corrupt  Parliament  I 
What  influence  could  be  equal  to  a  power 
which  enabled  the  Government  to  tamper 
with  so  many  men's  estates  ?  The  more 
he  looked  at  the  measure,  and  the  more 
he  contrasted  the  collection  of  tithes  now 
with  the  mode  of  levying  them  up  to  the 
1st  of  George  4th,  the  more  he  was  dis- 
gusted, and  felt  that  people  ought  the 
more  to  tremble  at  the  effects  of  the  plaa 
proposed  to  be  adopted  and  meant  to  be 
enforced  by  the  law,  the  police,  the  mili- 
tary— in  short,  by  the  whole  power  of  the 
State.  If  tithes  were  not  regularly  paid, 
what  would  be  the  consequence  ?  Every 
November  there  would  be  certificates  at 
the  Treasury  of  the  amount  which  the 
clergy  were  to  receive.  Government 
must  pay  that  sum — perhaps  500,000/., 
while  it  could  probably  collect  only 
30,000/.  Suppose  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  were  asleep,  was  there  no  other 
economical  Member  in  the  House  to 
notice  this.^  Last  year  28,000/.  directly, 
and  more  than  30,000/.  indirectly,  was 
laid  out  in  the  shape  of  wear  of  mihtary 
accoutrements  and  removal  of  troops,  and 
all  for  what  ?-— To  collect  1 2,000/.  Hav- 
ing levied  that  amount  of  tithes,  the 
process  was  found  rather  expensive,  and 
stopped.  Well,  would  the  case  be 
mended  under  this  Bill  ?  There  would 
be  500,000/.  to  pay,  and  the  collec- 
tions might  amount  to  30,000/.,  with  the 
aid  of  horse,  foot,  and  artillery.  The 
British  army  would  go  out  pig-hunting 
one  night,  blanket-catching  another,  to 
collect  tithe  or  Land-tax.  They  would 
go  on  that  holy  crusade,  and  come  back 
with  the  glory  and  honour  of  having  paid 
500,000/.  and  received  30,000/.  But 
suppose  the  whole  500,000/.  was  levied, 
how  would  it  be  effected  ?-^-by  a  war  in 
Ireland — by  having  skirmishes  in  every 
field!  Oh,  what  a  service  on  which  to 
employ  our  .  brave  troops ! — to  set  our 
field  officers  to  work,  blanket-catching, 
and  make  the  Attorney-General  pig-hunter 
general  to  the  Irish  people  !  Government 
must  show  its  imbecility,  and  be  taunted 
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with  its  weakness,  if  it  took  this  oouise. 
Would  they  resort  to  extortion  and  exter- 
mination? That  was  the  situation  into 
which  the  Bill  drove  them,  for  it  made  the 
Government  tithe-owner  general,  and  en« 
forced  the  demand  without  mitigation. 
He  had  required  a  reasonable  reduction, 
and  he  got  nothing  for  five  years.  He 
also  said,  that  a  r^uction  would  not  do 
without  an  appropriation  of  the  surplus. 
Now,  we  were  neither  to  have  reduction 
nor  appropriation.  That  was,  the  black- 
fiag-— IMS  vietis — was  on  the  people.  One 
duty  more  he  had  to  perform :  if  they 
would  not  give  immediate  reduction,  atleast 
let  them  give  the  people  consolation,  and 
afford  some  satisfaction  to  their  advocates 
by  concedingthe  question  of  appropriation. 
iJet  them  give  that,  and  the  Insh  Members 
could  venture  to  wait  a  little,  and  call  on 
the  people  to  wait,  for  the  admission 
would  conciliate  many ;  and  it  would  give 
them  such  power  to  persuade  and  talk 
diBttnctly  and  satisfactorily  to  the  people. 
It  might  be  said,  that  be  had  acted  im- 
properly on  the  last  occasion  in  making  a 
proposal  to  grant  the  Catholic  clergy 
glebes  and  manses.  He  did  not  say  he 
was  authorised  to  make  that  proposition, 
or  that  the  .Catholic  priests  would  be  will- 
ing to  aooede  to  it,  but  the  contrary.  He 
knew,  that  the  Catholic  clergy  did  not  )prish 
any  such  thing,  but  he  had  thrown  out  the 
suggestion  ibr  peace  sake;  670  years  had 
elapsed  since  the  connexion  between 
England  and  Ireland  commenced,  and 
peace  had  never  been  obtained.  English- 
men were  still  in  an  adverse  country, 
where  the  population  considered  them  as 
strangers  and  foreigners.  Give  them  one 
proof  of  a  real  union  between  the  countries^ 
Show  them,  that  English,  Irish,  and 
Scotch,  were  the  same  in  the  eyes  of  the 
House,  and  it  would  have  a  right  to  taunt 
those  who  should  afterwards  call  them 
Saxons  and  strangers.  For  obtaining  that 
peace  be  made  a  proposition  dangerous 
to  a  popular  man ;  he  risked  much  by  it, 
and  bad  suffered  somewhat,  and  he  was 
still  ready  to  risk  and  lose  popularity  if 
he  could  procure  what  might  reasonably 
satisfy  the  country.  As  he  before  said, 
the  history  of  Ireland  now  counted  by  the 
hour ;  delay  had  already  created  suspicion 
and  jealousy,  let  them  put  an  end  to  it. 
Why  did  the  Catholic  clergy  dblike  the 
idea  of  taking  an  adequate  and  honourable 
provision  for  their  subsistence  from  the 
6tate?    Catholic  priests,  were  but  men  ; 


(hey  were  open  to  the  same  motives  as  in* 
fluenced  others,  and  yet  why  did  they 
shudder  at  the  notion  of  obtaining  a  claim 
to  any  portion  of  the  surplus  that  might 
be  appropriated  ?  Did  not  this  circum- 
stance tell  what  was  labouring  in  the 
public  mind  and  show  the  feelings,  not 
only  of  the  Irish  priesthood,  but  of  the 
Irish  peasants  and  farmers,  from  whom 
they  derived  their  support  ?  They  would 
not  take  that  which  would  be  said  to  have 
come  from  the  enemy's  camp,  and  which 
should  be  devoted  to  the  service  of  the 
people.  He  had  told  them  what  was  the 
state  of  his  native  country — a  state  pro- 
duced by  672  years  of  oppression  and  in- 
justice. He  now  proposed,  ventured 
humbly  to  suggest,  the  commencement  of 
something  like  a  system  of  justice  to- 
wards his  unfortunate  country.  The 
Catholic  clergy,  he  would  repeat,  to  a  man 
disclaimed  the  idea  of  taking  any  of  the 
surplus  that  might  remain  after  the  pro- 
per wants  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  were  provided  for.  Their  charac- 
ter, their  honour,  their  safety,  would  not 
allow  them  to  touch  it.  Let  any  hon. 
Member  this  night  propose  by  way  of 
amendment,  and  in  addition  to  his  (Mr. 
0*Conneirs)  proposition,  that  no  portion 
of  it  should  go  to  the  support  of  the 
Catholic  Church  in  Irelana.  Let  him 
word  that  amendment  in  the  strongest 
terms  that  he  pleased,  and  it  should  have 
his  most  cordial  assent.  The  Catholic 
deiigy  would  not  have  a  shilling  out  of 
those  funds.  It  had  been  said  in  another 
place,  that  whatever  surplus  existed,  it 
should  be  applied  to  Protestant  purposes. 
He  wanted  to  have  it  applied  to  Irish 
purposes.  He  was  quite  ready  to  adopt 
the  very  phraseology  adopted  by  a  learned 
Lord  in  another  place,  and  to  say,  that  not 
one  farthing  of  it  should  be  applied  to 
Catholic  purposes.  His  Motion  was  not 
intended  for  any  such  purpose  as  the  con- 
necting of  the  Catholic  Church  of  Ireland 
with  the  State.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  thought,  that  it  was  upon  every 
ground  most  desirable  to  keep  a  Church 
divested  from  a  connexion  with  the  State ; 
and  he  was  firmly  convinced,  that  the 
period  was  fast  approaching  when  no  one 
Christian  sect  would  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  to  the  payment  of  the  Minis- 
ters of  another,  if  he  had,  in  what  he 
had  in  the  first  instance  proposed  on  this 
subject,  deviated  from  his  deeply-founded 
and  well-cpnsidered  ofrioion,  that  there 
2B2 
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should  be  no  connexion  between  »  Church 
and  the  State,  let  those  who  now  heard 
him,  lightly  as  they  might  estimate  his 
political  consistency,  be  assured,  that  he 
nad  made  no  slight  sacrifice  on  that  oc- 
casion. His  only  object  in  making  such 
a  sacrifice  was,  that  the  Government 
might  step  into  the  gap  which  he  had 
thus  made  in  his  popularity,  and  show  to 
the  Irish  people  at  large,  that  the  morning 
of  the  day  had  commenced  when  Ireland 
was  to  be  treated  with  the  same  benevo- 
lent attention  and  protection  that  were 
extended  to  England.  In  England  the 
Established  Church  was  essentially  and 
substantially  the  Church  of  the  people. 
As  the  Dissenters  increased  they  com- 
plained, and  he  thought  justly,  of  being 
obliged  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  a 
Church  to  which  they  did  not  belong; 
but,  as  yet  at  least,  the  Church  which  got 
the  tithes  in  England  was  strictly  speaking 
the  Church  of  the  people.  They  had  only 
to  cross  an  imaginary  line — to  step  over  a 
small  stream — and  they  entered  Scotland, 
where  they  found  a  church  without 
Bishops,  and  with  the  thirty-nine  articles 
reduced,  he  did  not  know  exactly  to 
how  many;  and  that  Church  was  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  Did  an  epis- 
copalian Church  get  the  tithes  in  Scot- 
land ?  No.  True  it  was,  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  attempted  to  force 
such  a  system  of  injustice  on  the  people 
of  Scotland,  and  that  for  fifty  years  plenty 
of  blood  was  shed  in  endeavouring  to 
effect  such  an  object.  True  it  was,  also, 
that  during  that  time  there  were,  some 
Scotch  gentlemen  (they  were  not  cer- 
tainly many,  they  were  few)  who,  for- 
getting the  principles  of  country  and  the 
feelings  of  patriotism,  weie  ready  to  aid  the 
English  Government  in  such  a  wicked 
attempt.  In  justice,  however,  to  the 
people  of  Scotland,  and  to  the  Scottish 
gentry  generally,  it  must  be  said,  that  they 
stood  by  their  country  in  that  eventful 
struggle,  and  might  the  God  of  Heaven 
bless  them  for  having  done  so !  The  con- 
sequence was,  that  the  people  and  gentry 
of  Scotland  succeeded  in  their  opposition ; 
they  spurned  the  domination  which  Eng- 
land endeavoured  to  force  on  them,  as 
she  had  forced  upon  Ireland,  and  they 
triumphed  in  such  a  glorious  cause. 
They  asserted,  that  the  Church  of  the  people 
should  be  in  Scotland  the  Church  of  the 
State,  and  that. to  that  Church  should 
belong  the  tithes  of  the  country.    Success 


crowned  their  well-fought  battle.  He 
did  not  want  to  have  the  religion  of  the 
people  established  in  Ireland  as  the  re- 
ligion of  the  people  was  established  in 
Scotland.  He  did  not  want  that  any 
portion  of  the  tithes  should  be  taken  from 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland,  in  order  to  be  given  to  any  other 
sect,  or  any  other  religion.  His  view  of 
the  matter  was  this — that,  after  the  in« 
terests  and  wants  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  had  been  reasonably 
and  properly  provided  for  out  of  those 
funds,  whatever  disposable  surplus  might 
remain  should  be  applied  to  purposes  of 
public  utility  and  public  charity.  They 
were  aware,  that  they  had  in  Ireland 
fever  hospitals,  houses  of  industry,  dis* 
pensaries,  &c.,  for  the  relief  and  support 
of  the  poor.  They  ought  to  know,  that 
there  was  a  portion  of  the  poor  in  Ire- 
land to  which  they  could  give  relief  out 
of  the  public  funds,  without  increasing 
the  quantity  of  the  demands  on  those 
funds,  and  without  increasing  idleness 
and  other  bad  effects  that  a  Poor-law 
system  might  produce.  There  were  tl>e 
sick,  the  aged,  the  halt,  the  maimed,  who 
were  all  fit  subjects  for  relief  and  for 
medical  aid,  and  in  providing  for  whose 
wants  a  portion  of  this  surplus  might  be 
properly  appropriated.  Next  came  ob- 
jects of  public  utility,  which,  of  course, 
included  education.  He  wanted  to  have 
this  surplus  devoted  to  the  purposes  of 
education,  not  exclusively  Catholic,  Pro- 
testant, or  sectarian.  It  was  needless  fof 
him  to  dwell  upon  the  advantages  of 
education — no  declamation  could  exag- 
gerate its  importance.  Such  was  the  ob- 
ject of  his  Motion,  such  were  the  purposes 
to  which  be  wished  them  to  declare  that 
they  would  apply  this  surplus.  Their 
doing  so  would  tell  the  people  of  Ireland, 
that  they — that  the  Government — were 
determined  at  length  to  take  a  step  for 
the  better ; — that  the  era  had  arrived  when 
they  would  cease  to  exercise  that  power 
and  spirit  of  domination  which  had  cha- 
racterized all  former  Governments  in  Ire- 
land;— that  they  would  no  longer  persevere 
in  a  system  which  was  intended  for  the 
undue  elevation  of  a  few,  while  it  trampled 
on  the  feelings — the  prejudices  if  they 
pleased — the  passions  and  the  feelings  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  people ; — that 
they  had  determined  in  good  earnest  to 
begin  to  put  an  end  to  every  thing  of  an 
exclusive  o*  a  party  nature  in  the  Gor 


745 


Takes 


{JUNB  23} 


(Ireland.) 


746 


▼erntnent  of  that  country;  and  that  in 
future  it  was  to  be  administered  upon  a 
principle  that  had  never  yet  been  tried 
there — a  principle  equally  just  and  equally 
simple — the  principle  of  the  general 
good  of  the  people  at  large.  But  why 
did  he  say  "  begin  ?"  Had  they  not  to 
some  extent  begun  already?  Why  had 
they  lost  the  talents  of  the  late  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  ?  They  must 
feel  the  value  and  the  importance  of  his 
talents  in  their  councils.  It  was  not  for 
nothing  that  they  had  lost  him.  The 
sacrifice  was  not  made  upon  slight 
grounds.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
hered to  his  principle.  If  they  should 
^rink  from  declaring  their  principles  now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  having  seceded 
from  them  on  principle,  would  it  not  be 
said,  that  they  were  congregated  together 
without  having  any  principle  of  action  ? 
Would  it  not  be  said,  in  such  a  case,  that 
they  had  no  principle  at  all,  and  that 
they  had  got  rid  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman because,  being  a  man  of  principle, 
he  was  not  to  continue  with  them  who 
had  no  principle  ?  He  did  not  mean  to 
say,  that  such  was  the  case ;  but  he  could 
not  prevent  others  from  making  the  sup- 
position if  Ministers  would  not  themselves 
at  once  put  all  doubts  on  the  subject  at 
an  end.  What  would  be  thought  and  said 
of  them  to-morrow,  if  they  refused  to  make 
any  declaration  on  this  important  sub- 
ject to-night?  Every  one  who  knew 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  feel,  that  he 
would  not  have  retired  from  the  Government 
upon  slight  or  trivial  grounds.  With  his 
talents,  and  coming  from  the  race  he  did, 
he  was  of  course  animated  with  the  noble 
and  generous  ambition  of  distinguishing 
himself  in  the  Government  of  his  country, 
and  no  doubt  his  colleagues  would  not 
have  got  rid  of  such  a  man  unless  an 
essential  difference  of  opinion  had  arisen 
between  them.  What  he  wanted,  then, 
was,  that,  the  Government  would  speak 
out,  that  they  would  show  that  there  was 
some  principle  of  action  by  which  they 
were  determined  to  be  guided, — that  they 
would  not  exhibit  themselves  as  if  they 
were  neither  fish,  flesh,  nor  good  red 
herring.  Oh,  no,  there  was  principle 
amongst  them :  they  reckoned  in  their 
ranks  men  of  as  high  character  and  of  as 
undoubted  principle  as  any  in  the  country. 
They  were  all  of  them  English  and 
Scotch  gentlemen.  Was  there  any  timid 
shrinking  amongst  such   men   from  the 


assertion  of  their  principles  ?  Was  cow- 
ardice, either  moral,  political,  or  personal, 
ever  branded  upon  any  one  of  them? 
They  stood  high — they  were  bound  to  do 
so.  Let  it  not  be  said  to-morrow  of  them, 
that  they  were  timid,  creeping,  crawling 
creatures,  who  for  the  sake  of  the  dirty 
tenure  of  place  and  office  had  flung  from 
amongst  them  the  only  men  of  principle, 
while  they  would  not  attempt  to  assert 
their  own.  If  they  did  not  this  night  make 
an  explicit  pledge  on  this  subject,  such 
a  pledge  as  that  contained  in  the  resolution 
he  was  about  to  move,  they  might  depend 
upon  it  that  such  would  be  the  universal 
public  opinion  of  them  to-morrow.  He 
taunted  them  to  the  assertion  of 
their  principles.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  seceded  from  them  had  no 
hesitation  in  asserting  his  principles. 
Let  Ministers  be  equally  ready  to  assert 
theirs,  and  by  doing  so  restore  confidence 
to  the  people.  Let  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  secession  go  forth  as  the 
tocsin  to  a  certain  party,  calling  them, 
as  they  vainly  imagined,  back  to  place  and 
power.  Ministers  had  only  to  be  firm 
and  explicit,  and  they  had  the  people  with 
them.  There  were  some  in  that  House, 
there  were  many  out  of  it,  speculating  al- 
ready on  coming  in  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  a  way  that 
he  would  scorn.  The  Tory  party,  both 
here  and  in  Ireland,  was  looking  forward 
to  its  resumption  of  power,  with  all  its 
bad  Tory  pnnciples-^to  a  resumption  of 
all  places  of  power,  emolument,  and  trust, 
and  to  the  re-establishment  of  its  hated 
domination  throughout  the  country.  Let 
Ministers  but  speak  out  on  this  subject, 
and  the  idle  and  foolish  dreams  of  that 
broken  party  would  be  dispelled  for  ever. 
There  were  good  sense  even  amongst  that 
party,  even  in  Ireland,  and  the  moment 
that  Ministers  acceded  to  such  a  resolu- 
tion as  he  was  about  to  propose,  they 
would  see,  that  it  was  vain  ever  to  expect 
the  return  of  their  ill-acquired  power. 
Bigotry  in  Ireland  was  an  exotic  ;  and  it 
would  never  have  flourished  there  if  it 
had  not  been  fostered  in  the  hot-bed  of 
British  injustice  and  oppression.  It  de- 
pended on  the  conduct  of  Ministers  whe- 
ther the  flowers  of  peace  should  not 
flourish  in  its  stead.  They  had  nothing 
to  fear  from  the  people  of  England  by 
acting  justly.  But  it  would  be  said,  per- 
haps, that  there  was  another  assembly 
where  they  might  find  it  inconvenient. 
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should  they  act  justly  in  that  House.     He 
knew  that  there  was  an  enormous  deal  of 

Eersonal  valour  in  the  place  to  which  he 
ad  alluded ;  but  he  also  knew,  that  there 
was  a  comfortable  quantity  of  political 
shrinking  in  it.  If  they  were  told,  that 
Ministers  were  timid,  they  would,  in  that 
place,  be  courageous  in  an  extraordinary 
degree.  But  let  Ministers  manfully  come 
forward,  and  in  the  name  of  God  and  the 
people  declare  the  principles  he  called  on 
them  to  assert,  and  they  would  ha?e 
nothing  to  fear  there  or  elsewhere.  The 
time  was  come  that  they  should  do  so ; 
the  period  had  arrived  when  every  good 
man  in  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland, 
pressed  such  a  measure  upon  them.  Let 
them  but  adopt  a  decided  tone,  and 
they  might  decide  the  bowlings  of  owls 
and  bats  in  old  places  and  mined  towers, 
they  might  smile  at  the  reclamations  from 
*<  Holy  Island"  as  if  the  Ghost  of  St. 
Cuthbert  had  returned  upon  earth  in  1835, 
to  object  to  any  reform  that  would  not 
leave  the  Benedictines  in  possession  of  all 
their  property  there.  The  people  of  Eng- 
land did  not  speak  by  the  voice  of  the 
monks  of  the  last  or  of  the  present  century. 
They  did  not  speak  by  the  voice  of  mitred 
abbots  of  that  or  of  any  other  period. 
The  universal  voice  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland,  proclaimed 
aloudandtmmpet-tonguedaliberalsystem, 
equally  remote  from  revolution  and  from 
a  recurrence  to  the  dark  days  of  Toryism. 
All  he  wanted  Ministers  to  do  was,  to  jus- 
tify their  public  fame  by  their  public 
declarations — to  assure  the  people,  that 
their  voice  was  heard,  that  their  expressed 
opinions  would  be  acted  upon,  and  to 
announce  to  Ireland^  on  a  subject  of  the 
last  importance  to  that  country,  that  the 
day  was  dawning  when  domination  should 
cease  and  justice  should  begin.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  Speaker  to  leave  the  Chair, 
the  following  Resolution, — *'That  after 
any  funds  which  should  be  raised  in 
Ireland  in  lieu  of  tithes  had  been  so  ap- 
propriated as  to  provide  suitably,  con- 
sidering vested  interests  and  spiritual 
wants,  for  the  Protestants  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland,  the  surplus 
that  remained  should  be  appropriated  to 
the  purposes  of  public  utility." 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  seconded  the 
Amendment,  because  he  thought  that  it 
would,  if  agreed  to,  tend    to  beneficial 


results.  He  hoped  that  the  Motion  wooM 
be  agreed  to,  as  it  would  show  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  although  sfter  long 
delay,  the  House  was  not  indisposed  to  do 
justice.  England  was  as  much  interested 
in  the  peace  of  Ireland  as  the  inhabitants 
of  that  country.  He  implored  the  Go- 
vernment to  come  forward  and  satisfy  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  at  last  they  were 
determined  to  afibrd  adequate  relief  to  the 
Irish  people.  After  years  of  hope — alter 
repeated  disappointment — show  them  that 
there  was  a  firm  determination  to  do 
something.  He  thought  on  every  ground 
of  expediency  and  justice  the  House 
should  declare,  that  they  were  determined 
that  the  surplus  revenue  of  the  Irish 
Church  should  be  devoted  to  useful  pur- 
poses. The  object  of  the  present  distri- 
bution of  Church  property  was,  to  promote 
the  happiness  of  the  people,  bat  when 
they  found,  that  the  present  arrangement 
did  not  promote  that  object,  they  were 
bound  to  make  a  change.  He  hoped  his 
Majesty's  Minister!  would  at  once  show 
their  determination  to  accede  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend.  He  would  rather  that 
they  should  at  once  declare  that  they 
were  determined  to  act  npon  the  principle 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley) 
than  continue  to  pursue  their  present 
vacillating  conduct.  If  they  adopted  the 
suggestion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  they  might  rely  upon  it 
that  they  would  find  themselves  backed 
by  the  voice  of  a  united  people.  He  felt 
it  unnecessary  to  trouble  the  House  at 
greater  length,  as  he  had  previously  stated 
his  opinions  on  the  question. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin  had  called 
upon  Members  boldly  to  come  forward 
and  state  their  opinions,  he  would  obey 
the  call,  although  he  knew  the  observation 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was 
directed  to  Members  of  more  weight  and 
importance  than  himself.  At  the  same 
time,  however,  he  did  not  feel  it  would 
be  necessary  for  him  to  take  up  much  of 
the  time  of  the  House.  He  thought  that 
when  a  question  was  at  rest  it  was  prudent 
to  leave  it  so,  that  was,  when  a  subject 
was  not  excited  that  it  should  not  be 
raised,  on  the  principle  that  they  should 
leave  well  alone,  or,  according  to  the  old 
maxim,  quieia  non  movere.  But  that 
must  only  be  the  case  in  quiet  times,  for 
if  they  passed  away  and  the  feelings  of 
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men  became  excited,  then  it  only  remained 
for  the  Legislature  to  do  what  was  right, 
namely,  to  stand  by  no  abuse,  but  to 
abandon  no  duty ;  to  be  resolved  to  defend 
what  was  necessary,  by  being  the  resolute 
friend  of  Reform.  So,  with  respect  to  the 
Charch,  he  might  have  felt  called  upon 
not  to  interfere  at  present  under  other 
circumstances,  or,  at  any  rate,  he  did  not 
feel  called  upon  to  support  abuses  which 
might  exist  as  regarded  the  unequal  dis- 
tribution of  the  ecclesiastical  revenues. 
When  the  question  had  grown  to  a  great 
heightr^when  the  feeling  pervaded  the 
whole  country — he  could  not  disguise  it 
from  himself  that  maintaining  the  Irish 
Church,  or  rather  that  portion  of  the 
Church  of  England  in  Ireland,  in  its  pre- 
sent possessions,  was  not  an  arrangement 
on  which  he  coald  rely  for  the  support  of 
the  religion  of  the  country,  namely,  from 
its  want  of  coincidence  with  the  feelings 
of  the  majority  of  the  community.  The 
argument  that  the  two  countries  were  one 
in  this  respect,  he  considered  to  be  pe- 
dantic, to  which  Scotland  gave  a  living 
contradiction.  That  argument,  if  true, 
would  be  an  objection  to  the  Union  and 
justify  its  Repeal.  He  agreed  in  the  opin- 
ion that  the  Legislature  had  the  right  to 
interfere  in  the  distribution  of  the  property 
of  the  Church,  that  if  it  were  necessary 
the  Legislature  might  apply  it  to  other 
than  Church  purposes.  When  he  used 
the  word  "  right,"  he  thought  that  he  was 
bound  to  state,  that  he  only  meant  that, 
although  the  Legislature  had  a  strict  and 
legal  right  to  deal  with  Church  property 
as  it  pleased,  yet  that  it  would  not  be 
justified  in  devoting  it  merely  to  social 
purposes,  or  to  measures  merely  of  possi- 
ble expediency,  such  as  came  under  the 
phrase  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, namely,  purposes  of  public  utility. 
If  that  expression  were  adopted  it  might 
appear,  that  the  property  of  the  Church 
might  be  devoted  to  any  civil  purposes, 
for  the  repairing  of  banks  or  the  formation 
of  turnpike  roads.  He  thought  that  when 
they  proceeded  to  devise  and  act  upon 
this  right  of  interfering  they  were  bound 
to  take  care,  that  the  property  was  distri- 
buted in  a  way  analogous  to  the  original 
purposes  for  which  it  was  given  to  the 
Church,  namely,  the  moral  and  religious 
instruction  of  the  people.  He  thought 
that  he  had  said  enough  as  regarded  his 
not  being  able  to  give  his  support  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  member 


for  Dublin,  which  in  its  present  form  not 
only  contravened  the  vote  which  he  (Lord 
Morpeth),  with  the  majority  of  the  House, 
came  to  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  St.  Alban's,  but  that  it  also  went, 
not  to  the  establishment  of  any  substantive 
proposition,  but  merely  to  the  assertion  of 
an  abstract  right  to  be  thrown  out  as 
encouragement  to  the  votes  of  some,  and 
as  a  source  of  alarm  to  others.  The  con- 
currence of  the  House  in  the  Motion 
might  be  considered  as  a  promise  of  a 
future  grant  to  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
of  Ireland — a  matter  calculated  to  pro- 
duce very  great  ferment ;  or  it  might  be 
construed,  by  the  Irish  Protestants,  as  the 
signal  of  their  utter  desertion ;  and  possi^ 
biy  it  might  lead  to  the  abandonment  of 
various  plans  connected  with  education 
and  charitable  institutions  now  in  progress. 
Whenever  the  purposes  to  which  the  sur- 
plus revenues  of  the  Irish  Church  were  to 
be  applied,  were  stated  and  defined — 
whenever  any  practical  measure  was  in- 
troduced— he  should  be  quite  ready  to 
consider  whether  it  tallied  with  his  idea  of 
the  original  destination  of  this  property, 
and  to  deal  with  it  accordingly.  He  was 
perfectly  aware  that  this  view  of  the  case 
was  at  variance  with  that  entertained  by 
his  right  hon.  friend,  the  late  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies.  He  was  sure  he  need 
not  express  to  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
respect  which  he  felt  for  the  character,  the 
affection  he  nourished  for  the  person  of 
his  right  hon.  friend,  or  the  undiminished 
regret  he  experienced  for  the  loss  of  the 
great  talents,  and  the  no  less  signal  virtues 
of  his  right  hon.  friend  to  the  uovernraent 
of  the  country  ;  but  he  must  at  the  same 
time  say,  that  he  never  did  feel  more 
forcibly  than  on  the  occasion  of  his  mak- 
ing his  speech  on  leaving  office,  which  his 
right  hon.  friend  delivered  with  even  more 
than  his  accustomed  eloquence  and  ardour, 
the  fallacy  (in  his  humble  judgment,  at 
least)  of  the  views  which  pervaded  it. 
They  were  views  with  respect  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  based,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  on 
no  other  plea  than  conquest — it  was  say- 
ing, in  effect, — "  We  have  conquered 
your  country — we  have  settled  that  such 
shall  be  your  religion,  and  such — whether 
it  suits  you  or  not — such,  whatever  may 
happen  to  be  its  increase  or  decay,  shall 
remain  unaltered  and  unmodiffed."  He 
would  not  say,  that  this  view  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  would  hold  equally  good  for 
compelling  the  House  to  e^tablisn  a  Church 
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of  Eoglaod  clergyman  in  every  village  in 
India,  but  it  would  hold  as  good  as  if 
every  Protestant  were  swept  away  from 
the  face  of  Ireland ;  for  even  then,  accord- 
ing to  the  doctrine  of  his  right  hon.  friend 
it  would  still  be  necessary  to  keep  up  the 
whole  ecclesiastical  staff  in  readiness  for 
the  future  possible  return  of  the  Dissenting 
troops  under  his  banners.  If  his  right 
hon.  friend  did  not  accede  to  this  view  of 
the  case,  he  could  not  see  what  would 
become  of  his  animated  horror  of  the 
doctrine  of  proportion.  With  respect  to 
the  Church  of  England^  in  £ogland 
be  felt — and  no  one  could  feel  it  more 
deeply  than  himself — that  in  its  proper 
sphere,  in  its  just  proportions,  in  its  paro- 
chial ministration,  it  had  a  power  and 
strength  which,  under  the  blessing  from 
above,  would  enable  it,  not  only  to  defy 
all  the  attacks  of  its  enemies,  but  even  to 
survive  the  defence  of  some  of  its  friends. 
When  he  claimed  this  power  and  per- 
petuity for  the  Church,  it  was  for  a  Church 
purified  of  its  abuses — honoured  by  a  just 
distribution  of  its  superfluities — it  was  for 
a  Church  that  had  laid  down  for  ever  and 
ever  the  tone,  and  feeling,  and  habit  of 
domination — it  must  be  for  a  Church, 
in  short,  actuated  by  a  spirit  totally  the 
reverse  of  that  which  was  lately  manifested 
at  Oxford.  Far  be  it  from  him  to  attempt 
to  disparage  the  just  tribute  of  applause 
which  learning  and  science  were  never 
slow  to  bestow  upon  the  successful  valour 
which  was  their  shield  and  defence  in  the 
hour  of  war  and  peril ;  and  far  be  it  from 
him  to  hesitate  in  saying,  as  must  be 
acknowledged  on  all  hands,  that  never 
could  there  have  been  an  instance  in  which 
the  merit  was  more  pre-eminent,  or  the 
reward  more  brilliant.  But  if  it  were  in- 
tended to  interweave  political  considera- 
tions, and  to  deduce  political  consequences 
froip  it,  he  must  beg  to  express  his  con- 
viction that  the  party  acclamations  which 
rang. through  the  theatre  of  Oxford  would 
find  no  echo  either  in  the  popular  branch 
of  the  British  Legislature,  or  in  the  gene- 
ral mass  of  the  British  nation.  They  were 
not  disposed  to  hail  the  name  of  their 
greatest  contemporary  people  with  a  yell 
of  disapprobation,  or  their  estimable  Dis- 
senting citizens  with  a  shout  of  derision — 
they  honoured  the  triumphs  of  war,  but 
they  clung  with  a  fonder  love  to  the 
advances  and  improvements  of  peace — 
they  revered  the  sanctities  of  religion,  but 
they  exhibited  yet  more  of   its   gentle. 


kind,  and  tolerant,  and  indulgent  spirit. 
To  the  University  of  Oxford  he  looked 
back  with  emotions  of  gratitude  and 
pleasure  for  the  hours  be  had  spent  there» 
in  its  social  circles,  and  in  its  studkNis 
shades ;  but  if  it  wished  to  excite  a  great 
national  movement,  he  should  anticipate 
for  it  the  same  success  mhkh  attended 
the  most  busy  periods  of  its  interference 
with  the  history  of  onr  country,  whether 
it  backed  the  waning  fortunes  of  Charles, 
or  fostered  the  languishing  hopes  of  Jaeob- 
itism.  He  was  convinced,  that  in  times 
such  as  these,  no  principle  of  exclusive* 
ness  could  ultimately  prevail  on  any  great 
question,  or  in  any  great  institution, 
founded  for  national  purposes:  and  he 
was  even  sanguine,  in  anticipating  some 
acquiescence  and  accommodation  of  opin- 
ion, even  at  the  University  of  Oxford 
itself,  when  he  remembered  that  the  loud- 
est plaudits  to  which  the  roof  of  its  theatre 
ever  echoed,  were  those  whwh  hailed  the 
approach  within  its  walls  of  the  great  eon- 
ceder  of  Catholic  Emancipation.  He  was 
not  ignorant  that  the  violence  and  acri- 
mony of  which  he  complained  were  not 
without  provocation ;  he  was  not  ignorant 
that  if  retaliation  were  always  a  good  plea, 
some  defence  for  that  conduct  were  not 
wanting ;  but  instead  of  pursuing  a  course 
which  was  provoked  rather  than  justified, 
by  the  intemperance  displayed  on  another 
side,  he  would  rather  ask  those  of  his  own 
creed,  at  least,  to  apply  to  their  own  con- 
duct a  beautiful  quotation  made  by  Mr. 
Fox  in  circumstances  somewhat  parallel. 
If  the  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
were  firmly  convinced,  said  Mr.  Fox,  of 
the  Divine  basis  upon  which  its  establish- 
ment rested,  they  should  endeavour  to 
make  their  conduct  as  congenial  to  that 
persuasion  as  they  could. 

Tuque  prior,  tu  parce,  genus  que  duels  Olympo. 

Churchmen  and  Dissenters  might  differ 
from  each  as  to  how  much  ought  to  be 
demanded,  forborne,  resisted,  and  coo- 
ceded;  but  they  were  all  bound  in  an 
equal  degree  to  adopt  the  spirit  of  candour 
and  conciliation — of  indulgence  and  mo- 
deration ;  a  spirit,  which  he  was  sorry  to 
see  had  not  prevailed  to  so  great  an  extent 
as  it  might  have  done — and  to  remember 
that  that  spirit  was  of  far  more  real 
praise,  and  more  permanent  value,  than 
most  of  the  points  and  tenets  over  which 
they  waged  their  fiercest  contests.  Having 
thus  declared  his  opinions  to  the  House, 
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he  begged  to  add,  that  fully  assenting  to 
thfr  arguments  which  recognise  the  right 
of  the  Legislature  to  interfere  with  these 
revenues  by  a  distribution  analogous  to 
the  true  spirit  of  the  original  destination, 
be  had  learnt  with  great  pleasure  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  had  adopted  the 
step  of  issuing  a  Commission  of  Inquiry 
upon  the  subject  He  trusted,  that  when 
the  Commission  drew  up  its  Report,  it 
would  be  drawn  up  in  a  liberal  spirit,  and 
be  liberally  acted  on  by  Ministei^  and  the 
House;  but  he  must  in  the  meantime 
decline  giving  his  consent  to  support  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Dublin. 

Lord  Althorp  had  not  yet  heard  any 
argument^o  show  the  necessity  of  adopting 
the  Resolution  moved  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  complained,  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  not  declared  their 
principles  upon  the  subject  of  Church- 
property  ;  but,  at  the  same  time  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  made  this 
oomplaint,  he  afforded  proof — proof  in- 
contestable— that  they  had  already  fully  de- 
clared the  principles  on  which  they  meant 
to  act.  For,  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  inquired  why  the  present  Minis- 
try had  separated  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  lately  presided  over  the 
Colonial  Department,  be  had  himself 
stated,  that  the  separation  would  not  have 
taken  place  unless  there  existed  a  serious 
and  most  decided  difference  of  principle. 
H«  might  content  himself  with  this  proof, 
because  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  stated,  it  would  have  been  insane 
in  the  Ministers  to  separate  themselves 
from  Gentlemen  of  such  powerful  talents 
as  were  possessed  by  his  noble  and  right 
hon.  friends,  unless  there  had  been  such 
a  decided  diiference  of  principle.  That, 
however,  was  not  all ;  for  the  Government 
had  declared  their  opinions — had  declared 
that  the  Parliament  of  this  country 
did  possess  the  right  to  appropriate  to 
other  than  purely  Church  purposes  such 
portions  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland  as  might  be  more  than  was  re- 
quired for  the  benefit  and  advantage  of 
the  Protestant  population  of  that  country. 
The  Government  had  not  only  declared 
this,  but  bad  also  declared,  and  had  taken 
means  to  carry  that  declaration  into  effect, 
that  as  soon  as  it  was  proved  and  shown, 
not  what  was  the  amount  of  revenue  pos- 
sessed by  the  Church  of  Ireland,  but  what 


sum  was  more  than  sufficient  for  its 
purposes,  that  then  it  was  not  only  the 
right  but  the  duty  of  the  Legishiture  to 
consider  whether  there  might  not  be  made 
a  more  beneficial  appropriation.  The 
Government  had  never  stated  or  intended 
to  state,  that  it  was  contemplated  to  ap- 
propriate any  part  of  the  Church  revenues 
to  the  purposes  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion.  On  the  contrary,  they  thought 
that  such  a  mode  of  appropriation,  so  far 
from  being  advantageous,  would  be  most 
detrimental,  both  as  affected  the  feelings 
of  the  Protestant  population  of  the  empire 
and  the  feelings  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
themselves.  Most  undoubtedly  the  Go- 
vernment did  think, — and  he  was  prepared 
to  say,  looking  at  the  question  as  a  mem- 
ber himself  of  the  Protestant  Church, — 
that  it  would  be  most  advantageous  to  the 
Protestant  religion  in  both  parts  of  the 
empire  not  to  continue  in  Ireland  that 
irritation  against  the  Church  which  was 
consequent  upon  the  present  distribution 
of  Church-property  in  that  country.  It 
was  impossible  for  any  man,  who  looked 
with  reasonable  feelings  upon  the  present 
system  of  distribution,  not  to  say,  that  so 
large  an  appropriation  of  property  for  the 
Ministers  of  so  comparatively  small  a  part 
of  the  population,  was  calculated  to 
diminish  instead  of  increase  the  number 
of  Protestants  in  that  part  of  the  realm, 
because  it  was  manifest  that  much  dis- 
satisfaction among  the  other  sects  was  in- 
evitable. With  respect  to  the  right  of 
interference,  he  could  not  conceive  on 
what  grounds  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Government  on  this  occa- 
sion, but  who  had  conceded  the  ri^ht  of 
Parliament  to  deprive  one  corporation  of 
a  portion  of  its  property  to  confer  it  upon 
another,  should  urge  that  the  Legislature 
had  no  right  to  apply  the  Church  revenues 
to  other  purposes — he  meant  moral  and 
religious  purposes.  He  could  not  see  how 
that  right  was  denied,  particularly  when 
it  was  remembered  that  the  Church,  in 
the  proper  meaning  of  the  terms,  was  not 
limited  to  the  clerical  portion  only,  but 
meant  the  whole  body  of  the  professors  of 
the  Protestant  Church.  Tne  property 
belonging  to  that  body  had  been  applied 
to  the  payment  of  the  ministers  of  religion ; 
but  if  those  ministers  could  be  provided 
for  in  a  manner  sufficient  for  the  wants  of 
the  Protestant  population  of  Ireland,  and 
a  surplus  remained,  he  contended  that  the 
remamder  might  with  great  advantage  to 
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tbe  Cburch  iUelf  be  applied  io  Miother 
wty.  With  these  views  he  felt  perfectly 
ready  to  state  distinctly  his  opinions,  nor 
did  he  wish  in  any  degree  to  shrink  from 
them.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  after 
what  he  had  stated,  he  should  not  be 
thought  to  be  shrinking  from  the  question 
if  he  did  not  accede  to  the  adoption  of 
the  Resolution  proposed  b?  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin.  From  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  he  could  not 
see  any  adrantage  to  be  gained ;  it  was 
merely  a  repetition  of  the  Motion  already 
disposed  of  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward by  his  hon.  friend  the  member  for 
St.  Alban's,  and  for  the  same  reasons  that 
he  had  opposed  it  then  he  must  now 
object  to  its  adoption.  It  was  true,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
argued  very  ably,  eloquently,  and  con- 
clusirely,  for  the  right  of  the  Legislature 
to  interfere  in  the  matter  of  appropriation : 
he  had  made  a  very  eloquent  speech ;  but 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
failed  to  advance  any  argument  in  favour 
of  the  adoption  of  his  Motion  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  objected  to  the  Tithe  Bill, 
unless  the  Government  gave  some  declar- 
ation as  to  its  intentions  with  respect  to 
future  appropriation.  The  issuing  of  the 
Commission  of  Inquiry  was  a  clear  proof 
of  tbe  intentions  of  the  Government,  for 
it  would  have  been  most  absurd  in  them 
to  have  issued  it,  if  they  did  not  mean  to 
act  upon  the  Report  which  would  follow 
from  the  inquiry  thus  set  on  foot.  That 
step  alone  went  much  further  than  the 
mere  adoption  of  the  abstract  proposition 
now  under  consideration ;  it  was  an  actual 
step  towards  the  object  to  which  the  reso- 
lution proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  merely  pledge  the  House. 
Under  such  circumstances  its  adoption 
was  unnecessary,  and  being  unnecessary, 
would  be  most  disadvantageous.  On 
these  grounds,  and  not  differing  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  as 
to  the  right  of  Parliament  to  make  a 
different  appropriation  of  the  property, 
but  thinking  such  a  course  was  necessary 
for  the  future  peace  of  Ireland  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Protestants  of  that  country, 
be  certainly  was  not  prepared,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  House  was  not  prepared, 
to  adopt  the  Motion  of  the  hon*  and 
learned  Gentleman. 

Colonel  Davies  expressed  his  approba- 
tion of  the  candour  which  had  character-* 


tsed  the  statement  jast  deUveied  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite ;  bat  he  was  anxioM 
that  the  House  should  compare  that  states 
meat  with  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  a  noble  Marquess  and  another 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
in  another  place.  The  noble  Marquis  to 
whom  he  alluded  had  said,  in  speaking  of 
a  surplus,  ''that  he  only  contemplated 
its  appropriation  to  pious  and  charitable 
purposes  connected  with  the  Established 
Church."  Again,  said  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  that  '*  supposing  there  was 
a  surplus,  it  should  first  of  all,  if  not 
exclttstvely,  be  applied  to  the  purposes  of 
moral  and  religious  education  on  the 
principles  of  the  Established  Church.*' 
He  had  also  added,  *'  that  the  soarce  from 
which  the  funds  came,  naturally  indicated 
tbe  objects  to  which  it  should  be  applied." 
Here,  then,  was  a  complete  differeooe  of 
opinion  amongst  the  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment: and  he  must  ask»  would  the 
last  declaration  of  opinion  to  which  he 
had  alluded  satisfy  the  people  of  Ireland  ? 
-—would  they  acquiesce  in  the  continued 
application  of  the  funds  to  which  they  all 
contributed,  to  the  support  of  an  institu- 
tion from  which  the  majority  derived  no 
benefit?  Every  clause  of  the  present 
Bill  secured  with  an  iron  grasp  the  rights 
of  the  Church,  and  would  leave  the  clergy 
of  Ireland  as  completely  in  the  possession 
of  their  present  property  as  if  the  appro- 
priation (or  he  should  rather  call  it)  the 
misappropriation  clause  had  passed.  The 
effect,  too,  of  the  Church  Temporalities 
Bill  would  be  to  produce  the  same  result ; 
the  very  first  clause  sufficiently  indicated 
its  character,  and  with  these  declarations 
and  measures  before  him,  he  could  not  think 
the  professions  of  the  Government  afforded 
any  security  to  the  House.  So  long  ago 
as  the  year  1830  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
had  promised  to  remove  abuses  which 
still  remained  unabated,  and  yet  the  Le- 
gislature and  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
now  to  be  told,  that  they  must  wait  until 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
quiry was  received,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  it  was  sought  by  this  Bill  to  per- 
petuate existing  evils,  by  giving  to  the 
clergy  of  Ireland  enormous  powers,  with- 
out which  they  would  be  unable  to  collect 
their  tithes.  The  time  was  come  to  tell 
noble  Lords  in  another  place,  that  if  they 
had  any  regard  to  the  clergy,  and  if  they 
did  not  wish  to  see  that  body  reduced  to 
a  state  of  misery  and  destitution,  they 
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mult  pftss  the  Bill  as  it  w«v  tent  to  them 
frdm  this  House,  for  that  this  House 
ivould  not  agree  to  it  in  any  other  shape. 
Bat  if  the  House  should  agree  to  the  Bill 
as  at  present  framed,  securing,  as  its  pro- 
visions did,  the  property  of  the  Church, 
the  Lords  would  treat  with  contempt  any 
efl^t  to  effect  the  objects  sought  by  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  repeated,  therefore, 
that  now  was  the  time  or  never,  and  that 
the  opportunity  ought  now  to  be  embraced, 
for  it  would  never  occur  again.  It  became 
(be  duty  of  the  House  to  pass  some  reso- 
lution to  show,  that  it  would  not  be  trifled 
with,  and  for  these  reasons  he  should  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin. 

Mr.  Peargus  O^ Connor  concurred  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  in  thinking,  that  the  present 
was  the  fitting  time  for  the  House  to  take 
some  step.  The  views  held  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Prime  Minister  of  England,  in 
another  Honse,  and  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  member  for  Tamworth,  in  this 
House,  perfectly  coincided,  and  therefore 
it  was  due  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  that  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters should  speak  out  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  had  manifested 
great  reserve  throughout  the  discussions 
on  the  present  measure.  Although  he 
did  not  exactly  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Morpeth),  who  had 
said  nothing  applicable  to  the  question, 
yet  if  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin  had  been 
brought  forward  as  a  substantive  Motion, 
he  should  have  been  inclined  to  have  gone 
with  the  noble  Lord ;  but  he  could  not 
for  a  moment  forget  the  principles  on 
which  he  held  his  seat  in  that  House,  nor 
could  he  obliterate  from  his  memory,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  looked  for  the  total 
and  entire  abolition  of  tithes.  Less  than 
this  would  not  give  satisfaction  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland ;  and  though  he  entertained 
the  highest  respect  for  the  talents  and  good 
feeling  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
yet  he  could  not  support  the  present  pro- 
position, because  he  was  prepared  to  go 
much  farther  than  the  terms  expressed 
in  the  resolotion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mauythe  Secretary  for  Ireland,  had  said, 
that  the  House  in  acceding  to  this  Bill 
was  only  legislating  for  a  period  of  five 
years.  He  presumed  it  was  in  contem- 
platmn,  that  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 


sioners  would  be  made  in  that  time.  He 
declared,  however,  as  his  opinion,  that  the 
Commission  would  commence  in  blood, 
progress  in  peijury,  and  terminate  in  de- 
lusion. The  present  measure  effected 
merely  a  change  in  the  name  of  an  odious 
tax,  and  such  legislation  would  not  be  pro- 
ductive of  satisfaction  to  the  people  of 
Ireland ;  nor  would  the  impost,  though  its 
definition  might  be  altered,  be  made  more 
palatable  ta  that  portion  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects^  He  had  attended  numerous 
tithe-meetings  in  Ireland,  and  he  could 
state,  that  the  strongest  resolutions,  urging 
the  injustice  of  tithes,  were  generally  pro- 
posed and  seconded  by  Protestants.  The 
landlords  had  also  joined  in  the  outcry 
against  the  impost,  so  that  the  opposition 
could  not  now  be  said  to  be  that  of  the 
vnlgar  people.  By  opposing  the  resolu- 
tion propounded  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin,  he  was  aware  that 
be  stood  upon  tender  grounds ;  but  as  he 
sought  not  popularity,  but  merely  regarded 
principle,  he  should  persist  in  his  course, 
with  a  perfect  willingness  to  retire  to  some 
other  occupation,  or  offer  his  services  to 
a  constituency  more  radical  than  that  he 
represented,  which,  he  believed,  it  would 
be  difficult  for  him  to  find.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Littleton) 
persisted  in  the  measure  as  it  was  at  pre- 
sent framed,  he  would  indeed  require  a 
renewal  of  the  Coercion  Bill ;  but  as  he 
had  already  told  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  was  unfit  to  govern  Ireland, 
he  would  repeat  his  hope,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  stop  short  in  his 
mad  career.  It  might  be  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  obliged 
to  follow  in  the  steps  of  the  late  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies;  but  if  so,  he  (Mr. 
Feargus  O'Connor)  hoped  and  trusted 
that  in  the  changes  now  taking  place,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  like  his 
predecessor,  find  a  higher  oflSce  in  which 
he  might  take  refuge.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  stated  how  the  Bill 
was  to  work,  but  he  had  contented  himself 
with  calling  upon  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  be  satined.  He  repeated  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  not  be  satis- 
fied with  increased  powers  being  given  to 
the  parsons,  who  were  just  as  severe  as  the 
tithe-proctors.  He  himself  lived  in  a 
district  which  was  called  "  Parson's 
Paradise,**  from  the  circumstance  of  the 
great  number  of  livings  by  which  it  was 
surrounded ;  and  he  knew  them  to  have 
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held  mine.  With  respect,  Sir,  to  the 
Motion  immediately  before  the  Hoose,  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin 
stated,  that  there  is  a  wide  difference 
between  this  Resolution  which  he  has 
proposed  to  night,  and  that  of  the  hoo. 
member  for  St.  Alban's,  which  the  House 
negatived  upon  a  recent  occasion.  After 
having  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
hon. and  learned  GenSeman's  speech,! con- 
fess I  cannot  see  the  distinction.  Wheu 
my  noble  friend  opposed  the  former  Reso- 
lution, he  did  so  upon  the  ground  of  the 
Commission  which  had  been  issued,  the 
terms  of  which  he  then  stated  to  the 
House.  I  recollect,  that  my  noble  friend 
read  from  a  paper  in  his  hand  the  very 
terms  of  the  Commission.  I  cannot  then 
well  understand  how  the  House  can  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Tipperary,  and  assert,  that  the  Commission 
was  issued  with  a  view  to  delude  the 
people.  Then  I  ask,  why  will  you  not 
give  credit  to  the  Government  for  having 
adopted  it  with  honest  intentions  ?  Either 
the  measure  was  taken  with  good  inten- 
tions, or  it  was  used  to  delude  the  people 
of  Ireland,  f  must  say,  that  the  haste 
with  which  you  expect  the  Government  to 
move  forward  in  these  measures  is  inju- 
rious to  your  own  objects.  I  know  that 
Governments  are  to  be  found,  and  Legis- 
latures, perhaps,  to  follow  them,  who  may 
be  ready  to  move  with  less  deliberation ; 
but  I  say  the  present  Government  is  not 
pledged  to  any  such  destructive  rapidity 
of  motion  ;  and  it  is  not  fairly  dealt  with 
in  being  urged  forward  with  unnecessary 
and  causeless  haste.  The  Government 
has  scarcely  had  time  to  appoint  the 
Commission.  The  Commissioners  have 
scarcely  met,  and  they  are  already  accused 
of  not  proceeding  with  sufficient  rapidity. 
Will  Gentlemen  g^ve  us  a  little  time? 
Will  they  allow  us  to  be  informed  of  the 
opinions  of  the  Commissioners.  They 
met  last  week,  and  the  first  instruction 
sent  to  them  was  to  consider  how  far  their 
numbers  were  equal  to  the  several  duties 
imposed  upon  them,  and  to  submit  to  the 
Government  the  plan  upon  which  they 
proposed  to  operate  in  order  that  we  may 
decide  upon  what  steps  may  be  necessary 
to  accelerate  their  proceedings.  Will, 
then,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
give  us  a  week  or  two  ?  We  are  a  Go- 
vernment scarcely  in  office,  it  may  be  said 
-^scarcely  formed  for  the  purposes  of 
business.    Will  he  not  give  us  time  to 


piepare  our  measaret,  and  to  form  them 
upon  rational  grounds,  so  as  to  enable  us 
— supposing,  that  he  and  I  agree  in  our 
ultimate  objects — to  effect  them  ?  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asks  me  mj 
opinion  as  to  the  Resolution  he  has  moved, 
I  scarcely  know  in  what  I  differ  from  it. 
That  is  my  opinion,  and  those  who  hear 
me  know  that  I  am  not  the  man  to  pat 
any  qualification  upon  opinions  which  I 
Btrongly  hold.''  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  proceeded  to  say,  diat  if  there 
was  any  thing  in  the  Resolution  to  which 
he  objected,  it  was  to  the  general  charac- 
ter of  the  words  ^*  purposes  of  public 
utility."  They  might  mean  any  tlung — 
the  building  of  roads  or  bridges,  or  other 
such  purposes,  which  were  of  public 
utility,  but  to  which  he  should  certainly 
object  to  see  the  fond  applied .  He  should 
like  to  have  some  little  explanation  of  the 
very  wide  terms  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  chosen.  But  he 
objected  to  the  Resolution  being  brought 
forward  now.  The  Government  had  a 
right  to  expect  credit  for  their  intentions ; 
and,  above  all  things,  they  ought  not  to 
be  driven  forwards  by  violence  to  do  what 
they  hoped  to  accomplish  quietly,  and  so 
as  to  avoid  exciting  the  passions  of  men, 
and  ultimately  to  provide  for  the  public 
benefit*  He  had  not  accepted  office  to 
inflame  and  irritate  one  class  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  against  another.  As  to 
the  threat  of  the  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Tipperary,  he  cared  little  whether 
this  or  any  other  measures  should  be 
placed  uiKler  other  auspices  by  a  dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament ;  but  he  avowed  bis 
determination,  let  the  consequences  be 
what  they  might,  neither  to  be  deterred 
from  those  reforms  which  he  conceived  to 
be  demanded  by  the  public  g^ood,  nor  to 
be  plunged  into  an  extravagant  and  pre- 
mature course  which  must  only  end  in 
iailure;  but  to  stand  between  the  ex- 
tremes of  either  party,  and  pursue  the 
course  which  his  own  judgment  dictated. 
There  was  no  hon.  Gentleman  in  that 
House  who  felt  more  deeply  than  he  dki 
the  loss  which  the  Government  bad  sus- 
tained in  losing  the  talents  of  his  two 
right  hon.  friends  who  had  retired  from  it; 
still  he  must  say,  that  the  best  support  of 
a  Government  ought  to  be  an  honest 
intention  and  purpose  to  carry  through 
those  salutary  measures  of  reform  which 
the  conditkm  of  the  country  required. 
That  intention,  he  felt  consciotts,  entitled 


765 


TUhei 


{June  23} 


Cireiand.J 


766 


th«  present  OoTeraount  to  the  support 
and  coafidence  of  tbe  House.  Without 
that  confidence,  be  was  aware  they  could 
do  oothin^ ;  and,  if  it  was  to  be  withdrawn 
from  them,  that  appeal  must  be  made  to 
the  country  under  which  be  hoped  and 
prayed — though  he  should  be  insincere 
if  be  said  be  beliered — that  the  Councils 
of  his  Mi^esty  would  be  committed  to 
more  moderate  and  more  prudent  bands ; 
or  that  the  measures  then  proposed  would 
be  more  beneficial  to  the  people. 

Mr.  Lefiroy  said,  that  tbe  House  and 
tbe  country  would  be  indebted  to  ^e  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  for  at  least 
knowing  what  tbe  opinions  and  views  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  were.  The 
Commission  had  been  properly  described  by 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Tippe- 
rary ;  and  if  so  sore  a  blister  was  to  be 
applied  to  Ireland,  the  sooner  she  was 
made  to  go  through  the  misery  of  it  tbe 
better.  Tbe  excitement  that  would  be 
caused  by  this  Commission  in  every  parish 
in  Ireland  would  resemble  that  of  an 
election  with  universal  suffrage.  If  ever 
there  was  a  curse  upon  the  land  for  num- 
bering the  people,  this  Commission  would 
be  one.  There  was  no  difierence  of  opin- 
ion about  it  in  Ireland ;  all  parties  looked 
upon  it  as  the  same  unmitigated  evil. 
With  respect  to  tbe  proposition  of  apply- 
ing the  funds  of  the  Church  to  purposes 
of  "  general  utility,"  as  it  was  called, 
that  was  a  plan  which  he  should  always 
oppose  to  tbe  uttermost.  He  had  never 
heard  any  reason  advanced  to  show  why 
the  property  of  tbe  Church  of  Ireland  dif- 
fered from  the  property  of  the  Church  of 
England.  The  only  reason  that  had  been 
glanced  at  in  argument  was,  that  of  tbe 
population  in  Ireland  being  of  a  different 
religion.  But  the  endowments  of  the 
Church  had  not  been  given  to  any  parti- 
cular portion  of  the  community,  but  to 
the  religion  of  the  State.  If  any  one 
thought  a  better  religion  could  be  found 
than  the  Protestant  religion,  let  him  come 
boldly  forward  and  propose  to  have  it 
changed  from  the  Protestant  to  the  Ca- 
tholic, and  see  whether  that  House  or  tbe 
people  of  England  or  of  Scotland  would 
agree  to  it.  It  had  been  argued,  that  be- 
cause there  was  a  diminution  of  tbe 
numbers  of  any  sect  possessing  property, 
that  property  ought  to  be  given  to  the 
Government  or  to  Parliament,  and  the 
owners  be  divested  of  it.  He  would  con- 
tend, that  where  a  State  religion  had  been 


endowed,  th^re  was  no  more  right  in  Par- 
liament to  divert  the  funds  from  that 
purpose  than  there  was  to  divert  them  in 
the  other  case.  If  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  did  not  adopt  the  reli- 
gion established  by  Parliament — and  let 
it  be  remembered,  that  it  was  a  Roman 
Catholic  Parliament  in  Ireland  which 
established  the  Protestant  religion  there — 
that  was  no  reason  for  diverting  the 
Church  property  from  its  possessors,  who 
held  it  under  the  solemn  guarantee  of  tbe 
Legislature.  If  it  were  so,  what  was  to 
become  of  the  Union,  whieh  was  no  more 
sanctioned  by  the  majority  of  the  people 
in  Ireland  than  the  Protestant  Church? 
That  sophism  would  have  no  weight  when 
closely  examined.  The  people  of  Ireland 
only  formed  a  portion  of  the  population  of 
the  empire,  and  there  was  no  more  reason 
why  they  should  call  for  tbe  abolition  of 
the  religion  of  the  State,  than  there  would 
be  for  the  Roman  Catholics,  who  might 
happen  to  have  a  majority  in  any  county 
in  England  claiming  the  abolition  of  the 
tithes  on  that  account.  The  question 
upon  which  the  House  must  now  make 
up  its  mind  was,  whether  or  not  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Reformation  should  be  aban- 
doned and  broken  down.  It  was  true, 
that  the  barrier  set  up  at  tbe  Revolution 
had  been  broken  down,  and  be  had  no 
desire  to  raise  it  up  again ;  but  so  long  as 
the  principles  of  the  Reformation  remained 
in  force.  Parliament  could  have  no  right 
to  do  with  the  Church  of  Ireland  what  it 
could  not  do  with  the  Church  of  England, 
and  by  doing  which  it  must  tend  to  the 
dismemberment  of  tbe  empire,  and  the 
overthrow  of  the  monarchy  in  Ireland. 
When  he  added  to  this  the  jealousy  with 
which  the  Protestant  people  of  Ireland 
looked  to  this  measure  as  a  breach  of 
national  faith  and  of  the  solemn  compact 
entered  into  with  them  at  the  Union, — 
when  thev  looked  at  this,  and  at  the  feel- 
ings  which  had  lately  been  excited  among 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland,*— he  could  not 
too  solemnly  caution  the  Government 
against  the  course  they  were  pursuing. 
He  had  nothing  to  say  against  the  removal 
of  abuses  in  the  Church,  or  any  proper 
distribution  of  her  revenues.  He  was 
most  anxious  that  every  defect  of  this 
kind  should  be  remedied ;  but  any  aliena« 
tion  of  her  property  from  the  Churchy 
he,  and  he  believed  every  Protestant 
Irishman,  would  be  prepared  to  resist  to 
the  last  as  an  infraction  of  the  Union.     On 
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Cb«  iMt  occMiofi  upon  which  he  tddretied 
th«  llouM  00  this  tubjeci,  he  felt  hiouelf 
•iithofixMl,  upon  ttie  itrength  of  docu- 
menu  which  tie  hed  consulted,  to  asiert 
thftt  the  tfitimetei  of  the  property  of  the 
(Jhurch  in  Ireland,  which  hea  been  (iven 
to  the  ilouie,  were  moit  exaggerated 
•tatemrnti.  He  did  it  without  the  nott 
diHtant  intention  of  conveying  any  impu- 
tation upon  thcf  Motion  of  the  hon.  mem* 
bar  for  Ht*  Alban'i ;  but,  in  juitice  to  him- 
aelf,  he  niuit  itate  again,  that,  alter  ex- 
amining the  facts  most  carefully,  he  was 
convinced,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
fallen  into  the  most  groii  exaggeration. 
Hinre,  then,  the  acoounta  of  the  whole 
comiiotttion  had  been  prepared,  excepting 
for  ttthea,  to  the  value  of  68,000^  a-year. 
From  these  accounts  it  appeared,  that  the 
hon.  Member  overstated  the  property  of 
the  ('hurch  by  above  100,000/.  a-year. 
As  he  had  surmised  before,  he  found, 
that  the  value  of  the  glebe  lands,  as  well 
as  the  tithes,  had  Uhsu  included  in  the 
estiutate  of  the  property.  He  was  now 
able  to  rt'peat  the  statement  he  had  made 
the  other  nighty  that  the  whole  revenues 
uf  the  Church  of  Ireland,  applicable  to 
the  remuneration  of  her  Bishops  and 
clergy,  after  deducting  the  paymenu 
under  the  ureeent  Bill,  and  the  ineome  of 
iKe  cani'elltH)  bishoprics^  would  not  ex* 
ceeU  6a4,iHH)/«  a*year.  Of  the  livings  in 
livland«  ^77  wt^re  preeenled  to  by  lay 
(^ln>i^  and  those  ui  valua  were  ncsirly 
«Mie>  fifth  of  the  Yaiue  of  the  whole.  Tbeee 
li^inge  being  the  saleable  properly  of  lay* 
laeu,  like  any  other  piuperty,  ^^^Nl)'^^  "^ 
lo  be  laie«  as  endowsaettla  of  the  Chwicli, 
awd,  tKere(b4re«  thai  aiiasber  of  ^77  wie  to 
W  dedu^Hed  tYv^m  the  whole  aasaber  of 
t»43<ik  'IVNe  was  aiUI  We»  justice  hi 
se|Mtfiilui^c  lt>>as  the  IVote^tani  Chwwh 
asiy  ^'  it*  i^YiMiiMis  at  the  |weee«il  ■wsaent.. 
wtMNi  the  teeult  of  lh»  auMSMe  would  be  i 
|«  Ihti^w  iWe  payaieiit  of  the  ttihee  wm  f 
Ibie  yv»Nelasyt  buidWi^  h  ww»9«Md«tkat} 
iW  lathee  »WeJ4  shm  be  fMd  becmww  the  ^ 
||i»ey><  eif  the  eematrr  w<mi»  ef  s»o<bier» 
i^^NC*^*^  ^^  ibeceiibNw  tbe  dnfr  ksd 
•tfrtiieit;:  e»  ttew  Km  iW  wenU  put  aa 
eeni  ^  eeetv  ^^laioe  uri^tcaMk  empt  tW* 
se^awa  cbueem  iN4  ii^«lK^we4  bf  (W  saasc  < 
iip»Ke«»sof  iW  eeo^liN  >^'tdx  cee^iKt  »>' 
iW  IMt  itelr;  be  Vai  beec«lv  widk  sBaraek- 
mMC   tW  n^   bowL  iVmckiaus^   tihe 

bi»  UfeM^MMft  ^  abittsiJkM  taw  iwilem^cnm 
ais4  H>|eeyesmimL ^AwiBaa ua  qfcg  ftk    lie^ 


heard  the  piDpoeitkm  with  asConidiineDt, 
because  it  was  at  Tarianoe  with  the  pro» 
fessions  made  by  the  right  hon.  Oentle* 
man  when  he  introduced  the  meaamw 
originally  to  the  House.  The  professed 
object  of  the  Bill  was,  to  realize  this 
species  of  property,  by  a  commutation 
into  land,  and  to  leave  the  question  of 
future  appropriation  unprejudiced.  Bat, 
to  leave  that  question  unpreiudiced,  it 
was  necessary  the  Bill  should  go  the 
length  it  originally  did;  and,  accordiogly, 
the  Bill  provided  that,  for  five  years,  a 
land-tax  should  be  levied  in  lieu  of  tithes; 
and,  after  that  period,  an  investment  waa 
to  be  made  for.  the  use  of  the  clergyman, 
who  would  then  possess  a  property  in  land 
equivalent  to  four-fifths  of  what  he  had 
previously  received  in  tithe.  If  those 
clauses  were  withdrawn,  what  was  the 
clergyman  to  receive  in  lieu  of  his  ancient 
prescriptive  right,  which  was  taken  away 
by  the  Bill  ? — and  what  was  he  to  receive 
in  lieu  of  one-fifth  of  his  present  income  ? 
It  should  be  home  in  miud,  too,  that  the 
Bill  dealt  with  the  rights  of  present  pro- 
prietors, and,  as  now  to  be  modified,  it 
would  give  the  clergyman,  in  place  of  his 
prescriptive  right  to  the  whole  tithe,  a 
claim  to  become  a  penaioiier  of  the  Cooi- 
missiooefs  of  the  Woods  and  Forests  fat 
four-fifths.  The  Bill  did  not  give  the 
Laad-tax  to  the  clergy  iodividaally;  it  left 
it  vested  in  the  Crown,  and  to  be  eoUected 
by  the  CoasmissJonera  of  Woods  and 
Foreaia,  and  voted  owt  aooordngly.  as 
they,  la  their  diligence,  night  be  able  to 
collcci  it,  after  deducting  al 
The  fsvtnnca  of  the  Chwdi,  an 
stanced,  eonld  not  any  longer  be 
upon  as  pvoncvtT.  IJndcr  tkne 
stances*  be  Ml  great  leinttance  ar 
the  iw-eoessaittal  of  the  Bi\\ :  Iwa  iM  bnd 
no  ahetnative,  and  eonld  nec«  «o«m  any 
^rvonndsi  snpfwtt  the  Rcsoiutaett  g<npaasii 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  saeMNer  ijc  Mb- 
Sin.  He  belincd,  thnt  the  intifnaas  ei*  tbe 
devgr  wonid  be  grenily  pofjedioed  b^ 
B«.U  bnt  be  ieit  eoevced  a»  take  !t  i 
choke  of  mfev  and  tti  avoid  cne 
non  et"  the  bon. 


Mr.  fasdl  contended 
jcpriestbond  bad 
pay  tb«rtibcs^  tbe^ 

Otncdr«.  ane  » 


ta«xt,  Tf  dbe  t.  aebih- 
icsed  r^  oeofpis  an 
very  Kttixai^pttY 
liiv^  !)eeu  ImrI 
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tolaed  X)t  the  Protestant  Church.  His 
Majesty's  Goveroment  had  been  absurd 
enoMgh  to  soppose,  that  the  Catholic  der^ 
would  accept  a  pittance  from  the  o£f- 
scottrings  of  the  Establishment.  If  they 
had  o&red  them  four-fifths  of  the  re- 
venues of  the  latter,  perhaps  they  might 
have  accepted  that  as  a  first  payment, 
and  a  step  to  their  ultimate  object,  that 
of  establishing  their  own  religion  in  its 

Sice.  The  conduct  of  his  Majesty's 
iaisters,  on  the  present  occasion,  was  in 
direct  violation  of  the  promise  made  to 
.the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  that  no  such 
measure  should  be  introduced  without 
their  being  previously  consulted  on  it. 
Such  conduct  was  calculated  to  excite 
alarm  in  every  member  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  to  threaten  the  stability  of 
the  State. 

Mr«  French  wished  to  point  out  that 
part  of  the  proposed  alterations  to  which 
he  particularly  objected.  He  stood  for* 
ward  as  the  advocate  of  this  Bill,  nor 
would  he  join  in  a  sweeping  denunciation 
of  its  provisions^  He  was  fully  aware  of 
the  benefit  which  must  result  from  cutting 
off  the  source  of  collision  between  the 
Protestant  clergy  and  the  people.  It  pro- 
vided against  a  repetition  of  that  distress 
to  whicb^  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin,  the  clergy  had  been  reduced  by 
the  non-payment  of  tithe ;  and  though  he 
musiit  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Worcester,  that  justice  was  violated  in 
compelling  one  man  to  pay  the  debt  of 
another,  by  rendering  the  landlord  liable 
for  the  defsilcation  of  the  tenant,  still  a 
sacrifice,  made  on  the  part  of  the  landed 
proprietors  within  the  bounds  of  modern* 
tion,  for  the  attainment  of  tranquillity, 
might  be  desirable.  They  should  recollect, 
that  their  individual  interests  were  re- 
gulated by  the  general  prosperity  of  the 
State  i  that  this  impost,  now  about  to  be 
done  away  with,  had  been  for  ages  the 
greatest  drawback  on  that  prosperity; 
that  it  had  always  been  the  cause  of  com- 
bination and  confederacy  throughout  the 
country ;  that,  in  the  present  inflammable 
state  of  public  opinion  in  Ireland,  the  re* 
sistance  to  payment  might  be  still  further 
extended,  and  end  in  a  terrific  struggle 
between  property  and  pauperism.  They 
should  also  recollect,  that  were  every 
vestige  of  the  Protestant  Church  destroy- 
ed in  Ireland,  they  could  not,  in  justice, 
expect  one  shilling  of  this  money  to  fall 
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mto  their  pockets  i  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
a  considerable  allowance  ought  to  be  made, 
a  much  more  considerable  allowance  than 
that  proposed  in  this  Bill,  to  reconcile 
them  to  taking  on  themselves  payments 
for  which  they  were  not  at  present  liable ; 
payments  not  hereafter  to  be  collected  by 
them,  or  if,  indeed,  attempted,  at  the 
hazard  of  attaching  the  insecurity  of  tithe 
to  the  present  security  of  rent,  involving 
both  in  one  common  ruin,  and  to  be  col- 
lected even  then,  according  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land in  sums  amounting  to  the  one- 
fortieth  part  of  a  farthing.  For  all  this 
trouble,  risk,  nay,  certain  loss,  what  did 
they  propose  to  give  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land ?  What  advantage,  present  or  pro- 
spective, did  they  hold  out,  to  reconcile 
them  to  this  arrangement,  to  tempt  them 
to  acquiesce  in  what  the  gentry  of  England 
would  never  suffer,  and  what,  he  trusted, 
they  would  not  be  forced  to  submit  to  ? 
Were  receivers  to  be  placed  on  their 
estates  for  debts  which  they  never  con- 
tracted ?  In  this  Bill,  as  ^originally  in- 
troduced, there  was  a  clause  of  redemp- 
tion, giving  the  landlords  of  Ireland  as  a 
boon,  at  sixteen  years'  purchase,  a  de- 
scription of  property,  which,  before  it  was 
deteriorated  by  agitation,  would  bring  but 
thirteen  years'  purchase  in  the  market ; 
this  was  called  a  boon.  They  received  a 
similar  one  last  Session  in  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act ;  but  this  clause  was  to 
be  omitted.  Against  that  omission—to 
striking  out  the  principle  of  redemption- 
he  objected.  The  inevitable  consequence 
of  this  Bill  passing  without  the  rate  of  re- 
demption being  fixed,  must  be,  to  place  an 
additional  incumbrance  of  some  millions 
on  the  landed  property  of  Ireland.  He 
wished  not  to  deduct  one  shilling  from 
the  value  of  Church  property  as  it  stood 
before  agitation  commenced  in  1829 ;  but 
he  denied  the  right  of  Parliament  to 
stamp  an  additk)ual  value  on  this  pro* 
perty  by  legislative  enactment,  and  call 
on  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to  pay  for  it. 
At  the  period  to  whkh  he  had  alluded, 
1839,  the  Church  tithe  of  Ireland  was 
rated  at  600,0002.  a-year.  Deduct  for  col- 
lection, security,  &c.,  thirty  per  cent,  and 
the  nett  or  saleable  income  would  be 
420,000/.  a-year,  which,  at  thirteen  years' 
purchase,  would  bring  5,460,000/.  This 
600,000/.  tithe  they  were  now  about  to 
convert  into  600,000/.  rent  charge,  de- 
ducting twenty  per  cent.  480|000/.  saleable 
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income  teemed  as  the  jmt  charge  on  the 
rental  of  Ireland  on  a  lum  of  14,000,0001. 
sterling,  guaranteed  by  the  State,  and 
payable  at  the  Treasury.  Would  any  one 
venture  to  deny,  that  a  description  of  pro* 
perty,  such  as  this,  would  be  valuable, 
and  that  the  landlord  of  Ireland  would 
not  be  eventually  compelled  to  pay,  thirty 
years'  purchase  for  it  ?  480,000^  at  thirty 
years'pnrchase,wouldproducel4,400,000f. 
An  additional  value  of  near  900,000/.  they 
were  about  to  place  on  this  property.  The 
toy  tithe  of  100,000/.  a-year  was  subject 
to  the  same  calculation.  The  increase  of 
value  in  this  case  could  not  be  defended 
on  the  ground  of  being  the  property  of 
Uie  Church  or  the  property  of  the  State. 
He  trusted,  his  Majesty  s  Government 
would  take  this  into  their  serious  consider- 
ation— that  they  would  hesitate  before,  by 
expunging  the  clause  of  redemption,  they 
cut  olF  the  only  means  by  which  the  ex- 
tinction of  tithes  could  be  obtained — that 
object  for  which  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
so  long  and  so  ardently  struggled ;  that 
they  would  pause  before  they  adopted  a 
measure  which  was  destructive  to  the 
landlord,  *  and  not  conciliatory  to  the 
tenant;  which,  while  it  left  behind  the 
seeds  of  discontent  and  irritation,  would 
materially  add  to  the  burthens  of  an  al- 
ready distracted  and  impoverished  coun- 
try. He  would  no  longer  trespass  on  the 
patience  of  the  House,  and  would  con- 
clude by  stating  his  fixed  determination 
to  oppose,  to  the  utmost  of  his  power,  in 
Committee,  the  omtsston  of  a  clause  with- 
out which  he  considered  this  Bill  would 
not  only  be  destructive  to  the  interests, 
but  fatal  to  the  peace  of  his  native 
country. 

Mr.  Show  said,  it  was  his  intention  to 
vote  against  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin,  but,  having 
done  so,  he  was  fully  as  much  as  ever 
opposed  to  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  In  this  he  was 
guilty  of  no  inconsistency.  The  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin  and  the 
Treasury  Bench  were  precisely  agreed 
upon  this  question.  The  only  difference 
that  existed  between  them  was,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin  had 
the  manliness  both  to  state  and  to  act  upon 
the  principles  which  he  declared.  The 
Government  stated,  but  had  not  the  man- 
liness to  act  upon  the  principles  they 
entertained.  If  they  had  the  manliness 
and  the  moral  courage  to  act  up  to  the 


principlea  they  professed,  his  Majtsya 
ministers  need  not  hesitate  to  support  tlie 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Dublin.  The  right  hon.  Secretary 
at  War  had  declared  that,  by  adoptiag 
that  Resolution,  however  consiilent  in 
principle  it  might  be  with  the  opmiiMis  of 
Government  upon  the  subject,  they 
would  be  brought  into  diffioulties  of 
detail  which  it  was  inexpedieAl  to  en* 
counter  at  present.  This  was  by  no 
means  a  valid  objection,  for  the  Reran* 
tion  did  not  pledge  them  to  any  details. 
That  being  the  ease— he  meant  no  per* 
sonal  offence  to  any  member  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  what  he  was 
now  saying — he  would  plainly  state  liis 
conviction,  that  his  Majesty's  Government 
had  adopted  the  course  they  weie  now 
pursuing  for  no  other  purpose  on  earth 
than  to  gain  time.  The  sentiments  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  appeared  to  agree  ao 
precisely  with  those  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin,  that  he  could  not  see 
any  reason  why  they  should  not  support 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member's rssohitioo, 
if  they  wished  to  act  with  boldnessand  oon- 
sistency.  But  the  fact  was,  whatever  the  in- 
dividual sentiments  of  the  members  of  the 
Government  might  be,  as  a  Ministry  they 
had  not  come  to  any  very  consistent  or 
well-defined  opinion  upon  the  subfeet. 
He  held  in  his  nand  a  copy  of  the  speech 
of  another  member  of  his  Majeety'e  Go^ 
vernment  in  another  plaoe  and  on  a  former 
occasion  \  and  what  were  his  opinions  upon 
this  question?  Why^  black  and  white 
were  not  more  opposite  than  were  the  e«« 
pressed  opinions  <^  the  Marquess  of  Laos- 
downe  and  the  right  hon.  Secretery  at 
War  upon  the  subject  of  the  appropria- 
tion of  Church  property  in  Ireland.  He 
would,  therefore,  at  once  ofaarge  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  as  a  body,  with  endea- 
vouring to  evade  and  shofflo  off  from  the 
question.  He  would  not  now  go  into  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned  neas- 
ber  for  Dublin,  for  in  the  present  position 
of  the  debate  suoh  a  course  would  be 
hardly  opportune.  There  was  one  single 
topic,  however,  contained  in  the  joint 
sentiments  of  the  hon,  and  learned  Menf- 
bev  and  of  his  Majesty's  Mini8ters,*^for 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  putting  them 
and  answering  them  together,— ^whieh-  he 
could  not  but  introduce  to  the  notice  of 
the  House.  For  this  purpose  he  would 
beg  leave  to  quote  one  single  passage 
from  the  speecfi  of  an  individual  of  high 
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trait  in  his  M qeitf 's  QonsaamBX^ — ^the 
Lord  ClMWicellor  of  Ireland.  In  the  year 
1893»  an  hop.  Member  (for  Middlesex) 
brought  forward  a  measure  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  Church  property  in  Ireland,  which 
was  not  nearly  so  atjong  as  that  now  before 
the  House.  The  motion  then  proposed  by 
dM  hon.  Member  was  this.  '^Tbat  it  is 
anpedient.  to  inquire  v^ether  the  present 
ChuichEstaUishaiientef  Irdaadisnot  more 
than  comn^isuiate  to  the  serricea  to  be 
parfemedy  both  as  regards  the  number  of 
penona  employed^  a»i  the  incomes  they 
raceive;  and  if  so,  whether  a  reduction 
of  the  aame  should  not  take  phice,  with 
due  regard  to  all  existing  interests."* 
Upon  Uiis  proposition  what  did  Lord 
Fhinkelt  say  ?  «<  He  could  not  allow  the 
iwsolution  of  the  hon.  Member  to  be  oflfered 
to  die  consideration  of  the  House,  with- 
out expressing  in  terms  as  strong  as  the 
Banish  language  could  supply,  or  the  rules 
of  Ptfhament  would  allow  hkn  to  use  in 
this  House,  his  sense  of  the  folly  and 
desperation  of  the  measure  which  had 
been  proposed ;  without  expressing  the 
strongest  reprobation  of  it  which  it  was 
in  his  power  to  bestow.  The  plan  of  the 
hoB.  Cfentleman  for  governing  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  if  proper  for  that  country, 
would  be  proper  for  England."  f  What 
theobeeameof  thedistinction  between  Eng^ 
land  and  Ireland  pointed  out  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Morpeth),  who  had  just  taken 
up  hiastation  behind  the  Treasury  Bench — 
But  Lord  Piunkett  went  on :  ''  If  adopted 
by  Parliament,  they  would,  in  effect, 
daolai^',  thai  the  property  of  the  hierarchy 
was  piofaiic  noperty,  and  was  liable  to  be 
disposed  or  for  purposes  of  religion,  or 
for-  any  odier  purposes.    This  would  pre- 

Efe  the  way  for  the  downfall  of  the 
xachy,  and  that  of  the  Throne  must 
follow."  X  This,  however,  was  not  all,  for, 
in  a  lew  sentences  further  on,  Lord  Piun- 
kett rijli^ed  to  the  distinction  between 
England  and  Ireland.-  Under  these 
ciienrostantes  it  was  certainly  ex- 
tiuroely  fortunate  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  professional  duties  detained 
him  in  Ireland  during  the  discussion  of 
this  question.  It  would  certainly  be 
highly  inconvenient  to  him  to  be  present 
on  such  an  occasion.  He  was  perfectly 
satisied,  from  what  had  fallen  from  the 

•  Hansard,  to!,  viii,  (new  series)  p.  390. 
t  Ibid.  p.  407. 
X  Ibid. 


right  hon.  Secre^tary  at  War,  that  if  he 
were  acting  in  his  mdividual  capacity  aa 
a  Member  of  that  House,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  resolution  of  the  hon.   and 
learned  member  for  Dublin.    That  hon. 
and   learned  Member   had  very  strong 
grounds  to  urge  the  Opvernment  before 
the  Bill  was  suffered  to  ^  mto  Committee, 
to  declare  their  intentions  in  respect  .to 
this  very  important  branch  of  the  subject. 
The  present  Bill  was  totally  different  from 
the  former  one.    It  involved  the  principle 
of  direct  confiscation  of  landed  property, 
and  proposed  to  abolish  the  privilege  of 
redemption,  which  was  formerly  proposed 
to  be  admitted.    This  was  of  itself  a  great 
act  of  oppressioa  and  unfairness  towards 
the  landed  proprietors.    Now,  as  to  the 
newly-appointed  Commission  which  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  proposed  to  send  forth 
to  make  researches  upon  the  subiect  of 
Chucch  property, — there  were  in  his  re- 
collection two   precedents   for   such    a 
Ck)mmis8ion.    The  first  was  in  the  time 
of  Henry  8th,  who,  when  he  was  about 
to  spdiate  the  property  of  the  monasteries 
of  England,  first  appomted  a  Commission, 
just  such  a  Commission  as  the  present 
one,  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  such 
a  proceeding.    It  was  needless  to  add, 
that   the  result   of  their    Commission's 
labours  was  just  such  as  was  expected 
and  desired,  and  the  abbey  revenues  of 
England  were  accordingly  seized.    The 
next  precedent  he  would  mention  was  on 
the  occasion  of  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
Catholics  in  Dublin  in  1825,  when  Mr. 
O'Connell  (he  spoke  of  that  Gentleman 
now  as  a  member  of  the  Catholic  Asso- 
ciation, mthout  reference  to  his  subse- 
quent conduct  in  any  other  place),  Mr. 
O'Connell  on  that  occasion  promised  the 
people  of  Ireland  a  new  Catholic  Associa- 
tion, and  that  one  of  its  first  objects  should 
be  tq  have  the  population  numbered,  and 
also  to  ascertain  the  value  of  every  Church 
living  in  Ireland,  distinguishing  the  amount 
of  Church-cess,  of  parish-cess,  and  the 
salaries  or  emolument   of  every  pariah 
officer,  and  of  every  clergyman  in  Ireland, 
not  only  of  the  Established  Church,  but 
Presbyterians  and  others.    Such  was  the 
promise  of  Mr.  O'Connell  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  he  had  alluded ;  and  reaUy 
the  precedent  was  so  very  exact,  that  it 
might  very  well  be  followed  on  the  pre> 
sent  occasion  by  his  Maiesty's  Ministers. 
In  his  conscience  he  believed  the  object 
of  the  present  Commission  to  be  of  the 
2C2 


775 


Tiik9$ 


{POMMONS} 


(Irtland.) 


7T8 


moH  diHgeroQs  nature.  He  feU  cod* 
Tinoed,  tlrat  it  mutt  work  the  greatest 
misohief  in  Ireland,  Btirring  up  the 
mouldering  embers  of  religious  animosity 
throughout  the  land,  and  eiciting  jea- 
lousies and  feuds  of  the  direst  and  most 
distressing  kind.  The  Commission  was 
.issued  for  no  other  purpose  than  as  a  sort 
of  plank  on  which  the  remnants  of  a  dis- 
jointed Cabinet  might  hang  together,  and, 
without  one  principle  to  guide  them  ia 
their  reckless  course,  float  for  a  short  time 
.longer  upon  the  stagnant  waters  of  public 
opinion,  in  whose  dark  and  deadly  depths 
^ey  must  eventually  perish.  To  add  a 
little  longer  term  to  their  wretched  and 
lingering  existence,  had'  they  adopted  the 
notion  of  issuing  a  Commission  which  he 
(Mr.  Shaw)  oould  never  cease  to  regret, 
and  the  ill  effects  of  which  it  was  difficult 
and  melancholy  to  contemplate.  The 
QoTemment  had  altered  this  Bill  and 
issued  this  Commission  for  no  other  than 
this  short-sighted  and  selfish  object,  be* 
cause  they  had  not  the  manliness  and  the 
firmness  to  act  upon  their  own  respoost* 
bility  and  their  own  declared  opinions. 

Mr.  Secretary  i?tce  said,  that  an  im- 
putation more  grave  and  serious  than  that 
which  the  House  had  just  heard  pro- 
nounced had  never  been  cast  against  any 
aet  of  men  holding  the  responsible  situa- 
tion of  advisers  of  the  Crown.  In  the 
first  place,  the  bon.  and  learned  member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin,  had  taxed 
his  Majesty's  Government  with  such  a  de- 
gree of  insincerity  and  duplicity,  that  no 
individual  among  them  could  ever  dare  to 
hold  up  his  head  again  if  the  charge  were 
in  any  way  well  founded.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  charged  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  with  having  endeavoured  to 
delude  all  the  parties  in  that  House  upon 
a  measure  of  vast  importance  like  the  pre- 
sent, for  the  mere  purpose  of  prolonging 
a  wretched  and  lingering  existence  in  of- 
fice, and  of  disgracing  themselves  before 
the  country  by  conduct  at  once  unwise 
and  dishonest.  They  were  accused  of 
wishing  to  seduce  the  House  into  a  Com- 
mittee upon  this  Bill,  for  the  purpose  of 
acknowledging  a  principle  upon  which 
they  intended  to  do  something,  but  which 
something'  they  had  not  in  any  way  agreed 
upon.  Why  the  principle  had  been  avow- 
ed at  the  announcement  of  the  Commission 
which  had  ,l)een  made  during  the  discus- 
sion of  the  motion  brought  forward  by  the 
hon.  member  for  St.  Alban's,  and  from  the 


admission  then  made,  the  OavernoMat 
would  not  shrink.  Why,  then,  seeing  the 
principle  involved  in  the  inquiry  about  to 
be  entered  into,  were  they  tx^d,  that  the 
Commission  was  a  mere  delusion  ?  The 
principle  involved  in  the  Commission  wae 
the  same  as  that  involved  in  therasohitioB 
of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Albao'a,  and 
the  object  of  the  Commission  was,  to  as- 
certain the  exact  state  of  the  popuktion 
with  regard  to  the  EsUblished  Chundi, 
and  to  know  whether  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  exceeded  the  amount  necessary  to 
its  suitable  maintenance,  with  a  view  tlmt 
any  surplus  or  excess  may  be  suboHtted 
to  appropriation  by  the  Legislatiiae.  In 
what  way  the  surplus,  if  any,  was  to 
be  dealt  with,  was  a  question  for  after- 
consideration  ;  but  he  might  state,  lliat 
one  of  his  (^ections  to  the  resokitioa 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  6eotle« 
man  was,  that  it  extended  the  objects  leo 
much  to  which  this  property  might  be  ap- 
propriated. The  principle  upon  whick 
they  were  called  upon  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  give  judgment  was 
so  ill-defined,  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  know  to  what  uses  it  might  be  ap- 
plied. He  might  statCi  as  had  already 
been  declared  by  hie  noble  friend  near 
him,  that  in  no  instance  could  smy  sock 
surplus  be  appropriated  io  the  use  of  tkm 
Roman  Catholic  Church.  Upon  this  coo* 
skieratk>n  alone,  therefore,  his  Majeaty% 
Government  had  sufficient  cause,  wttk 
the  strictest  regard  to  consistency,  to  ob- 
iect  to  the  K»olutk>n  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin.  For,  sup- 
pose that  resolution  were  to  be  agreed 
to,  might  not  the  Catholic  Church  be 
then  said  to  MX  within  the  purposes  of 
public  utility  and  charity?  This  inter- 
pretation might  really  very  fairly  be  put 
upon  the  woirds  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  resolutton.  The  hon..  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin  University 
(Mr.  Shaw)  said,  that  the  issuing  of  this 
Commission  would  lead  to  .  the  most 
formidable  results;  whilst  the  other  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  the  same  Uni- 
versity (Mr.  Sergeant  Lefroy)  had  a  little 
previously  declared,  that,  so  far  from  the 
inquiry  which  it  was  proposed  to  institute 
having  in  itself  any  dangerous  or  mis- 
chievous tendency,  if  the  measure  before 
them  had  no  views  to  ulterior  spoliation, 
he  should  not  oppose,  but  rather  rejoice 
at,  such  a  Commission,  because  it  must 
eventually  tend  to  prove,  that  the  Church 
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EBtablisbnient  of  Ireland  had  been  grossly 
overrated  and  misrepresented.  It  was  odd, 
tooy  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  complained 
of  the  Commission,  could  forget,  that  an 
order  similar  to  the  Commission  had  been 
before  madet  ttod  returns  had  been  called 
for  of  those  parishes  in  Ireland  which  con- 
tained fewer  than  fifty  resident  Protest- 
rats,  agreeably  to  the  116th  Clause  of 
Ae  Church  Temporalities'  Act.  This 
order  was  exactly  conformable  to  the 
prmciple  contained  in  the  Commission. 
When  these  returns  were  sought  for,  the 
colleague  (Mr.  Lefroy)  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin,  stated, 
as  he  had  stated  with  respect  to  the  Com- 
mission, that  if  the  inquiry  was  und^r* 
taken  for  no  purposes  of  spoliation,  but 
merely  to  ascertam  the  number  of  Pro- 
testants in  Ireland,  so  far  from  being  op- 
posed to  it,  he  was  glad  of  the  investiga- 
lioD^  as  it  would  serve  to  confirm  the 
statements  which  had  already  been  made 
with  regard  to  their  numbers.  Was  it 
not  extraordinary^  after  this  statement« 
that  the  House  should  be  told,  that  the 
Commission  was  to  lead  to  all  Uiose  con- 
sequences fatal  to  the  peace  of  Ireland, 
which  had  been  so  eloquently  anticipated. 
The  hon.  and  learned  member  for  the 
eouBty  of  Tipperary  said,  that  he  did  not 
object  to  the  nature  and  purpose  of  the 
Cmnmissioo,  but  that  he  feared  it  com- 
prehended too  many  and  too  extensive 
flafcjects»  and  would  occupy  too  much 
time.  Undoubtedly  that  was  an  objec- 
tion of  a  very  different  character ;  but  it 
was.  sufficiently  answered  by  the  assurance, 
that  every  possible  effort  should  be  made 
to  facilitate  this  inquirv*  and  to  conclude 
it  with  all  despatch.  He  did  not  know, 
that  there  was  any  impropriety  in  the  in- 
quiry projected  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
Association,  which  had  been  alluded  to, 
for  a  similar  inquiry  had  been  approved 
of  by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin  University.  On  that  occasion,  the 
question  of  appropriation  was  not  raised 
— the  object  merely  was,  to  ascertain  the 
exact  state  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  ac- 
cording to  their  sectarian  distinctions; 
and  the  order  which  was  made  for  their 
enumeration  then,  was  almost  precisely 
the  same  as  that  which  was  so  lately  sug- 
gested ;  and  yet,  in  the  one  case  it  was 
termed  fatal,  and  in  the  other  considered 
innocuous.  In  every  part  of  the  statement 
•of  his  noble  friend,  as  to  his  own  indivi- 
-dual  opinions  on  this  question,  he  entirely 


concurred.  The  declaration  of  his  ribble 
friend  went  to  this — that  an  inquiry  should 
be  instituted  into  the  amount  of  wealth' 
possessed  by  the  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland.  The  oli^eoi  m^s^  to  bring  before" 
Parliament  the  amount  of  the  property  of 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  as  com- 
pared with  the  nomberof  persons  professing 
the  Protestant  Religion  in  that  part  of  the' 
Empire;  and  his  noble  friend  affirmed, 
that  in  the  event  of  its  appearing  that  the 
property  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land was  out  of  proportion  to  the  dotiei^ 
required  of  its  ministers,  he  would  be  pre^ 
pared  to  support  a  proposition  for  Parlia- 
ment to  apply  that  excess  of  funds  td 
other  uses.  This  was  what  he  .under* 
stood  his  noble  friend  to  have  said, 
and  in  this  he  entirely  concurred^  Hon. 
Members  must  be  content  with  the  de- 
claration of  principle,  which  was  all  thai 
they  were  cail^  upon,  under  the  present 
circumstances,  to  decide.  He  had  his 
own  notions  on  the  ulterior  destination 
of  the  funds,  and  he  had  often  stated 
them  in  the  House.  Those  opinions,  he 
should  be  prepared  again  to  express,  wken 
a  fit  opportunity  occurred ;  or  if  be  was 
convinced  they  were  wrong,  he  should -be 
willing  to  abandon  them.  The  present 
was  not,  however,  the  time  for  that  discus* 
sion«  because  they  could  not  now  found 
upon  the  discussion  any  practical  mea- 
sure. He  entirely  agreed  with  his  noble 
friend,  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
was  not  one  of  the  purposes  to  which  he 
could  contemplate  the  appropriation  of 
any  portion  of  these  funds;  but  there 
were  purposes  connected  with  the  original 
grant  of  this  property  to  which  it  would 
be  fully  competent  for  this  House  to  apply 
the  surplus.  He  should  regard  as  surplm 
the  excess  beyond  the  real  wants  and  ne- 
cessities of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  he,  for  one,  would  not  consent 
unduly  to  diminish  the  amount  of  pro- 
perty necessary  for  the  religious  instruc- 
tion of  the  Protestant  population  of  that 
country.  It  was  not  necessary  to  adopt  any 
such  course;  and  he  was  sure  there 
were  many  Members  who  gave  their 
hearty  assent  to  the  principle  of  the  future 
parliamentary  appropriation  of  this  pro- 
perty, who  would  be  the  last  men  in  the 
world  to  leave  the  Protestant  population 
of  Ireland,  as  described  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin,  without  adequate  means  of  reli- 
gious iustruction.     The  maintenance  of 
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Urn  proporitkm,  that  it  was  compeleDt  br 
Parliament  to  diminish  the  sarpfus  wealth 
of  theProtestant  CborchyproTideditdid  not 
diminish  the  efficacy,  did  not  lead  to  any 
such  consequence ;  for  if  it  did^  he  should 
be  the  first  to  oppose  such  a  conclusioo. 
But,  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  think^  that 
he  could  defend  the  nresent  position  in 
which  the  Protestant  Church  was  placed? 
Was  he  prepared  to  take  his  stand  there, 
and  to  deny  that,  as  compared  with  the 
Church  in  England,  the  Church  in  Ire* 
land  was  endowed  with  an   excess  of 
wealth  ?    If  he  admitted  that  it  was  so, 
how  were  they,  as  Legislators,  to  defend 
it  ?    Could  we  be  justified  in  making  a 
larger  provision  for  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Irelandi  than  for  the  Protestant  Church 
in  England  ?    That  was  really  the  prac- 
tical way  of  bringing  the  question  before 
the  Houae.    If,  then,  the  House  would 
not  go  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  as- 
serting the  necessity  of  making  a  larger 
f  revision  for  the  Church  in  Ireland,  where 
^rotestants  were  few,  than  for  the  Church 
in  England,  where  Protestants  were  many, 
how  were  they  to  deal  with  the  surplus? 
Let  him  suppose  this  case — that  in  the 
plan  of  the  confiscation  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  adverted,  consequent  on 
the  dissolution  of  the  monasteries,  in  the 
time  of  Henry  8th,  the  landed  estates 
of  the  abbeys,  and  the  whole  ecclesiastical 
property  in   Ireland,   including  the  lay 
tithes,  nad  been  vested  in  the  Church, 
could  any  one  say  that,  under  such  cir* 
cumstances,— that  Church  monopolising 
the  greater  part  of  the  landed  property  in 
Ireland, — ^no  case  could  be  made  out  for 
the  interposition  of  Parliament,  in  regard 
to  such  a  large  excess  of  wealth  ?  If,  then, 
he  admitted  that,  in  such  a  case,  Parlia- 
mentary interference  would    have    been 
justifiable, — a  case  which,  speaking  his- 
torically, was  much  more  likely  to  have 
occurrea  than  thajb  which  had  taken  place, 
-—would  he  say,  that  the  principle  was  not 
the  same  on  the  present  occasion,  or  that 
the  difference  was  more  than  a  difference 
in  degree?    Must  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  not  be  compelled  to  admit,  that 
a  case  of  excess  might  be  made,  which  to 
the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland  miffht 
be  a  matter  of  obloquy  and  reproach  f— 
must  he  not  admit  that  such  a  case  would 
require  the  interposition  of  Parliament? 
And  if  so,  he  asked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  whether  the  present  case  of 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  did  not 


require  it?    They  had  been  asked,  why 
not  pass  this  resolution  ?    Because  there 
was  no  sufficient  Parliamentary  evidence 
on  which  to  rely ;   and  because  it  was  an 
hypothetical  resolution*     If  he  were  to 
legislate  on  his  own  knowledge  and  con- 
viction, he  might  say,  that  tnere  was  an 
excess  of  wealth.    He  was  prepared  to 
say,  too,  that  the  safety  of  the  Protestant 
Church  would  be  best  consulted  if  its 
wedth  were  diminished.    But  was  that 
private  knowledge  and  conviction  ground 
for  a  Parliamentary  proceeding?  Suppose 
that  Ministers  had  come  down  to  Parlia- 
ment with  such  a  resolution  as  that  moved 
by  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman,  how 
should  they  have  been  met  ?    Would  not 
those  very  Gentlemen  who  now  objected 
to    asking    for    information,   have  then 
asked,  triumphantly,  ''  On  what  data  do 
you  presume  to  say,  that  there  is  an  ex- 
cess T    The  statements  on  the  subject  are 
conflicting.     One  Gentleman  says,  that 
the  number  of   Protestants  in    Ireland 
closely  approaches   2,000,000;   another 
reduces  the  number  to  one-half;  which  is 
correct?''    Must  not  Ministers  be  able  to 
answer  such  querists  ?    He  thought  they 
must,  and  thought,  therefore,  that  inform- 
ation was  neceraary.    Would  it  not  be 
better,  before  affirmin|;  the  assertion  con- 
tained in  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin  to  ascertain 
the  facts,  and  act  on  the  distinct  know- 
ledge which  it  was  the  object  of  the  Com- 
mission to  obtain  ?    The  non.  and  learned 
member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  had 
referred  to  past  declarations  and  votes, 
and   referred  to  the   authority  of  Lord 
Plunkett.    They  might   also  refer,  per- 
haps, to  his  conduct,  of  which  he  would 
not  complain,  as  that  was,  of  course,  open 
to  animadversion ;    but  if  any  allusion 
should  be  made  to  the  past  language  or 
conduct  of  so  humble  an  individual,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  permit  him  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  explaining  and 
justifying  it.    He  hoped,  when  his  whole 
conduct  was    taken  altogether,  and  so 
judged    of,    and    not    piecemeal,     no, 
charge  of  inconsistency  would  lie  against 
him.    To  the  present  motion  he  was  de- 
cidedly opposed,   because  it  was  vague 
and  indennite,  and  made  an  assumption 
of  which  sufficient  evidence  was  not  be- 
fore the  House. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  found  it  quite  impos- 
sible to  resist  the  appeal  which  had  just 
been  made  to  the  House  by  his  right  hoa. 
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friend;  and  he  would  tberefofe  tell  him 
what  were  the  objections  which  he  felt 
against  the  Commisaion  which  had  been 
issued.     He  would  endeavour  to  Satisfy 
his  right  hon.  friend  by  stating  as  briefly 
and  distinctly  as  he  could  the  grounds  of 
his  objections.     He  objected^  then,  to  the 
issuing  of  this  Commission,  because  up  to 
this  hour,  judging  from  the  speeches  of 
his  Majesty's  Ministers,  the  motives  as- 
signed for  it  were  unintelligible.     He  ob- 
jected to  the  issuing  of  this  Commission^ 
because,  if  ever  there  was  a  time  when  the 
King's  Government  should  have  attempted 
to  settle  the  unsettled  opinions  of  men 
upon  questions  of  property,  this  was  the 
time.     He  objected  to  the  issuing  of  this 
Commission,  because  all  the  information 
which  was  necessary  to  enable  the  Execu- 
tive Government  to  form  an  opinion  on 
the  general  principles  of   the    measure 
which  they  evidently  contemplated,  was 
already  in   the  possession   of  the  Go- 
vernment.   He  objected  to  the  issuing 
of    this    Commission,     because    it    was 
calculated,  in   a  country  already    con- 
vulsed to  its  centre  by  religious  discord, 
still    more  to  embitter    every    existing 
source  of  irritation.     ''This  Commission, 
ixideed  !*'  said   the  right  hon.  Baronet ; 
"  You  Separate  yourselves  from  colleagues 
whom  you    admit  to  be  of  the  highest 
character,  on  the  great  principle^  as  you 
say,  of  this  Commission,     The  principle 
on  which    they  have  rather    separated 
themselves  from  you  is,  that  they  differ 
from  you  as  to  the  moral  and  equitable 
right  of    Parliament   to   appropriate  to 
other  than    Church  purposes  the    pro- 
perty of  the  Church.    You  have,  how- 
ever,   consented      to     that     separation; 
and  under  such  circumstances,  with  all 
the  elements  of  confusion  which  are  now 
abroad,  is  it  too  much  to  ask  the  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown,  what  are  the  principles 
on  which  their  administration  is  formed? 
You  objected  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  Alban's  which  asserted  a 
fact,  and  maintahied  a  principle,  and  you 
DOW  object  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin,  which  con- 
tains no  fact,  but  asserts   the  principle 
that  Parliament  has  a  right  to  appropriate 
to  purposes  of  public  utility  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland.    You  say  that 
your  principle  is  in  your  Commission.     I 
look  at   your  Commission  and   find    it 
beaded  —  what  ? — Appropriation   of   the 
revenues  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  to  se- 


cular purposes?    No;    I  flhd  it  headed 
' Public  Instructidn.'    TheCommission into 
which  you  tell  me  to  look  for  your  prin- 
ciple is  headed  with  a  fraudulent  title.     It 
bears  on  the  face  of  it '  Public  Instruction 
(Ireland),'  as  if  its  mere  object  were  to  add 
one  other  to  the  countless  inquiries  that 
have  already  been  made  into  public  in- 
struction in  that  country.    When  an  at- 
tempt is  made  to  explain    the  real  ob- 
jects of  this  Commission,  there  is  manifest 
contradiction  between  the  members  of  the 
new  Government.     The  noUe  Lord  (Lord 
John  Russell)  says,  that  he  has  made  up 
his  mind  that  the  Church  in  Ireland  is  the 
greatest  grievance  of  which  any  country 
ever  had  to  com^tlain  ;  but  tlie  right  hon. 
member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Spring  Rice) 
— he  an  Irishman — ^he  who  knows  more 
of  Ireland  than  any  other  member  of  his 
Majesty's  Government — adopts  a  tone,  io 
speaking  of  the  Church,  directly  different 
from  this.    He  says,  indeed,  that  he  has 
certain  notions  on  the  subject,  but  that 
this  h  not  the  time  at  which  he  thinks  il 
proper  to  explain  them.     He  is  bursting 
with    practical  knowledge — his   life    has 
been  spent  in  Ireland — he  has  originated 
and  directed  inquiries  in  every  form  bearing 
upon  this  particular  subject ;  nay,  he  has 
made  up  his  mind  to  the   principle  on 
which  we  ought  to  act,  but,  instead  of  en- 
lightening our  ignorance,  and  announcing 
his  principle,  what  is  the  course  which  he 
intends  to  pursue  ?     He  consents  to  new 
inquiries,  which,  judging  from  the  expe- 
rience of  similar  inquiries,  cannot  be  com- 
pleted  if    they  be  properly  conducted, 
within  a  period  of  four  or  five  years.     All 
Ireland  is  impatient  for  some  decision — 
Church  property  is  in  danger — the  au- 
thority of   the    law    is    daily   declining 
through  indecision  and  suspense, — and  his 
Majesty's  Government,  instead  of  leading 
the  public  mind,  by  pronouncing  an  opinion 
on  this  subject,  issues  a  Comniission  '*  to 
our   trusty    and  truly  beloved    Thomas 
D'Oyley,    Sergeant    at    Law,    Thomas 
Lister,  John  Wrottesley,"  and  so  forth. 
They  despatch  to  Ireland  a  set  of  Gen* 
tlemeuj   most   of  whom  probably  were 
never  in  Ireland  before,  to  institute  minute 
inquiries  into  every  single  parish  of  that 
country,  for  the  purpose  of  collecting,  ac- 
cording to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  statistical 
information.    Well,  but  all  the  information 
as  to  facts  that  you  can  require,  you  have 
already.    There  is  nothing  contemplated 
by  the  Commission  which  is  not  at  hand, 
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exception  indeed  oii«  tbini^oiM  thing, 
whicii  I  thoaldhaye  tbougbtthe  King'sGo- 
v€rDmeDt,«ndnotSergeantD*Oyleyandhit 
brother  CoaimiMioiiert^  was  the  proper  au* 
thortty  to  consider  and  to  dectae  upon— 
nameiy,  the  moral  and  political  bearings  of 
the  Cborch  Establishment  upon  the  social 
interests  and  eondition  of  Iceland.  I 
will  prove  to  the  House  that  you  are  now 
in  possession  of  all  the  elements  which  you 
can  require  for  the  formation  of  your 
judgment  as  to  the  practical  course  which 
ought  to  be  pursued.  Take,  if  you  please, 
additional  time  for  consideration,  but  do 
not  insult  us  with  the  mockery  of  need- 
less and  mischievous  inouiries.  Do  not  em- 
loy  your  trusty  and  well-beloved  Sergeant 
'O^ley  and  a  host  of  well-paid  Com- 
missioners upon  functions  which  are  the 
proper  functious  of  the  King's  Govern- 
ment. I  proceed  to  the  proof— that  so 
far  as  mere  inquiry  into  facts  is  concerned, 
this  Commission  ts  perfectly  superfluous. 
On  the  face  of  it,  it  contemplates  three 
main  objects  of  inquiry ;  first,  the .  popu- 
lation or  each  parish  m  Ireland,  and  the 
proportions  of  each  class,  Churchmen  and 
Dissenters ;  secondly  the  means  of  edu- 
cation which  exist  throughout  Ireland  ; 
and  thirdly,  the  present  revenues  of  the 
Church.  Are  not  those  the  three  main 
points  on  which  the  Commission  is  to 
collect  information?  I  will  prove  to 
demonstration,  to  the  conviction  of  every 
man  who  listens  to  me,  that  you  are  in 
possession  of  the  fullest  information  re- 
specting those  three  heads  of  inquiry,  and 
tnat  this  Commission  is  the  greatest  delu- 
sion ever  practised  upon  a  credulous 
assembly.  First,  let  us  consider  the 
inquiry  as  it  respects  the  population  of 
Ireland.  Before  you  are  to  do  any- 
thing consequent  on  the  labours  of  this 
Commission,  you  are  to  obtain  a  re- 
port on  the  state  of  the  population  in 
each  parish  in  Ireland,  and  the  respective 
numbers  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
of  Roman  Catholics,  and  of  Dissenters. 
Observe,  these  inquiries  are  to  be  con- 
ducted on  the  spot.  The  Commissioners 
must  repair  in  person  to  each  parish — 
and  there  are  2,500  parishes  in  Ireland. 
By  the  terms  of  the  Commission,  the 
Commissioners  are  bound  to  make  their 
appearance  in  every  parish,  and  to  ascertain 
these  points  on  the  spot  by  the  best  evi- 
dence they  can  procure.  Now,  we  have 
the  Population  Returns  for  every  parish 
in  Ireland  up  to  the  year  1B31.     Those 
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Heturas  wero  ^nkj  priolad  la  1833,  «sd 
yet  it  is  now  proposed,  is  1834,  that  we 
should  iseue  a  new  Conoiiseion  to  pi^ure 
fresh  tnformaUaii  as  to  the  population  of 
each  parish  in  Irelaod.  Bat  not  fewer  than 
1,200  peiaons  weieemployed  in  roakingasd 
coUectiog  the  last  Popalatkm  Retoms,  and 
I  find  that  each  enoneiator  in  the  county 
of  Waterfoid  bad  45/.  10s.  for  his  trouble. 
If,  then,  the  enumerators  were  ail  paid  at 
the  same  rate,  tbe  oost  of  enumeratioa 
alone  would  be  54,000/.  I  admit,  that 
you  do  something  more  by  this  Commis- 
sion than  merely  enumerate;  you  distH»- 
guish  tbe  Catholic  and  ProUwtant  popula* 
tion  in  each  parish.  Up  to  this  hour  you 
have  carefully  avoided  marking  that  dis- 
tinction of  lelttious  creed.  You  have  been 
pressed  heretofore  upon  this  poiat.  You 
have  been  called  upon  to  make  a  Return  of 
the  number  of  Protestants  and  Catholica 
respectively  employed  m  the  police  and 
other  departments  of  the  public  s^rice. 
The  answer  which  you  have  al  way8giveD,up' 
to  this  day,  to  such  applications,  was-*-'  iio^ 
we  have  removed  the  Catholic  disabili* 
ties-~we  have  rendered  all  classes  of  hw 
Majesty's  subjects  equal  in  the  eye  of  the 
law,  and  therefore  we  cannot  consent  lo 
recognize  in  ofiicial  records  any  distinctioa 
between  ProtesUnU  and  Catholics.'  This 
Commission,  however,  is  to  travel  iatoeach 
parish  to  ascertain,  not  only  the  amount  of 
the  population,  but  also  theexact  proportion 
between  those  who  assent  to,  and  those  who 
dissent  from,  the  doctrines  of  tbe  Estab- 
lished Church.  As  far  as  the  population  of 
Ireland  is  concerned,  with  tbe  exception  of 
that  mischievousdistinction  which  the  Com- 
mission is  to  make  between  the  Protestant 
and  Catholic  parts  of  it,  you  have  the  fullest 
and  roost  accurate  Returns  which  you  can 
require.  Then  as  to  education.  If  there  be 
any  subject  on  which  your  information  re- 
specting Ireland  is  complete,  it  is  this.  I 
will  commence  by  reading  you  an  extract 
from  tbe  Education  Report  of  1828  drawn 
up  by  the  member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Spring  Rice).  He  says, '  Inquiries  have  at 
'  different  periods  been  instituted  both  by 
'  Committees  of  Parliament  and  by  Par- 
'  liamentary  Commissioners,  appointed  for 
^  the  purpose  of  considering  the  state  of 
'  education  in  Ireland.  Of  these,  the  most 

*  important  are  the  two  latest.    The  first 

*  of  these  Commissions  was  issued  in  1806, 
'  and  produced  in  six  years  fourteen  Re- 
'  ports.    The    second    Commission    was 

*  issued  in  consequence  of  an  Address 
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*'ftiMn  the  HooM  of  Comroons  to  his 
'  Majesty  in  1824.  This  last  Commission 
'  has  led  to  nine  Reports/  So  that  you 
haye  now  twenty-three  Reports  on  the 
subject  of  education  in  Ireland.  I  will 
present  you  with  a  specimen  of  one  of 
them.  This  [The  right  hon.  Baronet 
held  up  a  large  folio  yolume]  is  one. 
Perhaps  you  think  that  these  Reports  do 
not  enter  into  sufficient  details.  Now,  if 
erer  a  book  was  encumbered  with  details 
in  quantity  sufficient  to  afford  the  fullest 
information  to  the  greatest  statist  that  ever 
)iyed|  this  is  that  book.  It  ought  to  satisfy 
the  most  rayenous  appetite  for  statistical 
information.  It  contains  an  account  of 
every  school  in  Ireland,  of  the  barony  in 
which  it  is  situate,  of  the  diocess  to  which 
the  barony  belongs,  and  the  name  of  the 
townland  or  place  in  which  the  school  is 
established?  Are  you  not  content  with 
this?  Are  you  desirous  of  knowing  the 
names  of  the  master  or  mistress  of  eyery 
sehool  in  Ireland? — you  haye  them  in 
these  Reports.  You  would,  perhaps,  wish 
to  ascertain  the  religion  of  the  masters  and 
mistresses  whose  names  you  know  ?  That, 
also,  you  will  find  in  these  Reports.  Nay, 
more,under  the  next  head  you  haye  inform- 
ation whether  the  school  be  a  day-school 
or  a  free-school ;  then  you  have  an  account 
of  the  income  of  the  master  or  mistress ; 
and  next  you  haye  a  yery  exact  and  minute 
description  of  the  school-house.  This 
yolume  contains  1,333  pages;  and  I  will 
take  one  instance  out  or  it — ^the  school  at 
Ballibay.  And  yet  '  our  trusty  and  well- 
beloyed  Thomas  Doyley,  Serjeant-at-law,* 
with  ten  learned  coadjutors,  is  to  be  sent 
to  examine  into  the  state  of  this  school. 
The  entry  states,  that  the  school  of  Balli- 
bay is  in  the  diocess  of  Clogher,  in  the 
townland  of  Clogher.  The  name  of  the 
master  of  the  school  is  Riley,  and  Riley  is  a 
Protestant.  His  ayerege  income  is  11/.  3s. 
The  school-house  is  a  thatched-house ;  it 
has  a  clay-floor;  and  it  cost  6/.  14s.  Among 
the  schofars  there  are  fifteen  Protestants  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  thirty-six  Presby- 
terians, and  thirteen  Roman  Catholics. 
That,  be  it  observed,  is  the  Protestant  Re- 
turn ;  but  do  not  suppose  that  one  Return 
is  sufficient — for  the  purpose  of  checking 
the  first,  a  second  and  a  Catholic  Re- 
turn was  also  sent  in,  and  it  states 
the  Protestant  scholars  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  to  be  tweWe,  instead  of  fifteen, 
the  Presbyterians  to  be  fifty-six,  and  the 
Roman  Catholics  to  be  twenty*two.    But 


this  is  not  all— the  number  of  male  sehelai» 
is  fifty,  and  of  females  forty.  The  school 
is  assisted  by  the  Hibernian  Society  ia 
Sackville-street.  The  Scriptures  are  read 
in  it,  according  to  the  authorized  version. 
Now.  surely  here  is  information  in  abon« 
dance  respecting  the  school  of  Ballibay,  and 
information  equally  abundant  respecting^ 
every  school  in  Ireland  is  at  this  moment 
in  your  possession.  We  come  to  the  last 
head  of  inquiry, — the  state  and  yalue  of  the 
benefices  in  Ireland.  You  have  three  Com* 
missions  at  this  moment  in  Ireland  making 
inquiries  into  that  point*  In  the  first  year 
of  his  present  Majesty's  reign,  you  issued 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
the  several  parochial  benefices  in  the  re-* 
spective  dioceses  in  Ireland ;  first,  whether 
they  are  separate  or  united  parishes; 
secondly,  what  is  the  annual  value  of  the 
several  parishes;  thirdly,  the  contiguity 
of  the  several  parishes  in  a  union  to  each 
other;  fourthly,  the  fitness  of  dissolving 
such  unions ;  and  lastly,  the  amount  of 
the  salaries  paid  to  curates.  In  the  third 
year  of  the  reign  of  his  present  Majesty, 
you  issued  another  Commission,  and  this 
is  the  recital  of  it :  *  Whereas  we  have 
'  thought  it  expedient,  for  divers  good 

*  causes  and  considerations  us  thereunto 
'  moyinc;,  that  a  full  and  correct  inquiry 

*  shoulcf  be  forthwith  made  respecting  the 

*  rerenues  and  patronage  belonging  to  the 
'  several  archiepiscopal  and  episcopal  sees 
'  in  Ireland;  to  all  Cathedral  and  Collegiate 
'  Churches ;  to  all  ecclesiastical  benefices, 
'  including  donations,  perpetual  Curacies, 

*  and  chapelries,  with  or  without  cure 
'  of  souls,  and  the  names  of  the  several 
'  patrons  thereof,  and  other  circumstances 
'  therewith  connected.'  In  that  Com- 
mission, which  is  not  purely  Ecclesiastical, 
are  the  names  of  Lord  Plunkett,  the 
Duke  of  Leinster,  the  Marquess  of  Down- 
shire,  Lord  Ormond,'  Sir  Henry  Parnell, 
and  Sir  John  Newport.  Haye  you  not, 
then,  two  Commissions  to  supply  you 
with  all  the  information  you  can  want 
relative  to  the  yalue  of  every  benefice 
in  Ireland?  But  even  this  will  not 
satisfy  you,  for  in  the  last  year  you 
instituted  another  Commission,  and  you 
passed  an  Act  compelling  a  valuation  oi 
every  living  in  Ireland — compelling  a 
valuation,  in  order  that  a  tax  might  be 
levied  upon  the  living — and  compelling  a 
return  of  that  valuation  before  tiie  1st  of 
December,  1833.  Moreover,  you  gave  to 
this  the  third  Commission  by  Statute  the 
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|MW«r  ol  adlmlniatefifig  an  oaik  lo  aU  pec* 
floni  who  came  befoie  it  The  Commb- 
sion  now  iisuad  baa  not  that  power,  and  is, 
Ihefefore,  less  complete.  Then,  agaio,  I 
ask,  aa  I  am  aoreiy  entitled  to  ask,  for 
what  object  is  this  new  Commission  issued  ? 
For  what  other  object  caa  it  be  issued,  but 
Uiat  you  may  be  enabled  to  conceal  for  a 
time  your  own  differeoces,  and  postpone 
the  OTil  day  of  practical  decision?  Do 
you  really  think,  that  it  can  oonduce  to 
the  tranquillity  of  Ireland  to  keep  the  great 
principle  whidi  is  invoWed  in  these  disous- 
aions  in  abeyance  till  such  complicated  and 
miaoeUaaeotts  inouiries  can  be  oompletedi 
or  that  long  delay  can  have  any  other 
result  than  to  increase  present  difficulties  P 
Sir,  the  question  is  simply  ihia— has  Par- 
hanent  the  right— 4iot  the  ahstraoi  legal 
rig^t,  far  who  caa  doubt  its  right  in  that 
sense^-4Rit  has  Parliament  the  moral  and 
equitable  right  to  appropriate  Church 
property  to  secular  purposes?  And  is  it 
safe,  in  times  like  these,  to  set  an  esoample 
of  such  tnterferenee  with  property  ?  Yon 
claim  for  yourselves  the  merit  of  speaking 
out  I  deny  that  you  speak  out.  I  say 
dial  the  opinions  pnUidv  delivered  by  the 
owmbers  of  the  King's  Government  are  at 
variance  with  each  other.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
filiice),  who  certainly  did  speak  out,  all 
the  opinions  which  I  have  heard  leave  me 
in  great  doubt  as  to  what  are  the  ultinmte 
intentions  of  the  King^s  Government. 
They  speak  not  of  the  present'^— but  throw 
out  some  vague  intimatk>ns  of  the  course 
they  may  take  under  certain  contingencies. 
In  the  present  stale  of  the  revenues  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland,  I  cannot  conceive 
what  object  of  public  policy  can  be 
served  by  mooting  the  hypothetk^l  case» 
that  if  any  surplus  is  found  to  exist,  it 
shall  be  devoted  to  secular  purposes.  Why 
not  reserve  the  declaration  of  a  principle 
till  you  have  ascertained  the  fact  on  the 
existence  of  which  its  applicatbn  de- 
pends? At  one  time  you  say  you  do 
not  think  it  necessary  to  announce  your 
principle  till  you  have  gathered  informa* 
tion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Rice)  cheers  me  when  I  say,  that  you 
reserve  the  annunciation  of  the  principle. 
If  that  be  his  opinion,  how  does  ne  recon* 
cUe  it  with  the  speeches  which  some  of 
his  colleagues  have  delivered  this  evening  ? 
The  noble  Lord  says — I  took  down  his 
Words — *  If  there  be  a  surplus,  whatever 
the  amount  of  the  surplus  may  be,  I  would 


devote  itexdusively  to  aMMl  and  religi- 
ous purposes/  The  noble  Lord  then 
contests  the  rig^t  of  Parliament'^I  speak 
of  the  moral  and  equitable  right,  and  not 
the  absolute  right^-to  devote  it  merely  to 
secular  purposes.  [L(Mrd  AUhorp :  No.] 
What,  then,  is  the  meaning  of  the  noUe 
Lord's  saying,  that  he  will  devote  it  only 
to  moral  and  religious  purposes  ?  How 
does  this  property  of  the  Church,  I  would 
ask  him,  differ  from  other  property,  as  for 
instance,  property  possessed  by  corpora- 
tions ?  If  it  dtfiers  allogeiber  in  its  nature 
from  other  property,  why  has  not  Parlia- 
ment an  absolute  control  over  it.  I  can 
understand  the  man  who  tells  me,  that  he 
considers  all  property,  lay  or  ecclesiastical, 
-—individual  or  oorporate — to  be  sacred.  1 
can  understand  the  man  also  who  saya, '  If 
I  can  promote  the  doctrines  of  the  Oosfiel, 
Icoftsider  myself  at  liberty  to  promote  th^, 
by  another  dirtributkm  of  the  revenues  of 
its  flunisters  than  that  which  was  origin- 
ally eontemplated.'  Again,  I  can  under- 
stand the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin,  who  says,  the  Church  property 
was  granted  for  Catholic  uses,  aoid  these- 
fore  he  claims  it  for  such  uses;  but  I  can- 
not understand  the  noble  Lord,  who  tella 
me  that  he  respects  the  right  of  property, 
and  yet  is  ready  to  divert  the  property  of 
theUhuith  from  ecclesiastical  purposes* 
If  the  noUe  Lord  had  contended,  that  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  were  given  for 
religious  purposes,  and  that  he  will, 
therefore,  apply  them  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  Cathmic  religion,  he  might  be  intel- 
ligible, but  '  No,'  says  the  noble  Lofd  i 
*  the  object  from  which  I  would  specially 
except  the  appropriation  of  the  revenues 
of  tne  Church  is  the  Catholic  religion.' 
How  narrow,  then,  is  the  ground  on  which 
the  noble  Lord  takes  his  stand.  One 
Gentleman  has  claimed  the  right  for  Par- 
liament to  appropriate,  if  it  should  so 
think  fit,  the  revenues  of  the  Church  to 
New  South  Wales;  but  this,  says  the  noble 
Lord,  would  be  little  less  than  sacrilege. 
But  if  Parliament  has  a  right  to  appro- 
priate the  revenues  of  the  Church  at  all, 
why  has  it  ndt  aright  to  appropriate  them, 
if  it  pleases,  to  the  benefit  and  improvement 
of  New  South  Wales  ?  The  Gentlemen 
who  pride  themselves  on  speaking  out,  as 
they  call  it,  do  not  even  understand  the 
dtstiTOtions  which  they  themselves  draw. 
The  noble  Lord  in  this  House,  and  the 
liGTd  Chancellor  in  the  other.  House  of 
Parliament,  have  expressly  excluded  the 
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OftUiolic  nligioB  from  the  l)eiiefit  of 
dppropriation.    ^  We  ha?e  alieady  piO" 
vided/  iay  they,  '  for  the  Presbyterian 
religion,  and  we  will  on  principle  exclude 
the  Roman  Catholic/    To  what  objectf 
then,  are  you  to  appropriate  the  property 
of  the  Church?    I  am  speaking  now  of 
those  who  say,  that  they  speak  out,  and 
for  my  life  I  cannot  understand  them. 
The   noble   Lord  (Lord  Morpeth),  the 
member  for  Yorkshire,  who  speaks  always 
with  great  ability,  and  certainly  with  venf 
mature  deliberation,  said,  that  he  muoh 
doubted  whether  we  had  a  right  to  appro- 
priate the  surplus,  supposing  it  to  esist, 
to  any  purposes  of  charity  not  directly 
connect^  with  the  Protestant  faith.   The 
noble  Lord  has,  it  appears,  a  lingering 
respect  for  the  property  of  the  Church; 
but  he  would  hanre  the  ChuMh  hold  U  by 
a  sbgolar  tenuie;  for  says  bo,  *  If  the 
young  men  at  Oxford  cootmue  to  make  a 
riot  in  the  theatre  as  a  proof  of  their  at- 
tachment to  the  Church,  I  cannot  lespect 
Church  property  any  longer.'    The  noble 
Lord  is  uncertain  as  to  the  existsoce  of  a 
surplus ;  but  if  there  be  a  large  surplus, 
he  IS  doubtful  whether  we  have  a  right  to 
api^y  it  to  the  mere  purposes  of  charity. 
He  abjures  also  the  notion  of  appropriating 
it  to  the  maintsnance  oi  the  Catholic  rel^ 
gion.  He  will  not  do  more  than  appropriate 
it,  for  I  took  down  the  noble  Lord's  words 
as  he  spoke  them,-*he  will  not,  I  say, 
do  more  than  appropriate  it  to  *  moral, 
spiritual,     and     Chnstian    consolation/ 
[Lord  M<»rj>€th :  I  did  not  say  consola- 
tion --1  said  edification.]      well,  theo, 
edification.    If  there  be  a  surplus,  it  is 
to  be  confined,  according  to  the  noble 
Lord,  to  moral,  spiritual,  and  Christian 
edification,— but  ^ification  in  the  Pro- 
testant religion — for  the  noble  Lord  would 
exclude  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  from 
any  participation  in  the  revenues  of  the 
Establishment.*'    Now,  the  advanta^  to 
be  derived  from  this  species  of  snohation 
appeared  to  him  to  be  so  exceedingly  small, 
that  he,  for  one,  would  not  consent  to  vio- 
late the  great  principle  of  prescriptive  ri^ht 
to  obtain  them.  He  wouklnotundennme 
the  foundation  of  all  property,  in  order, 
if  there  were  an  excess  of  Church  pro- 
perty over  the  legitimate  wants  of  the 
Church,  to  devote  that  excess  to  the  moral, 
spiritual,  and  Christian  edification  of  the 
,   people.    He  could  not  discover  the  dis« 
tinction  between  the  two  purposes.    For 
what  was  the  Church  iotenoed/  but  for 


■NdTikl  and  Christian  edifloilkMi,  if  the 
term  '* Christian''  implied,  as  the  aoUe 
Lord  meant  it  to  imply,  the  doctrines  of 
the  BBtablished  religion?    Here  wae  a 
species  of  property  resting  on   the  pre- 
scription of  300  years,  the  inviolate  main- 
tenanoe  of  which  was  decreed  at  the  Union 
of  the  two  kingdoms.    The  hon.  member 
for  St.  AlbanVhi  his  speech  the  other 
night,  had  said,  that  ^ere  was  no  con- 
dition of  inviolate  maintenance  imposed 
upon  Parliament  at  the  time  of  the  Union. 
In  support  of  that  position,  the  hon. 
llember  bad  referred  to  certain  speeches 
of  Mr.  Pitt,  in  which  the  right  of  Parlia* 
ment  was  asserted  to  deal  with  certain 
matters  which    were   not   very   deady 
defined.     But  he  affirmod,  that  Che  ex* 
pressions  of  Mr.  Pitt  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  the  light  of  Paiiiameat  to 
deal  with  the  property  of  the  Ckuieh,  bnt 
had  reference  to  the  necessity  of  resirvMi^ 
toParliament  the  right  of  removii^  the  oivd 
disabitities  that  pveMed  apon  theCatholies. 
To  prove  that  position,  he  slated,  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  had  sent  over  to  this 
country  certain  resolutions  as  the  cemli- 
tions  on  which  they  would  assent  to  the 
Union,  and  those  resolutions  were  eon- 
firmed  by  the  Parliament  of  this  country, 
and  sent  back  to  Ireland.    In  those  reso- 
lutmns  it  was  expressly  stipulated,  that 
every  right  and  privilege  which  the  Church 
of  Ireland  had  enjoyed  before  the  Union 
should  be  preserved  to  it  after  the  Unioo. 
Now,  under  the  terms  *  righu  and  privi- 
leges,' who  could  doubt  that  the  right 
of  the  Church  to  its  property  must  have 
been  included?   Here,  then,  was  a  right  of 
property  resting  upon  prescription  con- 
firmed not  merely  by  an  Act  of  Pariia- 
ment,  Irat  by  a  solemn  national  compact; 
and  should  he  violate  that  rieht  with  a 
view  to  devote  an  unascertained  and  very 
doubtful  surplus  to  purposes  so  vaguely 
and  unintelligibly  defined  ?    If  Ministers 
had  told  him,  that  they  had  ascertained 
there  was  a  large  surplus,  that  a  splendid 
robbery  might  be  committed,  that  they 
had  the  means,  through  that  robbery, 
of  lifhtenine  the  pubUc   burthens,   he 
could  concehre  profligate  men  rejoicing 
in  a  magnifioent  spoliation,  tad  dream- 
ing, that  the  gain  was  an  apology  fiw 
the  crime.    But  what  were  the  facts  of 
the  case?    There  vrere  3,460  parishes  in 
Irehtnd,  and   1,200  churches  were  now 
existing  for  the  performance  of  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Protestant  religion.    Was  it 
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»6ftiit    to   fttandon    or   maintaiii  those 
ohnrdiM  f    Did  they  meaii  to  appropri- 
ate them   to  purpotet  other  than  those 
to  which  they  were  now  applied  ?    After 
dMuctiog  the  lay  adifOwsoDS,  the  pro* 
perty  of  private  individaals,  «4iich  stood 
on   quite  a   differeat   footing  fh>m  the 
rest,  and  could    not  be    pretended   to 
be  the    property    of   the  State,  if  the 
whole  Church  property  of  Ireland  were 
divided  equally  among  all  the  parishes 
(a  principle   which  he  hoped  never  to 
see  adopted),  the  resalt  would  not  be 
such   as   to    indicate    any    extravagant 
surplus,  after  making  an  adequate  pro* 
vision  for  the  incumbents  of  the  several 
parishes.    He  repeated,  that  he  objected 
altogether  to  the  principle  of  an  equal 
division  of  Chureh  property-^e  did  so, 
bcoauae   he   wished  to  see  the  present 
incentives    to   exertion   continued,  and 
because  he  conceived  it  fitting  that  the 
clergy  shotdd  be  enabled  to  exercise  an 
appropriate  influence,   not  only  on  the 
bwer,  but  also  on  the  higher  classes  of 
aoeiety.    He   saw  no   reason   why   the 
sptritual  profession  should  be  degraded, 
and  why  there  should  not  exist  induoe- 
nients  calculated  to  attract  men  of  talent 
and  attainments  to  the  Churdi,  as  well  as 
to  the  bar  and  other  professions.  But  snp-> 
pose  they  were  to  adopt  the  principle  of 
equal  distribution,  he  doubted  whether  it 
would  give  an  income  of  300/.  a«year  to 
each  incumbent.    The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man»  the  member  for  Cambridge,  seemed 
to  rate  the  Irish  Church  revenues  higher, 
and  said,  that  if  he  found  that  they  would 
give  an  average  to  each  benefice  of  500/. 
a^year,  while,  in  England,  the  average  did 
not  exceed  300/.  a*year,  the  difference 
would  afford  a  conclusive  reason  for  di* 
minishing  the  Church  revenues  in  Ireland. 
He  denied  that  position  altogether.    There 
might  be  ^ood  reasons  for  paying  clergy- 
men more  m  one  country  than  in  another, 
on   account    of  the    greater  privations 
which    they    must    endure,    and    other 
more  unfavourable  circumstances  of  their 
situation.    The  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  0*Connell)  made  a  remark  preg- 
nant   with  truth.     He  intimated,   that 
in  these  times,  revolutions  in    opinion 
were  not  effected  in  centuries  or  years, 
but  in  months.    It  was  on  account  of  the 
rapidity  of  such  revolutions  that  he  had 
called  on  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
exert  themselves  to  arrest  the  progress  of 
destructive  opinions,  and  sway  the  public 


mind  by  a  poshive  declaration  of  their 
own  sentiments.    There  would  have  beew 
less  danger  in  the  Government  declaring 
their  opinion,  that  a  surplus  did  exist,  and 
they  were  prepared  to  aporopriate  it,  bat  to 
preserve  the  remainder,  ttian  in  leaving  the 
qoestbn  open  as  they  now  did.  God  for- 
bid, that  the  Government  should  ever  seef 
reason  to  come  to  such  a  decision  as  he 
had  referred  to  with  respect  to  a  surpltas  ; 
but  even  that  might  be  less  dangeroea 
than  their  present  mode  of  deidiog  witli 
the  subject.    Nothing  could  be  more  vn- 
wise  than  to  raise  a  cry  of  **  Chureh  in 
danger"  on  fictitious   |;rounds,  because 
false  alarms  produced  distrust  and  imb;K- 
gence,  and  rendered  appeals  vain  whetf 
Uie  period  of  actual  danger  arrived ;  but 
when  one  minnter  of  the  Crown  toM 
them,  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  was  one 
of  the  greatest  grievances  of  the  country, 
when    the    King's  Government  oonnte* 
nanoed  the  assertion,  and  when  the  Dia-^ 
senters   required  a   separation    between 
Chureh  and  State,  let  not  Gentlemen  be 
seated  from  the  performance  of  their  duty, 
by  the  imputation,  that  they  were  raising 
an  unfounded  cry,  and  pretending  liars 
for  the  safety  of  the  Estabiisbed  Church 
which  they  did  not  really  entertain.  They 
asked  not  for  the  re«enactment  of  civil 
disabilitiea  or  religious  penalties,  but  on 
this  ground  the v  took  their  ftand  (and  b^  the 
Uessingof  GoQ  they  would  maiatain  it) — 
they  would  protect  the  connexion  between 
Church  and  State,  and  the  integrity  of 
Church    property.       If    it    were    said 
that  was  a  novel  doctrine,  he  said  no; 
it  was  a  doctrine  repudiated  only  in  con* 
sequence  of  those  rapid    revolutions    in 
opinion  to  which  the  learned  Gentleman 
had  referred  with  so   much   exultation. 
The  opinions  which  he  held  were  identi* 
cal  with  those  which  were  held  at   no 
distant   time  by  men   who  claimed   for 
themselves  the  title  of  the  warm  and  tried 
friends  of  toleration,  and  the  protectors 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty.  He  spoke  not 
of  Burke,  he  spoke  not  of  men  who  lived 
at  times  remote  from  the  present — he  spoke 
not  of  men   who   entertained    political 
opinions  in  accordance  with  his  own — he 
spoke  not  of  doctrines  accommodated  to 
an    unreformed   Parliament,  but  of   the 
sentiments   avowed  by  members  of  the 
present  Government    since    they    came 
into  ofiice,  with   reference  to  the   Irish 
Church.     If  the  opinions  that  •he   en- 
tertained were  extravagant,  what  could 


fM 


'TMa 


(Jovs  23} 


(Ir^hmAj 


7M 


be  issid  of  Ihoie  of  Earl  Grev  ?  The 
jioUe  Earl  did  him  the  honour  of  quoting 
en-  opinion  which  he  had  given  in  that 
-House*  and  by  that  opinion,  rejecting  the 
erroneous  construction  put  upon  it,  he  was 
prepared  to  abide*  Hewasreaay  to  promote, 
by  every  means  in  his  power,  the  main-^ 
lenance  and  extension  of  the  Protestant 
religion  in  Irdand ;  and  if  any  mode  were 
yvoposed  by  which  men,  really  friendly  to 
the 'Church,  and  actuated  by  bomdjide 
intentions  of  contributing  to  its  stability, 
«ould,  by  a  difierent  distribution  of  Church 
levtfuiesy  advance  the  interests  of  the 
Established  Church,  and  extend  its  influ- 
ence, he  was  ready  to  consider  with  favour 
such  a  proponl.  In  holding  the  opinion, 
that  Church  property  ought  to  be  devoted 
exduaively  to  purposes  connected  with 
the  E^blisbed  Church,  in  what  respect 
did  be  difier  from  the  opinions  expressed 
by  liitd  Grey  so  recently  as  Fdiruary, 
1832?  Earl  Grey  presented  a  , petition 
iffom  the  inhabitanls  and  landowners  of 
Ratbeiaren,  in  Ireland,  praying  for  the 
abolition  of  tithes  and  Church-rates, 
and  that  the  Church-lands  might  be 
lesaned  and  disposed  of,  for  objects 
of  common  inteiest  to  all  the  inhabitants 
of  the  realm.  The  noMe  Earl  said,  '  he 
presented  the  petition  as  a  peer,  and  in 
that  capacity  only.  He,  however,  need 
scarcely  state  to  their  Lordships,  not  only 
that  he  did  not  approve  of  such  a  measure 
as  the  petitioners  recommended,  but  that 
if  a  pngect  of  that  nature  were  proposed 
by  any  one,  it  should  receive  from  him 
the  most  decided  and  determined  opposi- 
tion. He  saw  the  urgency  of  effecting 
some  improvement  in  the  mode  of  making 
provision  for  the  clergy  in  Ireland,  but  he 
would  unequivocally  state,  that  he  could 
never  think  of  making  any  such  improve- 
ment in  the  modes  of  providing  for  the 
clergy  without  fully  securing  to  the 
Church  ito  just  righu.'  *  What  also  did 
Lord  Plunkett  say  on  the  same  subject  ? 
— *  Obscure  and  humble  individuals  in 
Ireland  might  entertain  the  extravagant 
notion,  that  the  Government  of  this 
country  was  not  unwilling  to  sacrifice  the 
rights  of  her  Church.  That  such  perM>ns, 
looking  at  their  station  in  life,  might 
entertain  such  opinions  was  not  very  sur- 

S rising — inthem,perhaps,itwas  excusable, 
^ut  it  was  a  very  different  matter  when 
suspicions  of  this  nature  were  cherished 
and  were  disseminated  by  persons  of  high 
*  Hansard  (third  series)  v.  x.  p.  3. 


rank  and  influence  m  society.'  *  What 
was  the  Report  made  by  the  Tithe  Com- 
mittee, of  which  the  Marquess  of  Lans* 
downe  was  Chairman  ?  On  what  con-* 
ditions  had  he  been  invited  to  acoede  to 
measures  of  Church  Reform?  Those 
questions  would  be  best  answered  by  a 
reference  to  the  Reporu  of  the  Loida' 
Committee,  and  to  a  speech  delivered  by 
Lord  Lansdowne  in  March,  1832.  Tha 
Report  stated :  '  That  with  a  view  both 
to  secure  the  interests  of  this  Cburchi 
and  the  lasting  welfare  of  Ireland,  a  per- 
manent change  of  system  will  be  required; 
that  such  a  change,  to  be  saUsfoctory  and 
safe,  must  involve  a  complete  extinctfon 
of  tithes,  by  commuting  them  for  a  charge 
upon  land,  or  an  exchange  for  aa  ia- 
vestment  of  land,  so  as  efiectudJy  to 
secure  the  revenues  of  the  Church  (as 
for  as  relates  to  tithes),  and,  at  the  same 
time,  to  remove  all  pecuniary  collision  be^ 
tweea  the  parochial  clergy  and  the  oocu^ 
pier  of  lamL'  The  second  report  had 
this  pamgraph — '  The  clergy  are  thus,  in 
too  many  instances,  deprived  of  that  just 
and  beneficial  influence  which  their  general 
conduct  and  habits  so  well  qualify  then 
to  exercise,  even  over  persons  of  a  difier-t 
eat  religious  pecsuasioB ;  that,  for  the  puiw 
poee  of  giving  greater  faciUty  to  effect 
such  investments  in  land  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Church,  or  exchange  of  land  for 
tithes,  all  stamps  should  be  remitted,  and 
Government  enabled  to  make  advances  to 
landlords.'  Lord  Lansdowne,  speaking 
upon  the  same  subject,  said :  ^  Far  be 
it  from  me,  my  Lords,  to  recommend 
those  modes  by  which,  in  some  places^ 
the  tithe  has  been  removed  on  the 
principle  of  spoliation,  and  without 
an  equivalent  being  paid  to  the  Church 
to  which  it  belonged;  and  I  only  allude  to 
the  modifications  which  have  taken  place 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  wherever 
the  tax  has  been  in  operation  it  has  been 
dealt  with  according  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  country.  In  some  places,  as  I 
have  said,  the  Church  has  been  spoliated 
of  its  property ;  but  this  is  an  example  to 
be  avoided  and  not  to  be  imitated.'  *  *  It 
is  impossible  for  your  Lordships  not  to  see 
in  what  an  independent  condition  the 
clergyman  will  be  placed  by  a  commute* 
tion  of  tithes,  as  compared  with  the  mode 
in  which  he  receives  his  income  under  the 
present  system/    *  It  gives  me  great  plea«» 

*  Hansard  (third  series)  v.  x.  p*  9. 
t  Ibid.  p.  1376. 
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Mm  (contimMdthe  aobte  MMCi«aM),as  Um 
eifMi  of  tke  CoainMttM,  to  iiM>?e  the  »• 
soliiUons/  —  and,  of  those  reiolatioiii 
this  was  the  last — ^that  it  is  tha 
opioioD  oi  this  House,  that  with  a  Tiew  to 
seoare  both  the  interests  of  the  Chorch 
and  the  lasting  weliare  of  Ireland,  a  per- 
naaneat  change  of  system  will  be  reoaired, 
and  that  such  a  change,  to  be  satismelory 
and  seenre,  most  mvolve  a  complete  ex* 
tinction  of  tithes,  including  those  belongs 
iDg  to  lay  impropriatora,  by  commuting 
them  for  a  chaige  upon  land,  or  an  ex- 
chaage  for,  or  investment  in,  land/* 
These  were  the  <^iaioas  of  memben  of 
the  Oovermnent,  in  l$d%.  If  they  had 
since  changed  their  opinioas,  he  was  not 
Ae  vmn  to  debar  them  from  the  right  of 
reconsidering  their  previous  senttments; 
but  it  was  but  fair  that  they  should  SMn- 
fuUy  state  the  grounds  of  the  alteration. 
Such,  however,  were  the  declarations  soade 
by  some  of  hfis  Msjesty's  Ministera  on  the 
subject  of  the  Irish  Church  and  its  rights  of 
property  so  recently  as  the  year  1 832.  These 
same  Ministera  had,  by  nieir  more  recent 
declarations,  placed  this  property  on  the 
worst  possible  footing.  Th^  had  unsettled 
the  minds  of  men  on  matters  essential  to 
the  security  of  all  property  and  all  rights, 
in  November  next  tithes  must  be  collected, 
either  by  the  Church  or  the  Government. 
What  was  then  to  be  done  ?  The  difficulty 
they  might  have  to  contend  with  would  have 
been  obviated  by  a  declaration,  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown  and  its  advisers,  in  defence 
of  Church  property.  When  the  tithe-payer 
heard  that  the  opinions  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  were  not  fixed,  that  they  claimed  a 
right  to  appropriate  a  possiUe  surplus  of 
Church  property  to  secular  purposes,  he 
would  be  too  apt  to  argue — *  I  was  con- 
tent to  abide  by  the  laws  which  recogniae 
and  protect  property ;  but  if  you  give  them 
up  and  set  the  example  of  spoliation  as 
regards  the  Church,  I  see  no  harm  in  fol- 
lowing that  example,  and  in  preferring 
my  claim  to  a  share  in  the  new  appropria- 
tion/ *'  In  my  opinion,  the  property  of  the 
Church  is  protected  by  law— protected 
by  prescription— protected  by  positive 
stipulation,  as  a  condttion  of  the  Union — 
and  if  increased  difficulties  should  arise  in 
asserting  the  right  to  that  property,  I 
shall  hold  the  King's  Government,  and 
their  new  Commission,  chargeable  for  the 

consequences.*' 

■■Ill  ■  ■  ■■■  ^.1 1 — — i—      I  >  ■     I— ^—1— I        I 

*  Hansard  (third  series)  v,  x.  p.  I98i^«   . 


Lord  Jefai  BmtM:    Hhe  right  hoa. 
Oentlemaa  baa  brought  against  tha  Q^ 
vemraent  two  accusations ;   the  one,  that 
on  a  sahjeet  of  so  mueh  delicacy  and  in- 
portance  it  has  allowed  its  tntentioM  la 
M  known ;  the  other,  that  it  baa  not 
spoken  out  on  this  saoM  aabjeet  in  a 
manner   sufficiently   expUcit.     Without 
detaining  the  House  1^  making  «m  ef 
these  dMiges  elash  against  the  other.  I 
am  rsady  to  declare  at  onoe,  that  it  is 
possible  for  Government  to  coma  to  a 
dnsiOB  as  to  the  appoiatSMnt  of  a  Gom^ 
missum,  witimut  kM^iag  before,  appoint* 
ing  it,  at  the  possible  or  probabts  eon* 
sequences  of  iu  Report,  and  making  up 
their  minds,  if  a  certain  state  of  meta 
should  be  reported,  not  to  shrink  from 
the  coosequenoes,  but  propose  such  an 
appropriatkm  of  any  surplus  which  may 
be  found,  as  they  may  think  advisable. 
It   was  the   necessity  of   looking   that 
question  in  the  face  which  caused   the 
late  separetkm  in  the  Government,  and 
it  is  their  fixed  resolutbn  to  consider  the 
question  of  appropriation,  when  the  Com- 
mission now  appointed  enables  them  to 
do  so  on  proper  grounds,  that  constitotea 
the  foundation  of  the  agreement  of*  the 
present    Ministers*     It    is   asked    wb&t 
reason  is  there  for  the  appointment  of 
the  Commission?     The  answer  is  ob- 
vions^n  order  to  obtain  the  information 
necessary  to  enable  the  Government  to 
ftame  their  measures.     Mv  rsason  for 
making  the  speech  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  referred  to,  was  the  pain  I 
kit  at  the   Minister  being   obliged  to 
conduct  the  Government  of  Ireland  by 
laws   of  coereion.     On   timt  oocasioo^ 
however,  I  did  not  say,  as  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  supposes,  that  the  Chureh  of 
Ireland  was  the  greatest  grievance  that 
any  country  had  ever  suffered — eo  far 
firom  it,  I  stated,  that  I  thought  the  re-* 
venues  of  the  Church  ought  to  be  reduced, 
because  they  were  too  great  for  its  sta- 
bility ;    thereby  inq>lying,  that  I  desired 
and  contemplated,  by  means  of  the  mea- 
sures to  be  adopted,  the  future  stability 
of  the  Church.     What   is  the   passage 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  mis- 
quoted I    I  slated,  that  the  complaint  of 
the  people  of  Irdand  against  the  apfHPO* 
priation  of  the  Churoh  revenues  was  as 
just  a  complaint  as  any  people  ever  made* 
That  was  my  opinion  then,  and  is  now— I 
have  seen  no  reason  to  alter  it.    That  is 
my  reason  for  concurring  beacUlyand 
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eotdidly  in  tike  appohitment  of  a  Com- 
nisBkn.  Yon  iMte  seen  Tory  Qovern- 
neBtspaMtnglnsuireclioii  Acts;  the  pre- 
sent Mnisters  here  been  obliged  to  adopt 
seveie  and  noasual  measures ;  and  if  it 
be  paitifal  to  any  statesman  to  propose 
measnres  of  an  «neonstitntional  character, 
saeli  measures  must  be  peculiarly  abhor- 
rsnt  to  diose  who  pride  themseWes  on 
the  name  of  Whigs.  Not  enly  hare  Tory 
and  Whig  Oo^emraents  proposed  sudi 
neasnfesin  turn ;  Imt  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  member  for  Duh- 
lioy  showed  nimself  wtifing  last  year  to 
agree  to  many  severe  clauses  in  the  Pro- 
teetion  BiU,  because  he  thought  them  ne- 
cessary to  put  a  stop  to  the  system  of  ma- 
rauding and  outrage  daily  and  nightly 
prsvalent  in  Ireland.  Looking,  then^  at 
this  general  concurrence  in  a  painful  and 
harsh  conclusion,  I  do  feel,  that  while, 
for  temporary  purposes,  such  measures 
may  be  necessary  with  a  view  to  the  se- 
curity of  peace,  life,  and  property,  it  is 
the  duty  of  Ministers  to  look  deeper  into 
the  causes  of  the  long-standing  and  per- 
manent evils  of  that  country.  It  is  their 
duty  to  consider,  that  while  there  exists  an 
afiluent  Church  on  one  side,  there  are 
wanting  on  the  other  the  means  of  moral 
control,  which  may  guide  the  general  con- 
duct, and  affect  the  social  character  of 
the  people.  I  would  endeavour,  therefore, 
first  by  Inquiry,  and  afterwards  by  appro- 
priate measures,  not  merely  to  provide  a 
temporary  remedy  fbr  the  evil,  but  a  per- 
manent system  by  which  future  Govern- 
ments may  be  relieved  from  the  necessity 
of  adopting  acts  of  coercion,  and  by  means 
of  which  the  aiections  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  may  be  concUiated  towards  the 
Qovernroent)  and  in  fevour  of  law  and 
Older*  The  question  of  tithes  is,  un- 
fortunately, no  new  question.  I  will  refer, 
on  this  point,  to  the  opinions  of  some, 
who,  firom  their  situation  in  Irdand,  and 
from  taking- a  deep  interest  in  its  wellhre, 
were  well  qualified  to  form  a  correct 
opinion.  In  the  year  1807,  when  the 
Duke  of  Bedford  was  Lord-lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  he  prepared  a  despatch  which, 
indeed,  the  termination  of  the  Ministry 
prevented  him  from  sending,  but  whicn 
nad  been  drawn  up  with  great  care,  from 
the  concurrent  advice  of  Mr.  EHot,  Mr. 
George  Ponsonby  (then  Chancellor),  and 
Mr.  Grattan.  With  the  leave  of  the 
House,  I  will  read  the  commencement  of 
that  despatch. 


**  Since  the  sappremon  of  the  disturbanses 
in  Ike  Western  Counties,  X  have  been  tunung 
my  aUentiQU  to  the  particular  caus^  of  those  dis- 
orders, with  the  view  of  suggesting,  if  possible^ 
a  permanent  remedy  for  preventing,  in  future, 
the  recurrence  of  so  great  an  evil.  Upon  the 
best  consideration  I  hare  been  able  to  give 
to  this  subject,  I  am  satisfied,  that  tithes,  and 
the  occasional  rigid  exaction  of  them  by  the 
fanners  and  titb^proctors  have  been'UM  chief 
and  imnediate  causes  of  the  late,  as  well  as  of 
many  former,  disorders  in  this  country. 

^  Tithes,  from  the  peculiar  nature  of  thi^ 
species  of  property,  the  perpetual  fluctuations 
in  their  quantitv  and  value,  the  difficulties 
insuperably  incident  to  the  modes  of  recover 
ing  and  collecting  them,  have  been  often  a 
snbieGt  of  popular  discontent ;  but,  in  Irdand, 
from  the  irritable  tamper  of  the  lower  orders 
of  the  people,  the  imperfect  subordination  to 
the  laws,  and  the  great  proportion  of  the 
population  being  dissenters  from  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  they  have  been  more  frequently 
the  occasion  of  popular  commotion  than 
perhaps  in  any  other  country.  The  high  rents, 
especially  of  the  smaller  farms,  of  which  the 
number  is  very  great,  may,  also»  have  contii^ 
bated  to  the  dissatisfaction  which  has  been 
so  frequently  and  generally  expressed  against 
the  payment  of  tithes  in  Ireland. 

^It  has,  however,  been  alleged,  that  tithes 
were  merely  the  pretence,  and  that  a  spirit  of 
disafitetion  to  the  Government  was  the  real 
canse  of  the  late  distmrbances,  and  that  the  oon^ 
federacy  of  the  Threshers  was  formed  for  the 
purposes  of  rebellion.  But  I  feel  it  my  duty 
on  this  occasion  to  state,  that  from  all  Uie 
information  that  I  have  been  able  to  collect, 
and  from  the  observation  of  the  Judges  who 
tried,  and  the  Crown  Lawyers  who  prosecuted 
a  considerable  number  of  the  Thrsshers  imder 
the  lale  Special  Commission^  it  does  not  appear 
that  any  thing  treasonable  existed  in  that  con^ 
federacy.  To  avoid  or  diminish  the  payment 
on  account  of  tithes  was  the  main  object  they 
had  in  view;  To  this  they  certainly  joined  a 
reduction  of  the  dues  paid  to  the  priest,  and 
in  some  instances,  a  reduction  of  rents.  In 
the  years  1786  and  1787,  when  similar  dis« 
turhances  prevailed  very  extensively  in  the 
province  ot  Munster,  the  very  same  objects 
were  professed,  and  then  there  was  not  a  pre- 
tence for  suspecting,  nor  was  it  suspected,  I 
believe,  that  any  treasonable  motive  or  pur- 
pose existed  among  the  insurgents.  I  am  well 
aware  that  a  certain  degree  of  disafi'ection  exists 
among  the  lower  orders  of  the  people,  and 
that  a  confederacy  against  the  payment  of 
tithes,  at  all  times  alarming,  is  peculiarly 
dangerous  at  present,  and  might  easily  be 
diverted  in  case  of  invasion,  to  the  purposes 
of  rebellion,  and  it  is  this  very  danger,  which 
I  feel  to  be  great  and  urgent,  that  has  led  me 
to  seek  most  anxiously  some  remedy  for  this 
permanent  general  source  of  discontent.*' 

After  an  elaborate  discussion  of  the 
subject,  it  is  proposedi  in  the  despsttdiy 
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to  rttolTet  thiit  the  amoant  of  tithes 
received  for  the  fire  jean  preceding, 
vhoald  form  the  basis  of  a  commutation, 
that  the  commutation  should  take  place  in 
land,  and,  in  the  mean  time, — 

''To  assess,  in  the  form  of  a  land-tax,  apon 
an  the  an^le  lands,  in  just  proportion  the 
amount  of  the  present  receipt  tor  tithes — the 
land-tax  to  be  collected  from  the  occupying 
tenants  in  the  first  instance,  and  afterwards, 
on  the  expiration  of  their  leases  from  their 
aest  immediate  landlords." 

If  that  opinion  had  been  listened  to  in 
1807,  and  a  measure  of  permanent  com- 
motation  of  tithes  had  been  effected,  what 
erib  might  not  hare  been  avoided  1 — what 
contests  might  not  have  been  spared! 
But  the  Goreinment  which  succeeded  the 
Whigs  in  1807,  far  from  thinking  of  pro- 
viding a  remedy  for  tithes,  employed  itself 
in  raismg  the  ''No  Popery P  clamour, 
and  the  original  evil  cooUnued  the  sooroe 
of  lenewed  and  augmenting  irritation. 
With  what  degree  of  justice,  then,  I  ask, 
is  it  now  made  matter  of  reproach  to  the 
Government,  by  those  who  thus  misused 
a  precious  opportunity,  that  they  en* 
dcavonr,  by  means  of  inquiry,  and  mea* 
suees  to  be  founded  on  it,  to  repair  the 
&nlls  of  fbrmer  Mmisters,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, retrieve  the  evils  which  long  and 
cruel  misgovemment  has  created  ?  The 
r%fat  hon.  Gentleman  asks  what  effects  the 
Commission  is  to  produce?  1  will  mention 
one  effect  which  a  has  already  produced, 
from  the  q)eech  of  the  member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin.  During  the  last 
year-and-a-half  the  House  has  heard  the 
hon.  Member  frequently  discourse  on  the 
vast  increase  of  Protestantism  in  Ireland, 
informing  them,  .that  it  was  only  neces- 
sary to  build  churohes  in  order  to  fill 
them,  and  that  the  nominal  majority  of 
CatholicB  in  Cork  and  other  places  spoken 
of  by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin  was  all  a  mistake.  But  now,  no 
sooner  is  the  Commission  appointed, 
than  the  hon.  member  for  the  university 
of  Dublin  says,  '*  Do  you  want  &cts? — I 
am  ready  to  admit  your  fiuts.*'  It  is 
no  inconsiderable  point  gained,  if,  after 
iMaiing  these  questions  disputed  by  the 
hon.  members  for  DubUn  and  the  Uni- 
versity, both  able  advocates,  till  my  mind 
remained  almost  in  a  state  of  abeyance 
between  their  conflicting  arguments  and 
evidence,  we  should  be  relieved  from 
doubt  at  once ;  and  after  all  these  dilutes, 
when  the  members  of  the  Commission 


had  hardiv  met  to  lay  dovm  their  covne 
of  proceeding,  that  one  of  those  an- 
tagonists should  have  come  down  to  the 
House  and  said,  in  his  usual  manly 
and  straightforward  manner,  "  Don  t 
mind  what  I  have  been  telling  you  about 
the  increase  of  Protestantism  for  the  last 
year-and-a-half. — ^Pay  no  attention  to  all 
the  evidence  I  adduced,  and  all  the  asse- 
verations 1  made ;  for  I  admit  vour  &cts.** 
But  I  am  not  satisfied  with  this  ad- 
mission ;  I  want  fiiets  established  by 
better  evidence  than  that  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman— -by  the  best  evi- 
dence that  can  be  procured  on  the  spot. 
The  Commission  can  take  no  long  time  ia 
completing  its  labours,  perhaps  not  longer 
than  till  the  commencement  of  the  next 
Session.  We  wish  to  ascertain  the  number 
of  persons  belonging  to  Uie  Established 
Church,  the  number  attending  divine  ser- 
vice, and  the  increase  of  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church  of  late  years. 
With  respect  to  the  great  principle  in- 
volved in  the  present  question,  I  will  sute, 
though  I  know  I  shall  be  liable  to  misin- 
terpretation, as  clearly  as  I  can,  my 
opinion  to  the  House.  I  consider  that 
the  funds  of  the  Church  aro  funds  set 
apart  and  devoted  to  the  purposes  of 
moral  and  religious  instruction.  Not 
less  than  four  prelates  of  the  EstaUbh- 
ment  have  recently  published  charges  on 
the  subject  I  find  them  all  concurring 
m  this  point — that  the  main  use;  if 
not  the  sde  use,  of  the  Established 
Church,  is  the  religious  instruction  of 
the  poor.  Now,  admitting,  as  I  most 
fully  do,  that  their  defence  of  the  Church 
of  England  on  that  ground  is  solid  and 
perfect,  and  being  ready,  on  the  same 
ground,  to  defend  the  Church  of  England 
as  far  as  my  humble  powers  will  permit 
me  to  do  so ;  yet  I  must  say,  that  when 
I  torn  to  Ireland  and  inquire  what  is 
meant  in  that  country  by  the  religious 
instruction  of  the  poor,  it  is  a  very 
bad  answer  to  point  out  a  parish  con- 
taining 1,000  or  2,000  inhabitants,  in  one 
comer  of  which  may  be  found  a  smgle 
Protestant  family,  and  that  the  family  of 
a  Protestant  gentleman.  Such  bemg 
the  case,  I  am  obliged  to  ask,  with  re- 
ference to  the  revenue  of  the  Irish  Church, 
whether  it  may  not  be  applied,  if  not 
literally  to  the  use  of  the  Established 
Church,  to  kindred  purposes  connected 
with  the  religious  and  moral  instruction 
of  the  poor?    And  I  must  say,  that  I 
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t1)ink  Uiese  purposes  of  edacation  and 
of  charity  which,  though  not  mentioned  in 
the  Resolution  before  the  House,  have  been 
alluded  to  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin,  will  fairly 
come  within  the  scope  of  legislation  on 
the  part  of  Parliament,  whenever  the  re- 
mits of  the  Commission  appointed  by 
Government  shall  be  obtained.  For, 
while  I  agree  with  my  noble  friend,  and 
I  believe  with  every  other  member  of  the 
Government,  in  thinking  that  the  revenues 
ofthe  Irish  Church  ought  not  to  be  diverted 
from  their  present  uses  for  the  purpose 
of  endowing  the  Catholic  Church,  I  at 
the  same  time  see  nothing  inconsistent  or 
Wrong  in  the  appropriation  of  a  part  of 
them  for  the  purposes  of  education,  which, 
while  it  is  a  religious  and  moral  education, 
shall  also  be  of  such  a  nature  as  will 
allow  Roman  Catholics,  as  well  as  Pro- 
testants, to  partake  of  it  equally.  Think- 
ing that,  in  the  furtherance  of  this 
object,  and  the  object  of  charity,  these 
revenues  of  the  Irish  Church  will,  in  all 
probability  be  exhausted,  and  considering 
the  Church  revenues  to  be  a  fund  set 
apart  for  the  religious  and  moral  instruc- 
tion of  the  poor  more  especially,  I  feel 
relieved  from  the  necessity  of  entering 
into  the  discussion  of  the  question  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Tam worth,  and  other  hon.  Members, 
desire  to  raise, — viz.,  whether  the  re- 
venues can  be  applied  to  any  and  what 
secular  purposes.  With  respect  to  the 
absolute  right  of  the  State  to  appropriate 
the  revenues  of  the  Church  to  any  secular 
purpose  whatever,  no  man  probably  enter- 
tains a  doubt ;  but  as  to  the  moral  and 
eiquitable  right  of  the  State  in  practice, 
that  is  a  question  not  likely  to  arise 
until  every  demand  which  can  be  made 
for  the  proper  and  due  instruction  of  the 
people,  and  for  the  purposes  of  charity, 
shall  be  satisfied ;  and  seeing  no  pro- 
spect of  its  arising  with  respect  to  these 
particular  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church, 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  as  to  what  measures  it  may 
possibly  be  expedient  to  propose,  if  the 
Irish  Church  shall  be  found  to  possess 
any  superfluous  wealth  not  needed  for  the 
purposes  I  have  mentioned.  I  may  be 
stating,  or  at  least  may  be  supposed 
to  be  stating,  the  doctrines  merely  of  a 
lay- man,  which  are  not  justified  by  a  due 
regard  for  the  interest  of  the  Church, — 
doctrines  which  would  possibly  meet  with 

VOL.  XXIV.  {252} 


reprobation,  if  broached  in  those  meethigs 
to  which  allusion  has  been  made  in  the 
course  of  the  night.  I  will,  therefore, 
show  the  House,  that  these  doctrines  are 
the  doctrines  of  churchmen  themselves,  by 
reading  a  short  quotation  from  one  of  the 
charges  of  a  most  eminent  and  enlighten- 
ed Prelate — I  mean  the  Bishop  of  Llan* 
dafi*.  Speaking  of  Church  property  the 
right  reverend  Prelate  says : — ••  All  pro- 
perty is  the  creature  of  the  law,  and  the 
same  law  which  secures  to  individual 
owners  the  produce  of  their  estates  with- 
out limitation,  and  without  inquiry  as  to  the 
mode  of  its  disposal,  has  wisely  reserved 
for  public  uses  a  fixed  portion  of  that 
property.  The  true  question  is,  whether 
the  uses  to  which  it  is  appropriated  are 
such  as  an  enlightened  Government  can 
approve  of,  for  we  (alluding  to  himself  and 
the  clergymen  whom  he  is  addressing)  by 
no  means  contend,  that  every  appropria- 
tion once  made,  whether  beneficial  to  the 
community  or  not,  must  be  perpetuated.** 
Notwithstanding  all  that  has  been  uttered 
against  doctrines  of  sacrilege  and  spolia- 
tion, as  they  have  been  called,  my  opinions 
on  this  question  go  no  further  than  those 
of  the  right  reverend  Prelate,  the  Bishop 
of  Llandaflf.  What  1  want  to  know  is, 
whether  the  uses  to  which  the  revenues 
of  the  Irish  Church  are  at  present  applied, 
are  or  are  not  beneficial  to  the  community  ? 
This  is  the  inquiry  which  the  concluding^ 
words  of  the  newly-issued  Commission, 
which  has  been  so  tauntingly  alluded  to, 
direct  to  be  made;  and  I  say,  with  the 
Bishop  of  Uandaff,  that  because  ah  ap- 
propriation of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish 
Church  has  once  been  made,  it  must  not, 
therefore,  be  perpetuated,  whether  benefi- 
cial to  the  community  or  not.  Though 
not  immediately  bearing  on  the  point  I  am 
now  considering,  Iwill,  with  permission 
of  the  House,  quote  another  passage  from 
the  charge  delivered  by  the  same  right 
reverend  Prelate.  It  is  as  follows: — 
'*  Great  as  are  the  advantages  of  a  special 
endowment  for  the  support  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  over  a  universal  system  of 
stipendiary  payment,  it  must  not  be  for- 
gotten, sacred  as  the  rights  of  property 
are,  that  the  conditions  upon  which  the  en- 
dowment is  held  are  quite  as  sacred  as 
property  itself.*'  I,  therefore,  say,  we  have 
a  right  to  inquire  whether,  in  the  ca«e 
of  the  Irish  Church,  the  conditions  upon 
which  it  holds  its  present  revenues  have 
been  properly  observed ;  whether,  in 
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tbe  first  place»  the  j  have  been  obterved  1 
on  the  part  of  the  clergy,  and  whether, 
iq  the  next  place,  however  zealous 
the  clergy  ma^  have  been  to  per-^ 
form  their  duties,  there  may  not  exist 
causes  which  in  many  instances  prevent 
those  conditions  being  complied  with? 
There  is  another  right  reverend  Prelate, 
whose  opinions  I  will  quote  to  the  House, 
but  for  whose  authority  I  do  not  entertain 
so  high  a  respect  as  I  do  for  those  of  the 
right  reverend  Prelate  I  have  before 
alluded  to,  because  the  right  reverend 
Prelate  is  in  the  habit  of  introducing 
a  great  deal  too  much  of  imprecation 
and  violence  into  his  discourses — I  mean 
the  Bishop  of  Exeter.  In  one  of  his 
charges,  that  right  reverend  Prelate 
said — *•  Whatever  politicians  or  states- 
men may  say,  if  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  are  insufficient  for  the  proper  in- 
struction of  the  people,  it  is  the  anty  of 
the  Legislature  to  increase  them."  Now, 
will  any  man  contend,  that  if  Lord  A  or 
Mr.  B  have  not  sufficient  property  for 
their  subsistence,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Legislature  to  increase  their  incomes  ?  I 
have  heard  it  continually  asserted,  that  Par- 
liament has  no  more  right  to  interfere  with 
Church  property  than  it  has  to  interfere 
with  the  property  of  any  individual ;  yet 
the  Bishop  oi  Exeter  says,  and  says  truly, 
that  if  the  Church  property  is  insuffi- 
cient for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
granted,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  increase  it.  But  it  must  be  equally  true, 
that  if  the  Church  property  is  greater 
than  necessary  for  the  uses  for  which  it 
was  'granted,  a  part  of  it  may  be  taken 
from  the  Church.  I  am  afraid  of  weary- 
ing the  House,  or  I  might  quote  from 
the  work  of  one  of  the  best  writers  on 
constitutional  questions  —  I  mean  Mr. 
Hallam — a  passage  in  which  the  writer 
draws  a  distinction  between  corporate  and 
individual  property.  Should  the  present 
question  be  again  discussed,  I  shall  cer- 
tainly come  prepared  with  the  passage  to 
which  I  have  referred.  It  has  been  said, 
that  various  commissions  appointed  by 
preceding  Governments  have  exhausted 
the  whole  question  of  inquiry — that  the 
amount  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church, 
and  the  state  of  education,  are  fully 
ascertained.  With  respect  to  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Church,  and  those  individuals 
who  are  in  the  enjoyment  of  them,  I  am 
ready  to  admit,  that  a  very  ample  inquiry 
has  been  made    and  that  a  full  investi- 


gation has  bean  made  into  the  rtktaont. 
of  the  members  of  the  Church  to  one. 
another.  But  there  is  one  point,  the  gist 
of  the  whole  question,  which  has  not  m. 
yet  been  inquired  into,  and  that  is,  the 
*}earing  which  the  Church  in  Ireland  has 
on  the  condition  of  the  people.  This  is 
the  point  with  respect  to  which  the  Coos- 
missioners  are  particularly  directed  to 
inquire,  and  upon  that  question  all  our 
future  leeislation  must  turn.  I  am  well 
aware,  that  on  this  subject,  above  all 
others,  an  attempt  will  be  made  to  raise 
the  cry  of  '  the  Church  is  in  danger !' 
Whatever  success  that  cry  may  have,  I 
am  prepared  to  abide  by  the  opinions 
whicn  I  have  expressed.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  continue  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land without  fully  probing  her  condition, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  propose  Bills  for 
coercion  and  the  maintenance  of  a  large 
force  of  military  and  police,  without  en- 
deavouring to  improve,  as  far  as  lies  in  my 
power,  the  condition  of  the  people.  In  the 
same  way,  without  intending  in  the  least 
to  injure  the  Church  of  England,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  wishing  to  maintain  that 
Church,  I  am  ready  to  relieve  the  Protest- 
ant Dissenters  from  everything  like  a  civil 
disability  of  which  they  can  justly  complain. 
On  this  subject,  as  on  the  other,  1  know 
perfectly  wefl  to  what  we  are  liable.  If  the 
cry  to  which  I  have  alluded  should  be 
raised  and  provo  successful,  and  if  that 
dissolution  which  has  been  invoked  with 
such  loud  cheers  by  many  gentlemen 
opposite  take  place,  let  it  come;  I  consider 
I  am  doing  my  duty.  I  will  not  be  a 
Minister  to  carry  on  systems  which  I 
think  founded  on  bigotry  and  prejudice. 
Be  the  consequence  what  it  may,  how- 
ever loud  may  be  the  cry  raised,  and 
whatever  its  success,  I  am  content  to 
abide  by  these  opinions,  to  carry  them 
out  to  their  fullest  extent,  not  oy  any 
premature  declaration  of  mere  opinion, 
not  by  attempting  to  introduce  a  Bill 
before  I  know  the  particular  nature 
of  the  measure  required,  but  by  going 
on  gradually,  from  time  to  time  im- 
proving our  institutions,  and  without 
injuring  the  ancient  and  venerable  fa- 
brics, rendering  them  fit  and  proper 
mansions  for  a  great,  free,  and  intelligent 
people. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  that  after  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  that  the  num- 
ber of  Commissioners,  if  found  to  be  in- 
sufficient for  making  a  report  by  next 
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9enimi,  ahoold  be  iacreased ;  and  after 
the  manl^  declarations  of  the  other  noble 
Lord,  which  had  drawn  forth  such  cheers, 
ha  trosted  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
(Mr.  0*Connell)  would  not  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  press  his  resolalion  to  a  division. 

Mr.  O'Cownell  said,  that  notwith- 
standing his  thankfulness  to  the  eloquent 
member  for  Coventry,  and  his  admiration 
of  the  sentiments  of  the  noble  liOrd,  he 
could  not  comply  with  his  request;  he 
had  to  satisfy,  not  himself  alone,  but  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  must  oppose  the 
Bill  in  every  one  of  its  stages,  if  this 
resolution  were  not  carried ;  he  had  no 
other  alternative. 

The  House  divided  on  Mr.  O'Connell's 
Motion :  Ayes  99 ;  Noes  360— Majoritv 
261.  ^      ^ 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  24,  1834. 

Ifnrtmu.  Petitions  pmrntad.  By  the  Earl  of  Dvubam, 
ftom  Oldham,  for  the  Separation  of  Churah  md  States— 
By  the  Dukes  of  Wbluvotok  and  Nbwoastle,  the 
MarqucaBei  CavaKN  and  Laitsoowh,  the  Earb  of  Wam- 
wiOK  and  WiNcKiLtaA,  and  the  Bishop  of  Rxarna, 
from  a  Numbtf  of  Pteoei^— ibr  ProCeotion  to  tfie  Eiub- 
liahed  Chuixsh,  and  afpaiaat  the  Sepantion  of  Chareh  and 
State^By  the  Bishop  of  Cabuslb  and  LoM  Rollb, 
ftom  four  PlaoH,-Higalnst  the  Clafans  of  the  DISKntan— 
By  (he  Earl  of  Oobuam«  tnm  aeveral  Bodies  of  Diapanten, 
fix  Relief  ftom  Church  Rate*  and  other  OrievanoeB.-i>.By 
Che  Uaniaeas  of  WBtriaitarBB,  from  Salfbnl*  against 
the  County  Conmcrt'  BilL— By  Lord  WVNroBD,  from 
Chatter,  against  the  Chimney  Sweepers'  Rf^ulatiao  Bill. 

Disbbntbrb'  AimisBiON  to  thb  Uni- 
VBRsiTiBS.]  The  Bishop  of  Llandaf,  in 
rising  to  present  a  number  of  petitions 
against  admitting  Dissenters  to  graduate 
in  the  Universities,  begged  leave  to  observe 
that  he  was  not,  neither  were  the  petition- 
ers, actuated  by  any  hostility  towards  the 
parties  against  whom  the  petitions  were 
directed.  He  did  not  wish  those  parties  to 
be  deprived  of  any  advantage  which  they 
eould  fairly  claim ;  he  did  not  wish  that 
they  should  be  marked  by  a  stigma  of  any 
kind.  It  was  merely  on  the  ground  of 
self-defence  that  the  petitioners  came  for» 
ward,  feeling  that  the  constitutional  liber* 
ties  of  the  country  were  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  system  which  at  present 
prevailed  in  the  Universities.  He,  for  two 
reasons,  concurred  in  the  prayer  of  the 
petitions.  In  the  first  place,  af^er  long 
studying  the  subject,  he  was  clearly  con. 
yinced,  that  there  was  an  essential  and 
indissoluble  union  between  the  Universities 
and  the  Established  Church,  and  he  feared 
that  the  concession  which  the  Dissenters 
called  for,  could  only  be  granted  at  the 
expense  oS  that  union.    Religion  was  the 


I0« 

fim  and'  pvinoipal  object  %o  which  the 
attention  of  Government  should  be  directed, 
and  the  first  ground  which  he  took  against 
allowing  Dissenters  to  take  degraes  in  the 
Universities  was,  that  it  would  necessarily 
sever  those  institutions  from  the  national 
Church.    The  second  ground  on  which  he 
relied,  was  stronger  even  than  the  first.  It 
was,  that  religion  was  an  essential  part  of 
education,  and  the  admission  of  persons, 
without  looking  to  the  tenets  which  they 
professed,  would  be  destructive  of  religious 
education.     The  greater  part  of  his  life 
had^  been    spent  in  the   performance  of 
clerical  duties,  and  he  had  thus  been  taught 
how  important  it  was,  to  preserve  this  prin- 
dpl^— the  principle  o£  religious  education. 
If  they  lost  that  essential  branch  of  educa.. 
tion,    they    must    confine   themselves   to 
matters  of  far  less  importance.    It  was  not 
from  his  own  experience  alone  that  he  had 
arrived  at  this  conclusion.     Several  noble 
and  learned  individuals  then  present  had 
lent  their  aid  in  founding   an  academic 
institution    in    this   metropolis,    and    he 
believed,  that  in  doing  so  they  felt  an 
anxious  desire  to  make  religion  one  branch 
of  education.    Such,  doubtless,  was  their 
sincere  and  heartfelt  puipose.    With  that 
feeling  they  had  met  and  deliberated  on  the 
subject,  but  their  deliberations  ail  proved 
abortive,  and  they  were  unable  to  adopt 
any  scheme  of  religion  which  could  be 
studied  at  the  same  time  with  the  various 
branches  of  science.   On  these  two  grounds 
—•namely,  that  the  connexion  between  the 
Universities  and  the  national  Church  was, 
and  ought  to  be,  essential  and  indissoluble, 
and  that  religious  instruction  at  the  Uni- 
versities could  not  be  imparted  as  it  was  at 
present,  if  persons  of  all  religions  were 
indiscriminately  admitted — therefore  it  was, 
that  he  was  opposed  to  the  measure  now  in 
progress  for  compelling  the  Univendties  to 
admit  Dissenters  to  tf&e  degrees.     It  had 
been  asserted,  that  though  the  students 
were  called  on  to  sign  the  thirty-nine 
articles,  they  were  not  required  to  under^ 
stand  them.     Now,  he  could  assure  their 
Lordships  that  there  was  no  laxity  on  this 
point.    The  invariable  practice  of  himself 
and  others  was,  to  explain  to  the  students 
what  was  the  object  of  their  signing  the 
articles.  They  were  signed  for  the  purpose  of 
satisfying  certain  au&orities  that  the  stu- 
dents were  members  of  the  national  religion, 
a  fact  which  they  were  bound  to  ascertain. 

The  Petitions  were  brought  up. 

The  Lortl  Chancellor  felt  it  necessary, 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  rev«> 
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erend  Prelate,  who  had  alliided  to  the 
London  University,  to  trouble  the  House 
with  a  few  remarics.  A  body  of  highly 
respectable  individuals  had  founded  King's 
College,  London,  on  the  principles  adopted 
in  the  Universities-^-on  the  doctrines  and 
discipline  of  the  Established  Church.  Now, 
nothing  could  be  more  proper  or  more 
justiiiaDle,  than  that  the  inaividuals  who 
founded  that  establishment,  who  were  all 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
all  of  whom  agreed  in  the  doctrine  and 
discipline  of  that  Church,  should  make  it 
part  of  their  system,  if  so  inclined,  that  no 
student  should  be  admitted  to  that  Uni- 
versity, unless  he  professed  that  religion  to 
which  they  were  themselves  attached. 
Therefore,  no  harm  whatever  was  done,  if 
they  exacted  from  the  student  a  strict  con- 
formity with  the  Established  Church.  But 
it  did  not  by  any  means  follow,  that  the 
same  plan  which  was  applicable  to  King's 
College  and  to  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  should  also  apply  to  the  London 
University,  or  to  any  other  establishment 
founded  by  persons  who  did  not  agree  to 
the  principles  of  the  Established  Church, 
and  not  three  of  whom  perhaps  agreed  to 
any  one  of  them.  When  individuals  ex- 
claimed, ''But  why  do  you  set  about 
founding  an  University  excluding  religious 
instruction  ?"  He  would  ask  them  to  con. 
sider  and  see  how  it  was  possible  to  found 
a  University  open  to  all,  and  yet  to  pre- 
serve a  certain  system  of  religious  educa- 
tion. Was  it  meant  to  be  said,  that  they 
ought  not  to  have  founded  that  University  ? 
Would  any  one  get  up  at  that  time  of  day 
and  say,  "  you  have  no  right  to  found  a 
University  for  Dissenters  ?"  Would  it  be 
asserted,  because  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
kept  them  out,  that  it  was  therefore  intoler- 
able to  found  an  establishment  to  which 
they  might  have  free  access?  He  should 
like  to  see,  at  that  time  of  day,  a  specimen 
of  such  a  reasoner,  a  specimen  that  ^ould 
assuredly  be  fitter  for  a  situation  in  the 
museum  of  a  college  than  in  its  halls.  He 
should  like  to  see  a  specimen  of  the  animal 
bipes  el  implutne,  possessing  the  voice  and 
fieure,  but  no  other  attribute  of  humanity, 
who  would  get  up  in  his  place  and  contend 
that  it  was  criminal,  irreugious,  impolitic, 
and  unfair,  to  found  a  University  for  Dis- 
senters. Why?  Because  they  were  de- 
barred from  going  to  colleges  that  were 
established  by  the  law  of  the  land.  [The 
Bishop  of  Llandaff-^  I  advance  no  such 
doctrine.^  It  certainly  was  the  custom 
on  the  other  side  of  the  way  (Westminster 


Abbey,  whete  a  musical  feitival  WM  l»dd)i 
where  he  and  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
had  been  that  mominff,  for  several  indivi^ 
duals  to  perform  toge&er. '  There  they  had 
trios  and  duets ;  but  on  this  side  of  the  wiqr 
it  was  found  moce  convenient,  though  per- 
haps not  so  harmonious,  for  only  one  to 
Rieak  at  a  time.  Bv  taking  that  course, 
Uie  arguments  of  noble  Lords  were  shorter 
and  more  intelligible.  He  should  now  take 
an  opportunity  of  saying  one  word  relative 
to  King's  College.  He  luid  already  adverted 
to  the  principle  upon  which  it  was  founded* 
He,  as  Lord  Chancellor,  was  visiter  of  that 
college ;  but,  from  a  feeling  of  delicacy,  as 
a  promoter  of  the  London  University,  he 
did  not  exercise  his  visitorial  functions. 
King's  College  had,  however,  his  most 
hearty  good  wishes,  and  he  recommended 
it  to  all  persons,  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  who  felt  objections  to  the  London 
Univerrity.  If  a  parent  did  not  like  to 
send  his  son  to  the  London  University,  he 
said  to  him,  ''Then  let  him  go  to  King^s 
Collie."  For  his  own  part,  he  thou«it 
tliat  those  who  objected  to  the  London 
University  on  account  of  religious  prin* 
ciple,  ought  to  have  a  college  in  accordance 
with  the  tenets  of  the  Established  Church. 
But  it  would  be  said,  "Oh!  you  might 
find  some  certain  system  of  reli^n,  to 
which  all  Dissenters  would  asree.*'  They 
however,  but  little  knew  the  human  mind, 
who  thought  that  any  system  could  be  laid 
down,  and  with  reference  to  which  all  the 
Dissenters  would  agree.  Many  of  those 
sects  differed  as  much  from  each  other  as 
they  did  from  the  Church.  He  believed 
that  some  of  them  would  rather  come  to 
the  Church  than  agree  with  their  brother 
sectarians.  The  law  which  r^nilated  reli« 
gious  controversy,  was  very  lie  the  law 
which  regulated  gravitation  —  namely,  it 
operated  in  the  inverse  ratio  of  the  distance ; 
and  the  nearer  the  theological  disputants 
approached  in  their  doctrines — ^the  less  they 
were  divided  from  each  other— -the  stronger 
was  the  power  of  repulsion.  Those  who 
founded  die  London  University,  were  very 
anxious  to  teach  Church  history,  biblical 
criticism,  and  all  those  branches  upon 
which  it  was  supposed  that  the  different 
sects  of  the  Church  itself  agreed.  But 
they  found  that  it  was  impossible  to  do  so'; 
for  the  Church  would  not  agree  with  the 
sectarians,  and  the  sectarians  would  not 
agree  with  each  other.  They  had  found 
zealous  promoters  of  the  University  amongst 
men  of  different  relia;ious  professions.  Mr. 
GoldscluQaid,  a  Jew,  had  lent  7^000{.  to  the 
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Uaivenity.  That  sum  he  had  advanced 
to  enable  them  to  purchase  land.  A  Dis- 
senter had  advanced  as  much^  a  churchman 
as  much^  and  another,  a  fourth  gentleman, 
a  sectarian,  as  much.  Of  those  who  had 
raised  this  sum  of  28,000/.,  no  two  could 
agree  to  any  plan  of  religious  education. 
When  this  was  found  to  be  the  case— - 
when  they  found  that  no  common  feeling 
existed  on  the  subject,  those  who  were 
chiefly  concerned  in  founding  the  Univer- 
sity said,  "  Then,  as  you  cannot  agree  with 
US  who  are  of  the  Church,  and  as  you  can- 
not asree  with  each  other,  it  is  better  to 
exclude  this  species  of  education  altogether." 
This  was  not  a  matter  of  choice,  it  was  the 
result  of  a  controlling,  of  an  overruling 
necessity.  Secular  matters  might  be  com- 
promised, but  it  was  impossible  to  compro- 
mise that  which  was  connected  with  relL 
gious  feeling.  It  was,  therefore,  deter- 
mined that  the  students  should,  in  this 
respect,  be  taught  at  home,  by  persons  of 
their  own  persuasion.  With  respect  to  the 
explanation  which  the  right  reverend  Pre. 
late  had  given  as  to  the  subscription  of  the 
thirty-nine  Articles  at  the  University,  he 
would  make  one  or  two  brief  remarks.  •  It 
had  been  heretofore  stated,  that  this  was  a 
mere  form— that  it  was  intended  that  the 
student  should  not  know  what  he  subscribed. 
He  was  to  leam  that  at  a  future  time.  The 
test  was  to  be  swallowed  first,  and  to  be 
digested  afterwards.  He  signed  in  the  first 
instance,  and  was  afterwards  to  make  up 
his  mind  on  the  subject  Now,  however, 
the  right  reverend  Prelate  told  them,  that 
explanation  was  given  at  the  time;  that 
the  person  subscribing  must  have  some 
understanding  (more  or  less)  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  that  the  meaning  of  his  subscrip- 
tion was,  that  he  thereby  signified  himself 
to  be  a  member  of  the  EstaWshed  Church. 
Was  it  not,  however,  natural  to  inquire-— 
''  Why  do  you  prefer  the  Established 
Church  to  other  religions  ?  Why  do  you 
subscribe  to  its  doctrines  and  discipline?" 
To  axiswer  this,  demanded  an  exercise  of 
the  understanding,  and  surely  those  who 
were  called  on  to  subscribe  should,  in  the 
first  instance,  be  examined.  If  he  were 
asked  to  sign  the  thirty^nine  Articles,  such 
a  proceeding  could  only  be  founded,  and 
ought  only  to  be  founded,  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  he  understood  those  articles.  But 
how  could  it  be  expected  that  a  lad  of 
twelve  or  thirteen  years,  could  be  able  to 
understand  them  ?  Many  noble  Lords  in 
that  House  did  not  understand  them.  He 
forgot  the  hundred  points  of  metaphysical 
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raised  on  these  articles.  He  would  not 
give  his  own  opinion,  nor  trust  to  his  own 
observation  on  this  subject,  but  he  would 
refer  to  one  of  the  most  learned  and  cele- 
brated divines— he  alluded  to  the  Bishop 
of  Carlisle—with  respect  to  the  complicate 
nature  of  the  topics  included  in  these 
articles.  That  right  reverend  Prelate  had 
stated,  that  there  were  100  points  in  these 
articles  which  required  the  deepest  attention 
and  consideration.  He  who  agreed  with 
them  admitted  this,  but  very  many  doubted 
much  that  was  contained  in  the  articles ; 
yet  they  must  be. at  once  signed  by  every 
young  man  who  went  for  his  education  to 
one  of  the  gr^at  seats  of  learning,  where, 
too,  he  was  called  upon  to  study  theology. 
Yes,  he  who  was  called  on  to  study  theo* 
logy— -who  was  expected  to  plunge  inter 
abyssos  /Aeo/cg^ur— began  with. this  con* 
dusive  declaration  before  he. had  studied  at 
all.  But  if  he  merely  signed  .his  name,  to 
fomMy  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  Church 
of  England,  did.  not  this  imply  that. his 
mind  went  with  the  contents  of  thi^t  which 
he  had  subscribed  ?  Was  it  not  to  be  sup- 
posed that  he. had  exercised  his  thinking 
powers  on.  the  subject,  and  that  having 
done  so,  he  agreed  with  the.  doctrines  and 
subscribed  to  the  discipline  of  .the  Church 
of  England?  Could  he  subscribe  those 
articles  and  not  impose  on  himself  a  tie 
that  would  operate  in  future?  He  could 
not  sign  these  articles,  de  bene.  ef«c,  intend* 
ing  to  understand  them  hereafter,  and  theh 
to  retain  or  reject  them  as  he  might  think 
pr^r.  If  he  did  so,  and  chose  to  become 
a  Dissenter,  all  the  college,  and  all  the 
quadrangles  of  the  college,  would  re-echo 
with  a  word  sounding  very  like  "  apostate.." 
It  would  be  said  ''Here  is  a  man  who 
signed  the  Thirty-nine  Articles^  and  he  now 
goes  to  a  meetins-house." 

The  Bishop  otLlandaff,  in  explanation, 
said,  that  observations  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  which  he  could 
only  attribute  to  the  imperfect  attention 
that  had  been  paid  to  himself  while  he 
spoke,  or  to  the  imperfect  manner  in  which 
he  had  expressed  himself.  He  had  never 
alluded  to  King's  Collese,  on  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  made  some 
observations  ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Lon. 
don  University,  against  that  institution  he 
had  certainly  brought  no  charge.  He  was 
contending  for  the  absolute  necessity  of  some 
form  of  religious  instruction  being  adopted 
for  the  benefit  of  those  who  partook  of  the 
general  advantages  of  education,  consider, 
rng  religion  as  the  most  essential  branch  of 
eaucatioD ;  and  in  order  to  confirm  bii 
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argument,  he  adrerted  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Council  of  the  London  UnWenity,  who 
endeavoured  themielves,  though  ine£fectu- 
all7,  to  introduce  some  icheme  of  religious 
instruction.  He  had  stated  distinctly, 
that  he  gave  those  individuals  full  credit 
for  the  sincerity  of  their  intentions*  He 
had  said  nothing  that  could  possibly  be 
supposed  to  imply  a  charge  against  them. 
He  entertained  no  such  feelinff. 

The  Duke  of  WeUingion  ol^ected  to  the 
practice  of  entering  into  a  discussion  of  im- 
portant questions  on  the  presentation  of 
Gtitions.    The  noble  and  kamed  Lord 
dd  the  noble  Duke)  has  himself  admitted 
the  inconvenience  of  such  a  practice,  and 
that  questions  of  such  importance  as  that 
to  which  this  petition  refers  ought  to  be 
made  matters  of  separate  and  deliberate 
discussion,  and  not  to  be  introduced  thus 
incidentally.      But^  my  Lords,  if  I  was 
surprised  at  the  noUe  and  learned  Lord's 
departure  ftom  the  general  and  more  con- 
venient practice  of  the  House  in  thb  re- 
spect, I  was  much  more  so  at  the  tone  of 
his  remarks.    My  Lords,  the  University 
of  Oxford,  or  King^s  College,  ought  to 
expect  from  the  high  station  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lota,   that  he  would  have 
defended  them  from  any  attack,  instead  of 
attempting   to  put  them  down  on  this 
occasion  by  mis-statements  respecting  their 
practice*  My  Lords,  it  is  not  true,  that  the 
student  does  no  more  at  his  admission  than 
in  fact  statine  that  he  is  a  member  of  the 
Established  Church ;  but  on  taking  a  de- 
gree he  is  obliged  to  sign  Uie  Articles,  to 
show  his  knowledfle  of,  and  adherence  to, 
the  doctrines  of  that  Church.     The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  knows  this  much  better 
than  1  do ;  and  I  must  again  say,  that  in- 
stead of  making  such  statements  as  he  has 
just  now  made,  it  was  to  be  expected  from 
the  high  sUtion  that  he  holds,  thatheshould 
have  been  found  amongst  the  defenders  of 
the  Universities,  that  he  should  not  attempt 
to  pull  them  down  by  statements  with  a 
▼iew  to  their  inioiy. 

The  Lord  VkancMtr  (who  rote  at  the 
same  moment  with  Earl  Grey)  said :  My 
Lords,  my  noUe  friend  (Earl  Grey)  to 
whom  I  would  otherwise  give  way,  was 
about  to  bear  testimony  to  your  Lordships 
of  my  utter  innocence  of  the  charses  which 
the  noble  Duke  has  so  illogicaDy,  for  I 
must  say,  that  the  noble  Duke  has  not 
improved  his  logic  since  he  has  been  at 
Oxford,  and  so  very  unjustly,  brought 
against  me  on  this  occasion.  The  fact  is, 
my  Lords,  that  the  noUe  Duke  either  did 
not  heari  Wf  having  heard»  he  did  not  do 


me  the  honour  to  attend  to,  what  I  did  say. 
He  seems  to  think  ihat  I  said  something 
against  the  University  of  Ozlbrd  or  King^ 
C^lege,  whereas  I  never  said  one  wosd  in 
disparagement  of  either.    My  Losdsi  on 
the  contrary,  I  did  distinctly  admit,  that 
the  Establidied  Church  had  as  much  r^jht 
to  set  up  a  college  on  a  principle  exdvstvely 
confined  to  the  Church,  as  the  Dissenters 
had  to  establish  one  on  a  principle  of  uni- 
versal admissibility^    There  was  nothing 
in  this  against  Oxford,  or  against  Kino's 
College.    Bot»  my  Lords,  this  shows  the 
little  attention  with  which  the  noble  Duke 
honoured  me.    It  shows  how  little  atten^ 
tion  is  paid  to  legal  men  in  this  House.  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  mention  this  want  of  atten- 
tion  asany  ground  of  complaint,  but  I  dothndk 
I  have  some  reason  to  oomfdain  of  it  whea 
it  is  made  the  ground  of  building  up  a 
charge  against  me,  not  only  for  what  I  did 
not  say,  but  for  the  very  reverse  of  what  1 
did  say.     Havins  thus  re-stated  what  it 
was  I  had  said,  I  liope  I  may  stand  acquis 
ted  of  this  charge  which  the  noble  Duke 
has  urged,  and  to  which  1  shall  again  ad» 
vert  b^  and  by.    Another  charge  whioh 
the  noble  Duke  has  brought  against  ne,  is 
that  of  getting  up  discussions  and  making 
long  statements  on  the  presentation  of  pe*. 
titions.    My  Lords,  nothing  was  further 
from  my  intention  than  to  introduce  any 
such  discussion  on  this  occasion.     If  the 
noble  Duke  did  not  hear  me,  and  I  must 
take  it  for  granted  that  he  did  not,  I  now 
inform  him,  that  I  was  replying  to  the 
right  reverend  Prelate.    The  right  rever. 
end  Prelate  was  replying  to  some  observa* 
tions  of  mine  made  on  a  former  occasion, 
and  quoting  the  very  words  which  I  then 
used.    The  noble  Duke  did  not  honour  me 
with  his  attention,  and  it  now  appears  that 
he  had  not  honoured  the  right,  reverend 
Prelate  with  a  much  greater  share  of  it 
than  he  had  bestowed  on  me.    If  he  had 
heard  me,  I  am  sure  be  would  not  have 
made  this  charge ;  but  this,  my  Lords,  is 
one  inconvenience  of  not  hearing  what  is 
said,  and  of  making  accusations  on  what 
has  not  been  uttered,  and  this  is  what  I 
complain  of  with  respect  to  the  noble  Dnioe. 
My  Lords,    I   myself  did  not  hear  tha 
words  of  the  right  reverend  Prelate.    They 
were  heard  by  my  noble  friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  who  came  over  to  mOj, 
and  said,   ''Attend—the  ri^^t   reverend 
Prelate  u  referring  to  what  you  said  on  a 
former  day,  and  quoting  your  words,*'    fog 
shortness  sake,  my  noble  friend  used  the 
wotds  **  attacking  you/'  thou^  that,  per«* 
hBf$  was  too  strraig  aa  ea^rMsion  te  tfaf 
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eoune  which  ihe  rieht  reverend  Prelate 
wfli  taking.  Now^  if  the  right  reverend 
Prelate  did  not  intend  to  use  my  words,  I 
muss  say  that  the  words  ''Jesuitism/' 
''  casuistry,"  and  "  traps  for  men's  con* 
flci«nces>"  were  terms  which  called  for 
e<»tte  remark  on  my  part,  and  I  ask,  my 
Lords,  was  I  to  sit  and  listen  to  the  whole 
of  thisy  and  not  offer  any  reply  }  Some 
reply  I  felt  I  was  bound  to  make,  and 
•having  done  so,  I  trust,  my  Lords,  I  shall 
stand  aoquitted  of  the  charge  of  raising 
discussions  on  the  presentation  of  petitions. 
Now,  my  Lords,  let  me  again  advert  to  the 
noble  Duke's  charge  of  my  wishing  or 
attempting  to  pull  down  the  Universities. 
I  would  ask  the  noble  Duke  to  point  out 
any  one  word  or  expression,  or  sentiment  of 
mine,  which  can  bear  such  a  construction ; 
not,  my  Lords,  at  the  same  time,  that  I 
would  refrain  from  any  c^isure  or  oon- 
demnatidn  of  the  Universities,  if  I  thought 
they  deserved  it.  My  Lords,  I  am  not 
bound  to  the  Universities  by  any  allegiance. 
Individually  I  owe  them  nothing  -—  the 
country,  no  doubt,  is  greatly  their  debtor ; 
and,  no  doubt,  the  country  is  disposed  to 
acknowledge  the  obligation.  I  never  hissed 
them*  My  Lords,  I  sat  and  took  a  part 
in  a  meeting  connected  with  the  London 
University,  of  which  I  have  long  been  a 
friend,  and  to  the  institution  of  which — I 
hope  Uiat  I  may  say  it  without  vanity-— 
I  in  some  small  degree  contributed,  though 
I  do  not  stand  in  the  same  relation  to  it  in 
which  the  noble  Duke  stands  to  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford.  The  meeting  to  which 
I  allude  was  on  laying  the  foundation- 
stone,  and  it  was  afterwards  followed  by  a 
dinner  in  celebration  of  that  event  At 
that  meeting  there  vros  present  a  very 
numerous  assemblage  of  the  patrons,  sup- 
porters, and  friends  of  the  Institution,  and 
of  its  students  of  every  ase,  down  to  boys 
of  the  age  of  fourteen.  We  were  honoured 
on  that  occasion  by  the  presence  of  a  royal 
Duke.  I  do  not  mean  the  illustrious  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Cumberland)  now  present, — 
his  Royal  Highness  attends  only  to  Dublin 
meetings,  and  certainly  my  appearance  at 
the  late  installation  at  Oxford  would  not 
have  excited  more  surprise  than  the  pre- 
sence of  his  Royal  Highness  on  the  occa^ 
sion  to  which  I  hare  just  alluded.  I  do 
not  mean  by  this  to  insinuate  that  the 
royal  Duke  now  present  was  unfriendly  to 
our  institution ;  he  may  differ  from  us  on 
nany  points,  but  I  am  sure  we  have  his 
ffDod  wishes,  as  far  at  least  as  his  consden. 
Bous  support  of  education  will  permit  At 
this  neettng  there  wexvi  alsoi  present  my 


noble  friends,  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(Lansdowne)    and    the    noble    Viscount 
(Melbourne),  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  several  otner  distinguished 
individuals,  the  advocates  and  supporters 
of  education.     I  have  already  said,  that 
there  were  in  the  assembly  youths  of  every 
age,  down  to  boys  of  fourteen.     I  had 
occasion  in  the  course  of  the  proceedings 
to  mention  the  name  of  Oxford  and  of 
Cambridge.      They  were  received  with 
unmixed  applause.     I  spoke  in  praise  of 
them,  and  there  was  not  on  that  occasion, 
even  during  the  greatest  hilarity  of  the 
evening,  one  expression  of  censure  which 
could  m  any  way  refer  to  those  learned 
bodies.     But,  my  Lords,  they  order  things 
differently  on  the  banks  of  the  Isis.    In 
the  cool  retreats  and  shady  bowers  which 
the  muses  haunt  along  the  margin  of  that 
classic  stream  we  have  recently  had  a  very 
different  exhibition.     There  we  heard  ex. 
pressions  of  feeling,  not  in  the  hilarity  of 
the  evening,  but  in  the  cool  of  the  morning, 
when  the  head  was  free  from  every  kind  of 
vapour,  save  that  which  might  remain  from 
theological  controversy,  of  feelings  not  re- 
strained by  the*  presence  of  royal  and  illus- 
trious  dukes,  noble  peers  and  senators,  arch* 
bishops  and  bishops,  heads  of  colleges,  and 
reverend  doctors  of  divinity.     I  say  on  that 
occasion  there  was  kept  up  an  ancient,  and 
I  may  add  an  infinitely  harmless  custom,  of 
showing  their  respect  or  the  contrary  for 
certain  names  or  authorities,  which  were 
nrodaimed  in  the  ebullition  of  the  moment. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  blame  this,  I  think 
it  harmless  that  certain  names  should  have 
been  put  forth  to  excite  the  approval  or 
disapprobation,  as  the  case  might  be,  of 
those  present.    I  was  placed  among  the 
latter,  but  of  that  I  do  not  complain,  for  I 
feel  that  I  was  in  very  good  company,  and 
among  others,  in  the  company  of  one  who 
is  as  great  an  ornament  to  the  University 
of  Oxford  as  he  is  to  that  right  reverend 
Bench.     I  repeat,  my  Lords,  that  I  consi- 
der all  this  very  harmless,  and  I  mention 
it  only  to  show  that  I  am  not  bound  by  any 
allegiance  to  Oxford.    At  the  same  time, 
I  have  not  said  any  thing  against  it,  nor 
any  thing  which  could  bear  the  interpreta« 
tion  that  I  have  a  wish  to  pull  down  the 
Universities.    My  observations  were  di« 
rected,  and  my  objections  were  made,   to 
the  mode  of  subscription  to  the  Thirty* 
nine  Articles,  and  to^  the  interpretation 
put  upon  that  subscription  by  the  right 
reverend  Prelate.    I  commented  upon  it« 
as  your  Lordships  will  recollect  at  the 

time  j  and  upon  that  comment  the  right 
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rrvi  tvudS  t>i*tfOi<  Imthin  (tiottiilil  tirff|M<r  lo 

HMttir*  fjtHltliits  I  tliiMiKtif  II  my  tiiity  to 
trfilt      1  liU.  tliiMi,  U  u\f  tittHWPi'  III  lli0 

\\\i*  ttl  iiHIlMtt  \s\\  tt  ilchittp  im  till*  |tre^(*ntii« 
tlitti  HI  It  fi^^tMiiMMitiilitl  ntU*iti|t(litH  (M  imll 
itmvH  (tir  Ihilu'tnlilr^. 

nr«t  two  |^rUUon<i  nm\|4ii(i>t)iM  o<  Uu»  \»niv- 

ot^>n'^**  \\1>o  \\o>v  »^^M»i«MM  t^t»  w^tvuv  ^y 

tioo*U-   \>^!\is»\B  tv  tnVx^  a  \^\i   in   wu*>t  i 
lr>^M»1M^>o^.  rttiA  «pot^ois  <\  ^vwonsimmv  h> 
^hc>t    ^^M^umsm^i^vn    otn^^n-    lyt^inM     Wing  . 
v^UiM  on  t^^  ti^Vo  i\  \Mi\^  in  wh^  ^vtvmonit^^.  ' 
l^n  <hr  Mi1»t'Vt   ot    !V  -fivM  ^v^rt  W   tW 

K>n  rvoi>o>»!\ti>«\  fivw  nttt^ix^jiotv  on  Piv* 
to'^t^nt  Wi^-*)'!^.  )u   !KM\»r^  \  iVm    ^W  wins 
^>iSorin^  ouv^'  to  br  o\t«^M(Vv\  to  VwH^-^r* 
p«\i  vnnV^jxm's      Hv  mtiv^t  ?!>»,>  >3^\  in  t)v  ottt- 
iH'i.  tV'M  n.^  on\  fi^)i  n>.>T\^  t>ii<n  >H    thu  tW 

0'"»'''^^vVr  •*.■»•.    o,    tVs    ]^>*^v^     TV    v^aVs 

* 

Tr'v«.'»    j^,  ^-^  ■»  *,\  <\%.  <^  «%K'^.^'»^^N    ■>   .'^'•iVfv 

V^>v,'     •»,     X''^   *<{        *  •>,     V  >  >  ■•)     %x       /'   ••.«,    V. 
V  "•      \\       ""V'  •>""*.   X      >    V  »       1      *»  M»    T«  M      }v 

t*"**.   i*     tV     ^*"  ■*  ^'^    O     <  '^  "  »''•^''n^^"■»l      ''»'^«      K, 
Vrt'V*:.     ii     ^»  >'  ?'»     r^Vv'^K      0:»v       tV»^»  U'^^- 

f>*  »V  •  «^.    rK  .^'^  ■'^  «.    *  K.   t.    b     thv 

^*     'V^     vM^  ^     M         ^*^«     'K^      <••      r.      ^^.t^K*; 


«         * 
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l«tt(<r<  itireotitig  i\m  tiro  offioenwbo  hdl 
Ml  iwiMii  to  Iw  ftmtled.  IIu  thai  ooa* 
fitniiirnicHl  m\iU  iltc  Duke  of  York,  ti  thai 
tltiii*  ( 'omtn«nd«r«tn-clil0f  of  tbeanDy^wMi 
Up  liit|(ilnHl  uf  hit  Uox«l  Highnen  whetlur 
i\w  {troiwr  cutirio  lu  |iunuo  would  be  to 
RtHko  llie  naniei  of  thoM  offioen  out  of 
tlic  Army  Lint,  for  m  tlclibemte  Act  of  In- 
RttlKmlitmlioni  if  not  of  mutiny*  or  to  di« 
iTCt  tlidi  thof  nhould  bo  tried  hf  a  Coui^ 
tniiHieit  Ilia  Koyid  Htgbiiesi»  wbo  ob. 
tUvtv  nmmtvvd  t>f  the  stepe  be  (the  Duko 
of  V\'oUin|tlonl  bed  taken,  rcoomuieiided 
him  to  mlviKO  bis  Mi^jeelv  at  once  lo  dk* 
tni«w  tho  olh\vr«  iVvim  the 
\>i>nthH't  in  this  a^r  bad  also 
|HMXiM  of  by  another  Suncckr-Ofioer,  tbe 
t  \)^nmandov-in>cbiof  in  tlic  ModiteRaaean, 
In^K^iii)  xSir  IhoMs  Maitlaad.  Hh* 
othix'T  airiwil  at  Xtalu  on  the  3di  of  \«. 
WMhoTx  19^^.^«  and  wttbont  obt  mnnma 
comvnnnN^tion  mnh  biaa»  «r  bis  Rofal 
Hichm^  the  Oulo  of  Voii,  imbUkedM 
1 V^^  <4^  the  l>aT  oTwwnjg  tbeoiiaaon  ba 
tmtiM^Ainod  <if  tW  Ktevinor  of  liie  twn 
olht\H>  in  <]iK^ion.  and  diUNtinit,  for  ^k 
fiirnasc  <4  pnn^cnnnc  ibc  vemnenee  of  n 

"ihooM.  «mtil  turih<v  notioc.  bt  iBikstii 
from  h1.  i)iri> .  On  rev>c]\'iiii;  a  ^opy  of  ibis 
orN^^r,  V  ^'oi  a  lotw»r  tr  Sir  T, 
dovi.nn^,  bHa  %o  onW  ibc 
trNV  b\  \  ^^irt-marttH'.  ,  and  on 
iK  V  HMirt<-nMmmith<>olHoevs^ 
'i^V  «v%Ki<  1^  iirl  Km:  aog.  that  mK  of 
o^vrv  ^r*}.  4iMnv9Wid  hts  Miueftr  s 
Ks^)T%i  h<  ^amih.  nM  ni^  a  bel*.     Ti 

tK   ^  .^M"*  .f^mttW.  wft^  noi  tint 
'^^•♦njv  V  lU    »t  ^^lorn.  anikv.  sia:  tbt- 

*«r«:'vN(   tt«<«    th<iv  ottMxav  ousbt  «i*  be 
M*vt>.   oK^lvmcc  f«.    ttu  ordav  wlucL 

n<<<^(«^T-    o    utmMliiu:  Uu  aervici  o: 
^b'^ot.  t«(»A:   II.  «Hm.  tlia:  ssk   An  wmuL 

*>     *r*  f.    4^  s-M^c  worstui.    too; 
0)it'  •  •' rtlt»»v>»' -^iiitwawv  M  * 

^M^Uf,    r%f\     iv     »  i-'^wiv    t      «nnv 
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treaty^  that  respect  should  he  paid  to  the 
inhabitants.  To  the  prayer  for  compensa- 
tifloij  with  which  the  petition  concluded^  he 
thought  their  Lordships  ought  not  to  pay 
any  attention.  These  officers  belonged  to 
the  artillery^  and  officers  in  that  branch  of 
the  service  never  purchased  their  Commis- 
sions. Therefore^  if  on  leaving  the  service^ 
they  were  to  receive  remuneration,  they 
wduld  receive  money  for  the  loss  of  a  Com- 
mission  for  which  they  never  paid  any 
money.  In  fact,  to  grant  remuneration  to 
these  officers  would  be  to  hold  out  a  pre- 
mium for  disobedience  to  orders. 

Earl  Grey,  knowing  who  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Ordnance  Department,  and 
who  was  at  the  head  of  the  army,  at  the 
time  the  transaction  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  took  ^ace,  could  feel 
BO  doubt  that  full  justice  had  been  ad- 
ministered in  the  case;  and  this  was  the 
condusiori  at  which  he  had  arrived  after  a 
full  investigation  of  the  facts.  The  of- 
fence of  wluich  these  officers  were  found 
guilty  was  a  breach  'of  military  discipline 
of  the  most  serious  importance.  These 
officers  were  not  called  upon  to  participate 
in  the  religious  ceremonies  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  at  Malta,  in  such  a  way  as  im. 
plied  any  belief  on  their  part  in  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  of  Rome.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  sentence  passed  on  these 
diEicen  was  a  just  one. 

The  Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Pensioks— -CrviL  Offices.]  On 
the  Question  that  the  House  do  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House 
on  the  Civil  Office  (Pensions)  Bill, 

Earl  Grey  said,  that  when  the  Bill  was 
read  a  second  time  by  their  Lordships,  no 
statement  was  entered  into  of  its  principal 
provisions;  he  should  therefore  trouble 
them  with  a  few  words  before  they  pro- 
ceeded with  the  Order  of  the  Day.  The 
noble  Earl  stated  an  outline  of  the  Bill. 
He  was  sure  the  House  when  they  looked  at 
the  previous  power  of  the  Crown,  limited 
as  it  was-^when  they  looked  at  the  great 
services  which  the  officers  he  had  mentioned 
usually  rendered  to  the  State— would  agree 
with  him  in  thinking  that  the  Bill  did  not 
invest  the  Crown  with  undue  power.  If 
anything,  he  should  say  that  the  Bill  did 
not  enable  the  Crown  sufficiently  to  reward 
those  functionaries. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  referred  to  the 
preamble  of  the  Act  of  1817*  for  the  pur^ 
pose  of  showing,  that  the  arrangements 
then  made  were  in  the  nature  of  a  bargain, 

\ff  wbioh,  when  the  sinecure  offioes  wer^ 


abolished,  pensions  were  to  be  instituted 
for  them.  It  was  to  be  specially  observed, 
that  out  of  twenty-two  pensions  which 
might  have  been  granted,  oiily  eleven  were ; 
and  really  it  was  not  too  much  to  expect 
that  the  Crown  should  be  invested  with 
the  power  of  making  adequate  recompense 
to  its  servants,  the  more  particularly  as 
now  the  expense  and  difficulty  of  getting 
into  Parliament  had  so  much  increased,  and 
when  the  emoluments  of  the  bar  and  other 
professions  stood  so  high,  that  it  would  be 
no  easy  matter  to  secure  an  efficient  sup- 
port in  the  public  service  if  suitable  rewards 
were  not  given.  It  was  also  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  increased  and  increasing 
power  of  the  House  of  Commons  had  ren<- 
dered  a  measure  of  that  nature  necessary-— 
it  was  fitting,  that  the  power  of  the  Crown 
should  be  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  and 
that  the  Crown  alone  should  possess  the 
right  of  rewarding  its  servants*  He  was 
the  more  led  to  make  this  observation  from 
what  had  occurred  in  another  place,  where 
the  reward  to  be  given  to  the  services  of  a 
gallant  Officer  was  taken  into  consideration 
against  the  wish  of  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown.  There,  were,  however,  some 
clauses  to  which  he  should  move  Amend, 
ments  when  they  went  into  Committee. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  he  must 
have  closed  his  eyes  to  all  Uiat  had  been 
passing  around  him  for  several  years,  and 
particmarly  during  the  four  last,  if  he  were 
to  say  that  he  entertained  the  same  view  of 
the  power  of  the  Crown  as  formerly.  How- 
ever unpalatable  the  statement  might  be, 
he  certainly  must  declare,  that  the  power  of 
the  Crown  was  now  so  fenced  round,  and 
its  patronage  so  cut  down,  as  to  be  no 
longer  objects  of  apprehension.  This  was 
the  result  of  various  economical  reforms,  of 
some  of  which,  when  a  Member  of  the 
other  House,  he  had  been  a  promoter. 
We  were  not  now  living  in  such  times  as 
those  in  which  Mr.  Dunning  submitted  his 
resolution,  that  the  power  of  the  Crown 
had  increased,  was  increasing,  and  ought 
to  be  diminished,  or  as  in  1822  (he  thought 
it  was,  but  at  all  events  it  was  in  the  kst 
year  of  Lord  Londonderry's  life),  when  he 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  made  the  same  Mo- 
tion. It  was  impossible  any  longer  to  ad- 
vance the  proposition  that  danger  was  to 
be  apprehended  from  the  power  of  the 
Crown.  God  forbid,  however,  that  there 
should  be  any  deficiency  of  jealousy  or 
watchfulness  on  the  part  of  the  people 
through  their  Representatives,  or  it  they 
woul£    without    their     Representatives, 

against  wj  eocsoaobmeiit  pn   their  U^ 
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i»M  ^tiffMU^^^  Uf  Mr  Ritfi^*n»  MUl  in 
{Ml  /,  tifft^  ¥*U)hit  Mftf  tUH  htt^  Mmm  iMr 

(^HfMffM  hnm  Mi#>  Iff )fM )|ftiiiff  lltiiCimirtllM* 
|MH|  »*tHf  H4Mf|*«.     If  WMI  IHIH  llml  ultllM  liri* 

|hm  HlilMM,  U(»Hi||lt  t(t  |fMHM«  iif  limit  limy 

HulHWHIMHfH  ^il*  ftMllllH  IHMMi  wlMHtt  llt9n> 
^Vrt«  HM  («0«»>>  Mti'rtHM  of  h'H'Mltllnili  Mr. 
jlHt«W««,  MM  lHlM||lMtt  OdWiUlt  tlli  ililli  CHin* 
J^^MiIhI  \Ui\k    ^\m\    NHt'll   HlUll^i  Woiti  ntMil. 

^»U\*Ax  U  w«mI»I  Ih«  i^*«i*««nr  lo  Mwivhl^ 
iUliH«   m^HH4  H'  (i»whiiUmii  liuM^  wiMi  liml 

H^vl^<M|l  l^^MIUM^Ml  fU^  Mm^  Wlut  HU||ltl  IW 


Y^\\\A 


(Wti^U .  *h^*^«  ^U»»  w^iv  \\M^\ 


mmf^mly  mif  W  Ummw  of  A* 
i/|yt«in«d  MficettM  oflkw*    Locd  >»< 
II  tfrfiinirVf  liui  Mr.  CMmmg 
Mr  Flit  bid  Um  wtrdenditp  of  tWr 
Pi;rtN|  Afid  lif  WM  ftlmoft  too  only 
MItiUUrr  who  oUttlnad  «  rfneeore* 
(lior^foiTi  did  not  aiUeb  nueh  wesf|rbe  Co 
ilia  nrgiimimti  that  the  wichlioldtDgor  pen'« 
frlmiN  nnd  itnccures  uroiild  prevent  men  <xF 
miimII  furtiinet*  or  none  st  all,  ftom entering 
Ilia  |Mibll(;  Mrvicc.    If,  oi  was   alle^ed^ 
iiarioiii  of  thU  deioription  were  enti^ad 
Into  tlte  iiorvice  of  the  State  If  the  hope  oC 
olilnlitlitff  •Ineciiro  offices,  tihey  were  vei7 
lUnlionriitly  treated,  for  they  seldom  had 
llml  liotie  rvaliaod.    He  asked  their  LordU 
»lil|Mi,  w nether  thej  ever  heard  of  a  sinecure 
iMT  i^nsicm  lielng  given  to  men  who  per* 
tnrni«Kl  their  duty  to  the  State  by  attackmg 
the  Cioveramcnt.  and  oppoeinp  the  pren^ 
gMtiv«»  of  the  Cn)wn  when  it  was  o?er- 


^t^«(^UnM\  ^siv^H^^I  hs  k\\^  i^\W\\*\\^\  \>t  the  i^nmnf    Mn  Dunning  night  have  gone 
h^vm^^^^vU^mI    (h4hv^0a   «^«mI  iI#  |»^tvHit  '  «M«  tW  ewr  moving  that  the  power  of  ikt 

is^^Ys^  \A  y<^\\%\>^s\%s    m>^\^\\\  thM  M  »^u>H  Tn^wn  had  incrcaMti^  and  ought  to  be 

^^sv^^^^4  >\v^v  ^^«^l  |Mv\(iM«  M^MW' ^il  Hwt\«4'  diniiuUhc^i*   without  getting  «   sincoirew 

t^^^H^M^  >\\MiM  ^W\>^tv  tU«Hu«^i>^^  t^  the  K  \  )\vr  rHiuiH)««i  the  noble  and  loomed 

«>^s\s>v  ssl  ^^^  ^tt^hv  M^^v^  IM   lh^>i  the  l^vf^thal  Mr.  hnnwng,  when  Lord  AsIh 

Vn^m>s>^-^^\    \\>s^^M  >^mm^  1^  m^^^^^It  ^'  ^itt\^.  he)\\  tW<«lllc«eif  ClsncvllQrof  iIm 

^^Kv*  UVNn^msn^o^v     Nx\x\\  Ht  >^i(^^  ^>Nt  ^NNW*  IVk^v  <M  |jMMWrt«r>]    Venr  well;  Wtke 

•\Mi^^  >\M^i^v^^ivivv4  ^^^H  ^\*>M«^M1M^^M  lii^l  ^^4  tlU«ii  that  oOce 

^^«   ^^>^v  ik^x^s^M   W  AA>r   ^^v^^^'M'^fi  i^«  M^  ^  ii«»  ^ty<«i  ^  Mr.  I^auuac  a 

4^K^ -vV^-rt  v;-,>n-yiv  >n-^Ks-^    wv*^•N:,^  41  V^  )wvw,ini;^  n  VrmftuB  ic  Tj 

I 

^irfUv    V^N**^  >^w  ♦W  ''-^  <  V***  >^»»Wfc«n 

^  Sv^W^  .  K  %^>»«^«    •^^    ♦Km*  *|v  ^mv  A«»h  ^ 


>  wKiiv**      VmIv  «  *  tbutnicM  nir* 


«»1  tW  Ai   ir  )tt^  «i«iQiw  cat 

Kri'V  «."  e*  V  ^ 

n«^Mtfm'  <9<NR4«r  "^ioviu-  ^  nr  Sim-. 

n7*t  »^    -t    o  -r*     ttilTEJt      ttr    i' 
fv-.-,    h-rs    ^ :♦»■■■  <'^*   ^«am    1" 

riH<f^    ^.«     1b  II WW  >  1  ^a^Blte  ^  <•• 
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The  Bill  passed  through  a  Commiitee. 
Their  Lordships  afterwards  heard  further 
eivideiice  in  the   case   of  the   Warwick 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  June  24,  1834. 

Mmonii]  PttftiodB  pnttDtcd.  By  Mr.  Lloto,  Aori 
several  Places*  in  fiivour  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act  Amend- 
ment BlU;  ftom  lome  Plaoes,  against  tht  University  Ad- 
nilmm  BUlt  ftooi  oiw  Ftaoe,  agaiast  tlw  Saptiatloii  of 
CbivdiaodStatai  and  flpom  Wingmva^  against  tha  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Bill. — ^By  Sir  Edward  Knatohbull« 
ftom  sevexal  Plaoes.  for  Protection  to  the  Established 
ChuRhk 

CouKBBL  FOB  Pribonhsb.]  Mr.  Efvart 
nored^  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee  on  the  Prisoners'  Counsel  Bill. 
On  the  first  olauieof  the  Bill  beinff  proposed^ 

Mr.  PoiUier  was  extremely  desirous  to 
remove  all  inequality  by  which  prisoners 
were  affiected^  under  any  circumstances.  If 
the  hon*  member  for  Liverpool  would  con- 
sent to  strike  out  the  last  proviso  in  the 
clause»  every  inequality  would  be  removed. 
The  prisoner  would  be  put  upoa  the  same 
footing  with  the  prosecutor^  by  being  leJPt  to 
the  exendse  of  the  same  privileoe  the  prose- 
cutor possessed  of  addressing  the  Court  by 
his  Counsel,  and  thus  many  of  the  errone^ 
ous  verdicts  which  were  frequently  returned 
would  be  avoided,  and  the  time  of  the  Court 
of  King's  Bench  not  occupied  with  applica- 
tions to  set  them  aside.  Unless  the  hon. 
Member  would  consent  to  withdraw  the 
proviso,  he  (Mr.  Poulter)  should  feel  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  it.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving,  that  all  the  words  after  *^  notwith- 
standing" to  the  end  of  the  clause,  be 
expunged. 

Mr.  Wifnn  said,  the  clause  was  objection- 
able on  several  grounds.  Its  effect  would 
be^  to  prohibit  ue  Counsel  for  the  prosecu- 
tion addresstuff  the  Jury,  until  aher  the 
depositions  of  Uie  witnesses  had  been  taken. 
But  it  must  occur  to  every  one  at  all  con. 
veisant  with  the  practice  of  criminal 
Courts^  that  in  many  cases  of  drcumstantial 
evidence^  there  would  be  no  possibility  of 
obtaining  a  conviction,  unless  the  Jury  had 
pointed  out  to  them  previously  by  the 
Counsel,  those  strong  pmnts  in  the  evidence 
of  the  witnesses  whidi  bore  directly  upon 
the  charge  in  the  indictment.  He  could 
mention  a  case  where  there  could  be  no 
doubt  ^tertained  of  the  moral  guilt  of 
certain  murderers,  and  yet  it  was  impossible 
any  oooviction  oould.have  taken  plaoe>  if 
the  clause  now  under  consideration  bad^ 


been  ttie  law  of  the  land.  On  these  ffrounds 
he  was  very  much  opposed  to  the  cwuse  as 
it  stood  at  present. 

Sir  fVUUam  Roe  said,  the  English  law 
contained  a  ^eat  many  imperfiections  when 
oontiasted  with  the  criminal  law  cf  Soot- 
land.  He  could  not  understand  the  prau 
dple  on  which  the  English  form  of  indict- 
ment was  maintained.  It  gave  no  inform- 
ation to  the  prisoner  of  the  nature  of  the 
ofibnoe  for  which  he  was  to  be  tried,  or 
stated  directly  what  the  charge  was,  for 
which  he  was  to  be  arraigned  at  the  B«r. 
The  form  of  indictment  in  Scotland^  how- 
ever, contained  a  most  accurate  and  minute 
statement  of  the  crime  of  which  the  pri- 
soner stood  charged;  and  the  time  and 
place  of  its  committal,  together  with  all  the 
circumstances  attending  it,  were  aet  forth 
in  such  simple  and  dear  tenns  as  to  be 
intelligible  to  every  person  who  read  it 
All  these  circumstances  were  so  necessary 
to  be  ooirectly  stated  in  the  indictment, 
that  if  the  evidence  adduced  in  support  of 
it  at  the  trial  turned  out  to  be  different  to 
the  circumstances  contained  in  the  indict- 
ment, that  fact  alone  would  be  a  sufficient 
defence  on  the  part  of  the  prisoner  to  secure 
his  acquittal.  The  indictment  rendered 
the  case  as  plain  as  any  statement  by 
Counsel  could  possibly  be,  and  in  some 
cases  a  great  deal  plainer.  In  another  part 
of  the  criminal  law  of  England^  a  mat 
anomaly  existed,  and  it  appeared  very  diffi^ 
cult  for  him  to  understand  why,  in  a 
charge  for  a  misdemeanour  only,  the  pri- 
soner should  be  permitted  to  address  the 
Court  by  his  Counsel,  but  that  in  a  case 
where  the  life  of  a  prisoner  was  concerned, 
such  a  permission  was  granted  to  the  pruseu 
cutor,  and  not  to  the  prisoner.  Was  it 
right  that  Counsel  should  be  allowed 
against  a  prisoner,  and  that  none  should  be 
permitted  to  address  the  Court  in  his 
defence? 

Viscount  Howiek  said,  it  had  been  stated 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Liverpool,  that  it 
would  be  most  desirable^  in  efiecting  any 
alterations  in  the  present  lawi  to  introduce 
no  new  or  untriea  practice,  but  to  let  the 
new  form  of  the  proceedings  in  the  trial 
of  criminals  be  governed  by  some  welL 
known  fbrms  that  had  undergone  fair  trial, 
and  were  found  on  experience  to  operate 
well.  He  thought  after  the  statement 
which  the  House  had  just  heard  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  the  object  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Liverpool  would  not  be 
accomplished  by  the  clause  now  under  con*. 
siderationi  there  would  still  be  a  gveift 
discrepancy  between  the  criminal  law  m 
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Scotland  and  England.  He  was  of  opinion 
the  form  of  practice  wbich  was  introduced 
by  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  member  for  Liver- 
pool, would  lead  to  very  great  confusion  and 
inconvenience.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  member  for  Montgomery,  that  a  Jury 
having  nothing  to  guide  them  in  a  long  and 
compbcated  case,  but  being  called  on  to 
listen  to  the  lengthened  depositions  of  a 
great  number  of  witnesses,  would  not  be 
able  to  come  to  such  a  sound  and  accurate 
conclusion,  as  they  would  if  a  concise  and 
consecutive  statement  of  the  chief  points  of 
the  evidence  were  made  by  the  Counsel  for 
the  prosecution  in  the  first  instance*  The 
hon.  member  for  Liverpool  had  introduced 
this  Bill  with  a  view  of  setting  rid  of  a 
great  anomaly  that  existed  m  the  process  of 
criminal  proceedings.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  this  clause,  instead  of  destroying  an 
anomaly,  would  create  one.  By  far  the 
simplest  course  would  be,  to  omit  the 
clause  altogether,  and  to  substitute  a  short 
clause,  deouiring  that  the  form  of  proceed- 
ing in  cases  of  felony  should  be  the  same 
as  in  cases  of  misdemeanour.  This  he 
thought  would  be  much  better  than  to 
meddle  with  the  Law  of  Evidence.     Subse- 

S[uent  improvements  might  easily  be  made, 
bunded  on  experience,  without  encumber- 
ing the  present  Bill,  if  the  mode  of  cross- 
examination  now  practised,  should  be  found 
not  to  be  the  best  mode  of  eliciting  the 
truth. 

Mr.  fVynn  was  of  opinion  it  would  be 
a  much  more  judicious  course  to  leave  it  to 
the  discretion  of  the  judges  to  decide  in 
what  cases  counsel  should  be  heard  on  the 
part  of  the  prosecutor,  and  also  on  the 
part  of  the  prisoner. 

Mr.  EarcUey  Wilmot  had  supported  this 
Bill  from  feelings  of  humanity  to  the 
prisoner  and  justice  to  the  public,  and  he 
could  not  help  saying,  that  he  considered 
tliis  clause  injurious  to  both^  and  on  that 
ground  he  should  oppose  it.  .  He  had  seen 
some  thousand  prisoners  convicted  in  the 
course  of  twenty^ght  years'  experience, 
and  he  had  never  witnessed  any  conviction 
in  which  he  believed  the  prisoner  to  be 
innocent.  If  this  clause  were  permitted  to 
pass,  the  time  of  the  Court  would  be  taken 
up  with  long  speeches  upon  the  indictment 
of  every  pickpocket  who  was  brought 
before  the  Court ;  the  feelings  and  passions 
of  the  jury  would  be  appealed  to,  and  a 
decision  given  that  was  not  founded 
upon  justice.  He  believed  if  the  Bill 
passed  in  its  present  shape  many  innocent 
prifoners  would  be  found  ^ilty  by  the 


Jury,  and  many  guilty  persons  would 
escape. 

Mr.  PoUock  stated,  that  Mr.  Wilde  ia- 
formed  him  that  during  seven  months  of 
his  shrievalty  he  had  saved  seven  convicts 
from  an  ignominious  death  on  the  ground 
of  their  innocence  alone.  If  this  had  been 
the  case  in  seven  months,  it  was  alarming 
to  consider  what  a  number  of  innocent 
persons  must  have  suffered  in  the  course  of 
years.  The  fact  was,  the  prosecutor  and 
the  prisoner  were  not  on  a  par.  He 
thought  if  the  Amendment  of  the  noUe 
Lord  were  adopted,  without  some  check  upon 
the  counsel,  the  prisoner,  instead  of  beine 
benefitted,  would  be  injured.  Counsel  had 
the  power  of  placing  a  case  much  more 
stronffly  before  a  jury  by  means  of  an 
artful  cross^xamination  in  some  cases, 
than  by  a  regular  address  to  the  jury.  He 
believed  that  justice  would  not  be  done  to 
the  prisoner  unless  he  were  allowed  a  reply 
upon  the  whole  case,  afler  the  counsel  for 
the  prosecution  should  have  observed  upon 
the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  prisoner  j 
and  this  was  the  opinion  of  a  hish  legal  au- 
thority. He  did  not  think,  u  this  was 
permitted,  so  much  time  would  be  oocu. 
pied  in  making  the  speeches  as  was  already 
consumed  in  the  cross-examination  of  wit- 
nesses* 

Mr.  Ewarl  said,  that  one  ^reat  object  of 
the  Bill  was,  to  givQ  the  prisoner  a  reply 
on  the  prosecutor;  let  there  be  speech  for 
speech,  but  not  two  speeches  for  one,  and 
let  the  judge  be  merely  an  arbiter  between 
the  parties.  He  would  propose  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  have  this  effect,  allow« 
ing  the  statement  of  counsel  to  take  pre- 
cedence of  the  evidence,  and  this  he 
thought  would  meet  all  the  wishes  that 
had  been  expressed. 

Sir  Oeorge  Graf  expressed  his  full  con- 
currence in  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
was  of  opinion,  after  giving  the  subject 
his  best  consideration,  that  the  most 
efficient  way  of  carrying  that  principle 
into  effect  would  be  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ho  wick).  He  con- 
sidered the  Amendment  just  proposed  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Liverpool  quite  use- 
less, as  it  must  be  evident  to  every  one 
acquainted  with  the  proceedings  in  criminal 
cases,  that  there  was  a  very  wide  difference 
between  the  opening  speech  for  the  pro. 
secution,  and  the  speech  which  a  counsel 
would  make  on  the  behalf  of  a  prisoner. 

Mr.  Hill  concurred  in  the  general  prin« 
ciple  of  the  Bill,  but  thought  justice  would 
not  be  done  to  the  prisoner  in  a  criminal 
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ttsd'  tinlefls  he  had  ft  rieht  of  reply  upon 
the  speech  of  the  counsd  for  the  prosecu- 
tion* 

Sir  George  Strickland  thought,  that  it 
was  most  desirable  that  as  little  change 
should  take  place  in  the  existing  forms  as 
possible  in  carrying  the  Amendment  into 
effect.  If  an  openmg  speech  was  allowed 
to  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution^  he 
agreed  with^thehon.  member  for  Liverpool, 
the  prisoner  should  enjoy  the  privilege  of 
answering  that  speech  by  means  of  counsel. 
Great  injury  would  be  done  to  the  prisoner 
by  allowing  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution 
a  right  of  reply.  Why,  he  asked,  was  the 
House  so  niggard  of  this  trifle  of  mercy  to 
the  prisoner?  For  many  years  past,  in. 
stances  had  continually  occurred  of  the 
execution  of  innocent  men.  Would  the 
House  consent  to  the  continuance  of  such 
lamentable  occurrences  ?  He  attended  a 
trial  himself,  and  left  it  with  a  full  con- 
viction of  the  man's  innocence.  '  Had  a 
counsel  addressed  the  jury  in  his  behalf,  he 
must  have  been  acquitted,  but  he  had  been 
a  witness  of  that  man's  execution.  Such 
dreadful  consequences  he  wished  to  arrest, 
and  therefore  he  should  vote  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Liverpool. 

Mr.  Bemal  apprehended  it  was  impos- 
sible to  make  a  mathematical  equalization 
of  the  right  of  addressing  the  Court  by 
Counsel  in  every  case.  The  case  was  sur. 
xounded  with  difficulties ;  but  if  an  equal 
advantage  could  not  be  given  to  both 
parties,  it  became  the  duty  of  the  House, 
if  a  preponderance  must  exist,  to  let  it 
fall  on  the  side  of  the  accused.  Theji 
ought  not  to  lose  sight  of  the  old  maxim, 
that  it  was  better  to  let  ten  guilty  men 
Escape  than  to  make  one  innocent  man 
suffer. 

Mr.  Charles  BuUer  was  of  opinion  that 
the  effect  of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Huntingdon,  that 
counsel  should  make  two  speeches,  would 
render  them  very  desirous  to  avoid  making 
any. 

An  Amendment  was  moved  by  Mr.  Pol- 
lock to  the  effect,  that  in  all  crimi- 
nal cases  the  party  accused  shall  have  the 
liberty  to  defend  himself  by  counsel,  pro- 
vided, that  if  evidence  should  be  given  on 
the  part  of  the  defence,  and  the  prosecutor's 
counsel  should  reply  upon  such  evidence, 
then  the  defendant's  counsel  should  have  a 
risht  of  addressing  the  Court  upon  the 
whole  case.  Agreed  to. 
'  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot  moved  that  a  provi- 
so be  added  to  the  clause,  that  unless  the 


counsel  against  a  prisoner  shall  hare  made 
a  speech  for  the  prosecution,  the  counsel 
for  a  prisoner  shall  not  address  the  Jury  in 
his  defence. 

The  Committee  divided— Ayes  25 ; 
Noes  32 ;  Majority  7- 

Breach  of  Privileoe.1  Colonel 
Williams  rose  to  complain  of  a  breach  of 
privilege.  *'  This  morning,"  said  the  hon. 
Member,  ^'  as  I  was  coining  hither,  I  was 
interrupted  in  my  progress  and  prevented 
from  obtaining  entrance  into  the  House  by 
troops  in  the  streets  and  by  a  party  of  police 
blocking  up  its  principal  avenue.  1  en- 
deavoured to  get  by  the  soldiers,  and  went 
down  a  little  wav  below  the  door  of  the 
House,  thinking  that  out  of  courtesy  they 
would  leave  an  opening  for  a  member  of 
Parliament.  I  was  obliged,  however,  to 
return,  and  I  returned  along  the  line  of 
soldiers  and  police,  hoping  and  expectine 
that  I  should  be  able  to  come  here.  I 
found  no  means  of  getting  here  save 
through  the  lines  of  the  police.  As  I  was 
attempting  to  pass  through,   one  of  the 

rilice  constables  stopped  ipe,  and  said,  that 
should  hot  pass.  I  told  him,  that  I  must 
pass,  as  I  was  a  member  of  Parliament. 
The  constable  replied  *  It  don't  signify, 
you  can't  pass  here.'  This  created  some 
disturbance  among  the  people  round,  and 
excited  the  attention  of  a  person  whom 
I  take  to  have  been  a  superintendent  of 
police.  I  represented  to  him  that  I  was  a 
member  of  Parliament,  on  which  he  im- 
mediately said  '  You  must  be  permitted  to 
go-— you  can  cross  here.'  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  it  is  an  obstruction  which 
ought  not  to  be  allowed — namely,  the  lining 
with  troops  the  principal  avenues  of 
entrance  to  this  House.  '  Why  are  we  to 
pass  through  a  bristle  of  bayonets,  and 
why,  in  avoiding  them,  are  we  to  be  exposed 
to  the  truncheons  of  the  constables  ?  I 
very  much  wish  to  know  whether  such 
practices  are  not  unconstitutional.  I  think 
they  are.  I  know  no  justification  for 
assembling  troops  in  this  manner  before  the 
House.  I  know  the  reason  why  they  were 
assembled  to-day ;  but  I  think  the  troops 
are  ordered  out  on  such  occasions  too  often. 
I  would  remind  those  in  high  situations 
of  the  saying  of  that  glorious  Sove- 
reign, Queen  Elizabeth,  who  declared 
that  her  subjects  were  her  best  guards. 
I  shall  end  my  complaint,  by  a  Motion  for 
an  address  to  the  Crown,  which  I  trust 
will  elicit  the  information  whether  an 
opening  was  ordered  to  be  left  this  day  for 
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have  no  apportmitf  of  lietrinft  wba^  wai 
to  be  laid  on  the  other  tide.  If  the  bon» 
Member  had  only  favoured  him  with  a* 
statement  of  hia  complaint,  he  would  have 
taken  caxe  to  leanif  for  the  infbrmaiion  dT- 
the  House,  what  could  be  laid  on  the  other 
side.  At  all  eventa,  it  would  have  saved 
the  time  of  the  Home  if  the  hon.  Membn 
had  made  his  complaint  to  the  Commis-- 
sioners  of  Polioe,  by  whom  it  would  have 
been  immediately  investigated,  and  by 
whom,  if  any  case  of  miaoonduet  had 
been  discovered,  the  individuals  guilty  of 
it  would  have  been  instantly  dismissed. 
As  to  the  inoonvenienoe  whidi  had  that 
day  been  suffered  by  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment coming  down  to  the  House,  he  had 
learned  it,  ne  must  say,  with  surprise.' 
He  had  himself  come  down  to  the  House, 
within  twenty  minutes  after  his  Majesty 
had  first  gone  by,  and  had  found  no  diffi« 
culty  whatever  in  setting  into  the  House. 
This  was  all  that  he  now  found  it  neoes* 
sary  to  state ;  but  of  course  a  proper  examin. 
ation  would  be  instantly  commenced  into 
the  subject  matter  of  this  complaint* 

Mr.  Henry  LyUon  Bulwer  hoped,  that 
he  miffht  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words 
in  explanation.  He  thought,  that  before 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  lust  sat  down  had 
made  such  a  n)eech  as  tnat  which  he  had^ 
just  delivered,  he  should  have  known  what 
nad  been  said  by  those  to  whom  he  was 
professing  to  give  an  answer.  The  oom«». 
plaint  against  the  police  had  not  been 
brought  forward  by  him,  but  by  another 
hon.  Member.  On  that  complaint  being 
brought  forward,  he  had  stood  up  to  state 
what  he  had  seen  and  experience  himself 
in  the  course  of  the  day.  He  hoped  that 
he  might  be  permitted  to  make  another 
observation,  though  it  was  not  strictly  in 
the  way  of  explanation.  He  did  not  think 
it  consbtent  either  with  the  dignity  of  that 
House,  or  with  the  dignity  of  its  Members, 
that  they  should  go  up  and  down  hunting 
out' the  noble  Lord  as  a  receptacle  for  their 
complaints,  when  the  insult  of  which  they 
complained  was  not  so  much  an  insult  to 
themselves  personally,  as  an  insult  to  Uner 
House. 

Mr.  Warhurlon  observed,  that  the  noUe 
Lord  had  told  the  House,  that  he  had  eome 
down  to  it  shortly  after  his  Majesty  had 
arrived  at  the  Abbey.  Now,  he  (Mr.  War- 
burton)  had  come  down  to  it  about  ten 
minutes  before  his  Majesty's  arrival  at  the 
Abbey,  and,  like  the  noble  Lord,  he  had  met 
with  nothing  in  the  shape  of  obstruction. 
This,  however^  after  the  positive  evidence- 


memben  of  PtoUanent  te  enter 
House.  I  should  also  like  to  know  by 
whose  orders  it  wasj  that  the  avenues  were 
obstructed." 

Mr.  Henry  L.  Bulwer,  in  rising  to 
second  the  Motion,  said,  ^at  he  did  not 
consider  it  one  of  peculiar  interest.  It  was 
not,  however,  usdess  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  conduct  of  the  police 
that  day,  which  he  must  say  had  been 
brutal  and  disgustinff.  The  hon.  member  for 
Ashton  was  stopped  by  them ;  he  had  him. 
self  been  stopped  by  them  twice,  very  inso. 
lent  and  brutal  language  had  been  employ- 
ed by  them  towards  him,  and  such  conduct 
ought  not  in  his  opinion  to  pass  without 
notice  from  the  House.  Without  entering 
further  into  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Ashton,  he  would  observe,  that 
it  was  as  neoessary  and  of  as  much  import* 
ance  that  memb^  of  the  House  of  Com. 
mens  should  come  down  without  obstruction 
to  that  place  to  do  their  duty  to  the  people, 
as  it  was  that  any  other  person,  be  his  rank 
or  dignity  what  it  might,  should  go  with, 
out  obstruction  on  a  {Nurty  of  pleasura 
He  thought  that  the  Speaker,  and  every 
eendeman  then  in  the  House,  would  see 
tne  necessity  of  preserving  the  importance 
of  the  House  m  the  importance  of  its 
humblest  members.  He  concluded  by 
seconding  the  Motion  of  Colonel  Williams. 

Lord  Mowtck  said,  that  he  had  heard 
with  great  regret,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Coventry  had  that  day  been  exposed  to 
iU-treatment  from  the  police.  Still  he 
thouffht  that  those  who  were  responsible 
for  the  management  of  the  police  had  reason 
to  complain  of  the  course  pursued  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Coventry.  If,  instead  of 
making  a  formal  complaint  to  the  House, 
the  hon.  Member  had  first  complained  to 
those  who  were  responsible  for  the  conduct 
of  the  police  ["  Oh  !ohi"y  Hon.  Gen. 
tlemen  might  exclaim  '*  Oh !  oh  I"  but  he 
thought  that  they  would  agree  with  him, 
that  It  was  almost  impossible  to  prevent  a 
case  of  individual  misconduct  from  occurring 
sometimes  amons  so  large  a  force.  He 
was  sure,  that  £e  House  at  large— 4uid 
still  more,  that  the  Members  of  tl^  Com- 
mittee now  engaged  in  examining  into  the 
constitution  of  the  polioe  of  the  metropolis 
•—would  agree  with  him,  when  he  stated, 
that  there  was  every  disposition  on  the  part 
of  the  authorities  to  check  in*  the  most  d&* 
dsive  manner  every  case  of  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  the  police.  Brought  before  the 
House  as  the  case  had  been  by  the  hon. 
niember  for  Coventry,  the  House  could 


889e        Sre^nfJPmikgH         iJvitt^i}        Srioch  nf  PrwUegi.        9Q9 


of  two  hon.  Member^  was  not  mffident  to 
prove  a  negative.  It  was  therefore  possible 
that  olwtruction  had  been  ^ven  to  two  hon. 
Membcff^y  upon  whose  evidence  he  begged 
it  to  be  understood  that  he  did  not  mean 
to  cast  the  slightest  doubt,  though  obstruc 
tion  had  not  been  ^ven  to  the  noble  Lord 
or  to  himself.  He  must  however  tell  the 
noUe  Lord>  that  the  course  pursued  on  this 
occasion  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer, 
the  member  for  Ashton,  was  by  no  means 
singular,  for  many  Members  would  recol* 
lect  that  a  noble  Lord,  not  now  a  Member 
of  this  House,  but  formerly  member  for 
Yorkshire  (Earl  Fitzwilliam)  on  meeting 
an  obstruction  from  the  Guards  of  his  late 
Majesty  in  PaU-mall,  as  he  was  coming 
down  to  the  House,  made  a  formal  com- 
plaint of  it  to  Parliament.  He  must  say, 
with  their  Standing  Order  staring  them  in 
the  face,  that  the  avenues  to  bow  Houses 
of  Parliament  should  be  kept  clear.  The 
proper  place  for  any  Member  who  had  met 
with  an  obstruction  to  make  his  complaint 
in,  was  before  the  Speaker  in  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mr.  (y  Council :  Are  we  to  appeal  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Police  when  we  meet 
with  obstructions  as  we  come  down  to  the 
House  to  perform  our  public  functions? 
and  are  not  you.  Sir,  the  fit  protector  of 
the  privileges  of  the  Commons  of  England, 
when  they  are  obstructed  in  the  discharge 
of  their  dudes?  This  music-shop  which 
is  opened  over  the  way«  is  not  to  be  an  im- 
pediment to  us  U'Ohi  okr*2  I  don't 
care  for  your  crying  "  Oh !  oh  1"  It  is  not 
a  ceremony  belonging  to  the  State — ^it  is 
not  a  prerogative  attached  to  the  Crown-— 
if  it  were,  we  should  all  be  ready  to  protect 
and  attend  it.  We  have  now  before  us  the 
unequivocal  evidence  of  two  Members  of 
Parliament>  who  were  impeded  by  the 
soldiery  and  police  in  coming  down  to  the 
House ;  and  it  is  inconsistent  with  the 
Constitution,  that  we  should  make  our 
complaints  on  that  score  to  any  noble  Lord, 
however  high  in  office,  or  to  any  Commis- 
sioners of  Police,  however  well  paid.  It  is 
your  province.  Sir,  as  I  know  it  is  your  wish,  to 
vindicate  our  privileges ;  and  we  are  not  to 
be  turned  round  to  a  Police  Commissioner, 
when  a  Breach  of  Privilege  has  undoubtedly 
been  committed. 

The  Speaker:  Having  been  so  distinctly 
appealed  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Dublin,  I  must  premise  by  stating,  that 
I  am  sure  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman did  not  wish — for  he  could  not 
expect*- that  I  should  give  an  opinion  upon 


the  merits'  of  this^  complaint  The  hon*. 
and  learned  Gentleman  states  very  dis^ 
tinctly,  that  the  privileges  of  the  Housa 
are  to  be  maintained  by  the  House.  Tho. 
Speaker  is  the  servant  of  the  House ;  and 
if  the  hon.  and  gallant  member  for  Ashtoa 
had  not  thought  proper  to  save  the  Speaker 
the  trouble  of  noticing  this  matter  to  the 
House  by  complaininff  of  it  himself,  it 
would  have  been  the  duty  of  the  Speaker 
to  have  mentioned  it  to  the  House.  But 
as  to  expressing  an  opinion  upon  the  course 
to  be  pursued  by  the  House  in  consequenca 
of  the  complaint,  that  is  a  duty  which  the 
House  has  never  yet  devolved  upon  the. 
Sj^aker,  and  I  hope  that  so  heavy  a  burthen^ 
will  never  be  devolved  upon  me  so  long  as, 
I  have  the  honour  of  filling  this  Cludr.. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member,  no  doubt,, 
adverts  to  our  Sessional  Order,  that  the 
avenues  to  this  House  are  to  be  kept  clear. 
That  Order  havins  been  made,  it  is  in. 
cumbent  upon  the  High  Constable  of  West, 
minster,  and  upon  all  his  subordinate  officers 
of  police,  to  see  that  it  be  carried  into 
execution.  As  to  any  particular  case  in 
which  that  Order  has  been  infringed, 
whether  it  be  in  the  case  of  hon.  Members 
who  have  been  obstructed  by  parties  not 
knowing  them,  or  by  accident,  that  is 
matter  of  inquiry  for  the  House.  Hon. 
Members  do  right  in  bringing  their  com* 
plaints  here ;  but,  having  said  that,  I  am 
sure  that  there  is  not  one  man  now  present 
who  would  not  object  to  the  Speaker's 
rising  to  give  his  opinion  upon  the  merits 
of  them. 

Lord  John  Russell  admitted,  that  in  any 
case  where  the  privileges  of  the  House  had 
been  infringed  in  the  person  of  an  hon. 
Member,  that  Member  had  a  full  right  to 
make  his  complaint  in  the  House.  The  only 
question  in  this  particular  instanoe  was,  as  to 
the  course  which  the  hon.  Member  might 
think  it  best  to  pursue.  His  own  opinion 
was,  and  he  knew  nothinff  more  of  the 
case  Xhan  what  he  had  heard  from  the  hon. 
Member,  that  time  should  be  allowed  for 
inquiry,  whether  the  interruption  had  been 
caused  through  ignorance,  by  some  police, 
man  totally  unacquainted  with  his  outies, 
or  whether  it  took  the  appearance  of  an  in« 
tentional,  and  therefore  a  grave  infraction 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House.  He  thought 
it  right  that  inquiry  should  be  made  into- 
the  subject,  but  he  also  thought  it  right 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  member  for  Ashton- 
should  refrain  from  making  any  Motion 
upon  it,  or  should  adjourn  the  Motion 
which  he  had  already  made,  until  a  state« 
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stances  under  which  the  interruption  had 
been  given  by  the  police*  If  it  should  turn 
out  that  there  were  one  or  two  individuals 
who  from  ignorance  hod  offended^  the  hon. 
Member  would  take  the  course  which  he 
might  think  proper;  but  if  it  should  turn 
out  that  there  had  been  an  intentional 
infringement  of  the  privileges  of  Parliament, 
it  woiBd  be  the  duty  of  the  House  to  take 
it  up. 

Mr.  Robinson  stated  his  belief,  that  the 
obstruction  which  arose  this  morning,  and 
which  might  occur  again  on  the  three  sub- 
sequent &ys  if  steps  were  not  taken  to 
prevent  it,  had  been  occasioned  by  a  file  of 
soldiers  stationed  on  each  side  of  the  street 
opposite  to  the  House.  There  was  no  occa- 
sion ibr  having  soldiers  stationed  nearer  the 
Abbey  than  Bridge-street,  and  he  thought 
that  if  the  duty  of  preserving  order  was 
left  to  ihe  police  there  would  hs  no  ground 
of  complaint. 

Mr.  Henry  LytUm  Bukver  expressed  his 
belief  that  thjere  had  been  no  intentional 
obstruction  or  infringement  of  the  privi- 
leges of  Members,  and  recommended  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Colonel  WilUams  informed  the  noble 
Lord,  who  appeared  to  mistake  the  hon. 
member  for  Coventry's  share  in  the  ques- 
tion for  his,  that  he  was  the  Mover  of  the 
Resolution.  Although  the  noble  Lord 
miffht  be  known  and  allowed  to  pass,  he 
had  been  impeded.  He  repeated  that  he 
had  experienced  obstruction ;  he  had  stated 
the  facts  roundly,  and  explained  to  the 
House  his  whole  progress,  downwards  and 
upwards.  He  did  not  attempt  to  break 
through  the  ranks  of  the  soldiers ;  on  the 
oontraiy,  he  very  submissively  walked  in 
their  rear,  till  he  came  near  the  House, 
and  then  the  outrage  took  place.  The 
obstruction  was  unjustifiable.  There  was 
no  occasion  for  having  any  street,  particu- 
larly that  leading  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, lined  with  bayonets.  He  was  will- 
ing to  accede  to  his  hon.  friend's  suggestion 
and  withdraw  the  Motion.  He  noped, 
however,  that  the  matter  would  be  taken 
into  consideration.  His  object  was,  to  get 
at  the  parties  who  had  given  the  improper 
orders. 

Viscount  Homck  certainly  did  pay  rather 
more  attention  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Coventry  than  to  the  gallant  Mover,  be- 
cause it  appeared  that  the  statement  of  the 
former  Gentleman  was  more  serious,  as 
involving  the  use  of  brutal  language  to 
Members  of  the  House.    It  seemed  that  as 


was  made  for  the  hon., Member.  If  any 
policeman  had  mistaken  his  orders,  or  mis- 
conducted  himself,  no  doubt  he  would  bo 
reprimanded.  He  promised  that  inquiij 
should  be  made  into  the  subject. 
Motion  withdrawn. 

East-India  Froducb.1  Mr.  Ewart 
rose  to  bring  forward  his  Motion,  relative 
to  the  duties  on  East-India  produce.  This 
was  the  second  time  he  presented  himself 
to  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  pressing 
on  them  the  justice  and  the  necessity  S 
removing  that  inequality  of  duties  which 
now  affected  their  fellow-subjects  in  the 
East  Indies.  If  the  Motion  should  not  be 
assented  to  now,  he  would  bring  it  forward 
Session  after  Session,  until  justice  should 
be  done  to  the  natives  of  Inaia,  and  to  the 
manufacturers  and  consumers  of  Great 
Britain..  Several  inhabitants  of  Calcutta 
presented  a  Petition  to  that  House,  prayinff 
that  the  duties  on  sugar  and  rum  should 
be  equalized ;  and  this  petition  was  sup- 

g>rted  subsequently  by  a  petition  from  the 
ast-India  Company  itself,  and  ipoom* 
mended  by  the  Committee  of  their  own 
House  which  sat  two  years  back  on  trade 
and  commerce.  The  Report  of  that  Com- 
mittee recommended  five  things ;  first,  the 
opening  of  the  China  trade ;  secondly,  that 
the  East-India  Company  should  cease  to 
act  as  a  trading  Company ;  thirdly,  that 
the  transit  duties  should  be  repealed  i  but 
their  principal  recommendation  was,  that 
the  duties  on  sugar,  rum,  tobacco,  and 
coffee,  the  produce  of  the  East  Indies, 
should  be  equalized.  The  first  duty,  thftt 
on  sugar,  was,  however,  by  far  the  most 
important.  It  amounted  to  32^.  a^-hundred, 
while  the  duty  on  West-India  sugar  was 
only  24«.  This  article  might  be  success- 
fully cultivated  throughout  the  immense 
territory  of  Hindostan,  but  was  compara- 
tively neglected  in  consequence  of  so  on- 
erous a  duty.  The  capacity  of  the  country 
to  produce  this  article  had  been  abundantly 
proved  before  Committees  of  that  House, 
and  the  inhabitants  only  wanted  encourage^ 
ment  and  civilization  to  produce  it  to  any 
extent.  Their  machinery  for  pressing  the 
cane  was  at  present,  from  want  of  encou- 
ragement, of  the  worst  description.  This 
boon  could  not  be  much  longer  refused, 
now  that  Englishmen  were  at  liberty  to 
settle  in  India.  The  cultivation  of  sugar 
there  was  stationary  since  1810 ;  while  in 
the  Mauritius,  in  consequence  of  the  equal- 
ization of  the  duties  with  those  on  West- 
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India  produce,  it  had  increased  flve-ibld 
within  the  same  period.  The  amount  of 
sugar  now  produced  all  over  the  East-India 
possessions  was  not  more  than  four  times 
the  quantity  of  heet-root  sugar  produced  in 
France  alone.  The  West-India  sugar  was 
decreasing  in  quantity.  They  could  not 
send  sufficient  to  this  country.  These 
duties  operated  most  mischievously  on  the 
sugar-refining  business.  The  sufferings  of 
the  sugar  manufacturers  were  great,  and 
the  sugar-refining  trade  was  migrating  to 
other  countries,  where  it  met  with  no 
restrictions,  but,  on  the  contrary,  received 
protection.  Many  suear  manufacturers 
had  stopped  their  work  during  the  last 
year,  and  the  number  of  pans  employed  in 
sugar-refinine  had  considerably  diminished 
even  since  Christmas  last.  Our  machines 
were  going  to  the  United  States  of  Ame- 
rica, where  they  would  be  employed  for 
the  benefit  of  that  country,  and  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  this  country.  He  really  did 
not  know  how  long  the  Government  meant 
to  refuse  to  intercede  in  favour  of  the 
sugar-refiners.  The  next  article  on  which 
th^e  was  a  restrictive  duty  was  the  im- 
portant article  of  coffee.  The  duty  on 
East-India  coffee  was  fifty  per  cent  higher 
than  that  produced  in  the  West-Indla  colo- 
nies. The  duty  on  West-India  coffee  was 
only  6d,  per  pound,  while  a  duty  of  Qd* 
per  pound  was  levied  on  coffee  the  product 
of  the  East-Indies.  In  fact,  for  fifty  years 
East- India  coffee  had  to  pay  a  duty  of  2s, 
He  trusted,  that  the  time  was  fast  approach- 
ing when  such  a  system  of  injustice  would 
be  done  away  with.  Coffee  the  produce 
of  Jamaica,  which  was  consumed  by  the 
rich  only,  paid  a  duty  of  seventy  per  cent, 
whUe  on  Ceylon  coffee,  which  would  be 
consumed  by  the  poor,  a  duty  of  no  less 
than  260  per  cent  was  levied.  Was  that 
right  or  just  ?  What  was  worse,  the  West- 
India  colonies  did  not  produce  sufficient 
cofiee  for  the  consumption  of  this  country, 
as  was  admitted  last  year  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  When  such  was  the  fact,  why 
diould  those  restrictive  duties  be  continued 
so  long?  In  the  countries  where  such 
duties  did  not  exist,  the  consumption  of 
coffee  had  materially  increased.  In  the 
United  States  it  had  doubled  within  the 
last  five  years,  and  it  m^ht  be  said,  that 
an  inhabitant  of  America  curank  four  times 
as  much  coffee  as  an  inhabitant  of  Great 
Britain.  This  was  to  be  attributed  to  the 
different  scale  of  duties.  East-Indian  coffee 
was  of  inferior  quality  to  West-Indian,  and 
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yet  it  was  loaded  with  a  heavier  duty ;   so 
that  the  tax  was  greatly  prejudicial  to  the 
poor,  who,  but  for  it,  mieht  be  able  to 
purchase  the  cheaper  article.     He  would 
su^iest,  that  the  duty  on  the  low-priced 
East-India  cofiee  should  not  be  hi£;her  than 
that  placed  on  the  superior  cofi^  of  the 
West-India  colonies.     It  was  difficult  to 
discriminate  the  different  kinds  of  tea,  yet 
he  saw  with  surprise  that  an  attempt  was 
made  in  the  late  Act  to  discriminate  them, 
in  order  to  apply  a  graduated  ad  valorem 
duty  to  each  different  kind.    It  would  be 
mudi  easier  to  discriminate  the  different 
sorts  of  sugar  and  coffee,  and  common  just- 
ice called  tor  such  a  distinction  being  made. 
The  next  article  on  which  there  was  a  dis- 
criminating duty  was  tobacco.    On  East- 
India  tobsicco  there  was  a  duty  of  3s.  per 
nound,  whilst  on  that  imported  from  the 
North   American   colonies  the  duty  was 
only  2s,  9d.  a  pound.    He  could  not  see 
the  necessity  of  this  difference  in  duty, 
since  tobacco   came  exclusively  from  the 
United  States,  so  that  there  were  no  colo- 
nies to  protect  by  this  duty.     The  same 
might  be  nearly  said  of  East-India  cigars, 
since  the  duty  they  paid  was  the  same  as 
that  imposed  on  Havannah  cigars,  and  this 
when  cheroots  were  of  an  inferior  quality 
to  Cubas.     He  would  now  come  to  the 
articles  of -pepper  and  pimento.    The  latter 
was  a  West.India  production,  the  former 
came  from  the  East  Indies.     The  same 
duty  ought  to  be  placed  upon  both  articles, 
yet  the  duty  on  pepper  was  1^.,  while  that 
on    pimento    was  5d,    A  reduction  had 
taken  place  lately  in  the  duties  on  both 
articles,  the  consequence  of  which  was,  that 
the  consumption  of  them  had   increased. 
The  same  thing  had  taken  place  with  re- 
spect to  rice  since  the  duty  on  it  had  been 
reduced.     If  the  duty  on  coffee  were  re- 
duced, the  consumption  of  it  would  likewise 
increase.     The  next  article  on  which  there 
was  a  discriminating  duty  was  rum.     The 
duty  on  West.India  rum   was    9^.    per 
gallon,  whilst  East-India  rum  was  subject 
to  a  duty  of  15s,  per  gallon.     That  was 
one  of  the  articles  referred  to  in  the  pcti. 
tion  from.  Calcutta  to  which  he  had  alluded 
in  the  beanning  of  his  speech.     If  the 
people  of  u  ose  countries  were  encouraged 
to  produce  such  commodities,  why  in  the 
name  of  justice  was  not  a  market  afforded 
to  them?     He  diought  that  the  WesU 
Indians  would  have  been  a    little  more 
grateful  for  the  generosity  of  this  coijntry 
in  granting  them  20,000,000/.,  and  that 
they  would  have  ceased  their  complaints, 
2E 
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and  been  willing  to  abandon  tbeir  mono, 
poly.  He  boped  tbat  tbis  would  be  tbe 
last  time  be  would  bave  to  appeal  on  tbis 
subject,  to  the  House ;  tbat  Government 
between  tbe  present  and  next  Session 
would  take  tbe  subject  into  tbeir  oonsidera. 
tion,  and  sweep  away  all  those  discriminat- 
ing duties.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving — "  That  tbe  rates  of  duty  im- 
posed on  articles  the  produce  of  our  Eastern 
])08ses8ions  ought,  with  the  least  possible 
delay ^  to  be  reduced  to  an  equality  with 
the  rates  levied  on  articles  the  produce  of 
the  other  possessions  of  Great  Britain." 

Mr.  O'Connell  moved,  tbat  tbe  House 
be  counted,  and  the  Hotise  was  counted  out. 

HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Wednesday,  June  25,  1834. 

MiifCTB&]  PetiUons  iwaKBtod.  By  Loid  ELPumsTOirB, 
ftom  Uie  Handloom  Weaven  of  Ciunbenuiuld,  for  Rdicf, 
aiMl  a  Board  of  TTade.->By  Viaoount  Tsmpurmokb, 
from  Monaghan,  for  Uie  Repetl  of  the  Union  t  and  ftom 
three  Places,  against  Tilha.— By  Lord  LiLVonn.  ftom 
one  Place,  against  the  Claims  of  the  Disscnten.— By  the 
Dulw  of  BBAuronr,  and  Earls  Brownlovt  and  Abino- 
Doif,  Arom  several  Plaocs,— against  the  Univcnity  Admia- 
skm  BilL—By  the  Earl  of  Robbbbbt,  from  Greenodc,  in 
ftvour  of  the  two  Bills  oonoeming  Sootdi  Entails  i  ttaai 
Linlitl^ow,  for  Protection  to  the  Church  of  Scotland.— 
By  the  Dukes  of  NBnincAarLS  and  Wblungtow,  and 
the  ArehUshop  of  Cantbbbobt,  ham  a  Number  of 
Places,— fbr  Protection  to  the  Established  Churdu— By 
Lord  KouuB,  Ikom  serenl  Places,  ^{aiast  tbe  Sepaiation 
of  Church  and  State. 

Criminal  Law.]  Tbe  Lord  Chancel' 
lor  moved  for  a  Copy  of  tbe  first  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  Criminal  Law  of  this  country 
with  a  view  to  form  a  digest  of  the  same. 
He  observed  tbat  tbe  importance  of  this 
subject  was  very  considerable,  and  when 
the  Report  was  laid  before  their  Lordships 
be  was  sure  tbat  they  would  agree  with 
him  that  it  had  been  most  carefully  treated 
by  the  Commissioners  whose  sound  views 
upon  the  subject  of  framing  a  digest  of  the 
Criminal  Law  would,  he  was  convinced, 
be  felt  by  their  Lordships  to  be  above  all 
price.  The  object  of  the  Commission  had 
been  to  inquire  into  the  pmcticability  of 
forming  a  code  or  digest  of  the  Criminal 
Law,  which  should  teach  all  men,  lawyers 
and  those  who  were  not  lawyers,  what 
the  Criminal  Law  of  the  country  really 
was.  The  Report  would  be  found  to  con- 
tain not  only  the  discussions  upon  this  sub- 
ject conducted  by  men  of  the  highest  prac- 
tical knowledge,  but  also  that  without 
whirji  these  discussions  would  be  of  no 
avail,  namely  a  specimen  of  a  digest ;  aiid 
it  would  be  found  tbat  the  Commissioners 


had  given  a  most  elaborate  aiid  masterly 
specimen  of  a  disest  of  that  extensive  part 
of  the  Criminal-laws  of  the  country,  both 
written  and  unwritten,  which  related  to 
the  offence  of  theft.  He  should  take  tbe 
earliest  opportunity  of  forwarding  a  Copy 
of  the  Report,  even  before  it  could  be 
printed,  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  near 
him,  in  order  to  give  his  noble  and  learned 
friend  the  fullest  time  for  the  consideration 
of  it.  Tbe  digest  had  cost  tbe  Commis- 
Bioners  seven  months  in  preparation  al. 
though  it  was  very  small,  for  it  only  occu«i 
pied  foiir  pages,  but  then,  as  tbeir  Lord* 
ships  must  be  aware,  the  Comnussionen 
had  felt  tbe  most  anxious  care  tbat  nothing 
should  be  omitted  or  ill-arranged ;  and  he 
thought  be  might  fairly  say,  that  it  was 
the  most  masterly  digest  that  ever  tbe 
labour  of  lawyers  had  produced.  It  would 
be  decinve  of  the  question  of  a  code  one 
way  or  the  other.  If  it  should  prove 
successful  it  would  be  unanswerably  in 
favour  of  the  experiment ;  if  unsucce^ul, 
it  would,  of  course,  be  against  making  the 
experiment ;  and  if  its  success  was  doubtful, 
it  would  also  be  rather  against  than  for  tbe 
experiment,  since  such  an  experiment  ought 
not  to  be  made  without  some  probability  of 
success. 

Lord  Wynford  was  one  of  those  whb 
thought  that  the  preparation  of  a  digest  of 
the  Criminal-laws  of  this  country  would  be 
attended  with  considerable  difficulty.  He 
could,  however,  promise  his  noble  and 
learned  fnend  that  when  he  received  a 
copy  of  the  report  and  digest,  he  should 
employ  the  interval  of  labour  afforded  by 
the  recess,  thoroughly  to  examine  the  Re- 
port, and  see  whether  the  experiment  of  a 
code  could  be  made  with  safety.  If  it 
could,  he  should  be  glad  to  see  it  made, 
although  he  must  confess,  that  he  was  not 
much  in  favour  of  reducing  the  law  to  the 
state  in  which  it  was  in  France,  where  the 
shortness  of  it  almost  put  absolute  power 
into  the  hands  of  the  Judges. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PLURAlilTlBS    AND    NoN-ReSIDENCB.] 

The  Duke  of  Cumberland  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  ah  the  Wool- 
sack, whether  he  intended  to  press  this 
Session,  his  two  Bills  of  Pluralities  and 
Non-Reridence.  He  particularly  asked  the 
question,  as  he  thought  it  proper  that  the 
Bills  should  be  discussed  before  the  Bishops 
went  out  of  town,  as  they  must  do  shortly. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  stated, 
on  a  former  occasion,  that  he  would  intro- 
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dt|ce  a  clause  into  thp  Npa-Residence  Iflll ; 
and  he  wished  to  ask^  wben  it  would  oe 
ready  to  be  laid  beibre  tbe  Holiie. 

The   Lord  Chancellor  sscid,  that  it  was 
quite  fcruis  he  bad  alluded  to  the  dau^ 
mentioned  by  the  illustzious  Duke;  and 
with  respect  to  the  question  when  it  would 
be  ready  to  be  laid  before  the  House,  he 
begged  to  observe^  that  it  was  a  clause  of 
considerable    importance^  and^    therefore^ 
required  to  be  drawn  with  the  greatest 
care;    and  the  learned  persons  who  had 
employed  themselves  upon  it  had  found 
some  difficulty  in  framing  the  clause  to 
meet  all  circumstances.    That  difficulty, 
he  believed,  was  now  overcome,  and  on 
Monday  next  he  should  be  able  to  lay  the 
clause  before  the  House.     There    was  a 
question  connected  with  the  clause  relating 
to  non-residence  which  he  considered  of 
importance,  and  it  was  as  to  the  way  in 
which  days  of   non-residence  should  be 
counted.    By  the  present  law,  a  clergyman 
was  permitted  to  have  ninety  days  of  non- 
residence  ;  and  the  practice  now  was,  to 
put  any  days  of  non-residence>  in  any  one 
week  or  month,  to  any  other  of  such  days 
in  another  week  or  month,  and  to  count 
them  all  together,  as  if  they  were  continu- 
ous days  of  non -residence.     He  had  always 
thought  this  a  hardship  on  the  clergyman, 
strongly  as  he  was  in  favour  of  a  non- 
residence  law.     He  knew  the  consequence 
of  this  to  be,  in  one  parish  with  which  he 
Was  acquainted,  that  about  half-a-dosen 
farmers  kept  each  of  them  a  log-book  of 
the  days  of  the  non-residence  with  as  much 
exactness  as  any  sailor  ever  kept  a  log-book 
of  the  days  of  his  voyase^  and  the  parson 
could  not  get  out  of  his  parsonage  on  any 
account,  either  to  be  present  as  a  witness 
at  the  AssLres,  or  for  his  own  pleasure,  or 
to  visit  a  small  property  he  had  in  the 
neighbourhood,    without    the  days  being 
carefuUy  noted  down  and  summed  up  at 
the  end  of  the  year,  in  order  to  see  whether 
he  had    exceeded    the  ninety  days.    He 
diould  like  to  see  this  remedied,  and  he 
should  endeavour  to  introduce  a  clause  for 
that  purpose.     As  to  the  question  whether 
he  meant  to  proceed  vnth  the  Bill,  the 
illustrious  Duke  would  recollect  that  a  noble 
Earl,  who  was  a  great  authority  in  these 
matters,  had  pressed  him  to  give  time  for 
consideration.      He    thought    he    should 
3rield  to  that  request,  more  especially  as  he 
believed  that  it  would  make  very  little 
difference  whether  the  Bill  was  passed  late 
in  the  present,  or^early  in  the  ensuing 
Session.     He  was  the  more  inclined  to  put 


c^  the  matter,  as  he  had  bad  mueh  eor- 
respondence  with  patrons  and  clergymen 
on  the  subject  of  pluralities,  and  the  pro., 
lection  of  existing  interests.  He  did  not 
think  that  he  should  proceed  further  than 
getting  the  Bill  printed  with  the  Amend- 
ments. 

Lord  Wyr^ord  said,  that  the  measure 
never  would  give  satisfaction.  Some  would 
think  it  went  too  far— others  not  far 
enough ;  and  under  these  circumstances  he 
should  oppose  every  clause  of  the  Bill, 
whenever  it  was  introduced  for  their  Lord- 
ships' adoption. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  he 
was  an  enemy  to  non-residence,  and  he 
thought  it  nught  be  prevented,  if  there 
was  a  means  or  enforcing  a  certain  number 
of  preachings  every  Sunday,  for  instance, 
two  in  every  rural  district,  and  three 
preachings  each  day  in  other  places. 

The    Archbishop    of    Canterbury    had 
always^  as  much  as  he  was  able,  endea- 
voured to  prevent  the  practice  of  non- 
residence  becoming  an  abuse.     But,  as  to 
any  further  legislative  measure,  he  feared 
that  it  would  be  found  totally  unproductive 
of  benefit.  The  subject  had  been  considered 
by  the  late  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  the 
Archbishop  of  York,    and    himself,    and 
though  they  employed  themselves  in  consL 
dering  it  for  three  years,  they  had  not  been 
able  to  find  out  any  unobjectionable  remedy 
for  non-j^dence.     As  to  the  remedy  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  against 
what  he  deemed  a  hardship  in  the  present 
mode  of  counting  the  days  of  non-residenoe, 
he  thought  the  amendment  of  the  law  in 
that  respect  unnecessary,  and  believed  that 
it  would  open  a  door  to  great  abuse  if  the 
clergyman  was  allowed  on  this  or  that 
occasion  to  be  absent  from  his  living  with- 
out having  his  absence  counted  as  a  day  of 
non-residence.    He  thought  that  all  the 
days  ought  to  be  counted  together.    This 
was  a  point  in  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
Bill  to  which  he  particularly  objected,  and 
the  same  objection  existed  to  all  measures 
framed  in  the  same  way — ^namely^  that  it 
lef^  the  remedy  for  non-residence  in  the 
hands  of  the  informer,  whereas  it  ought  to 
be  placed  in  no  such  hands,  but  in  those  of 
t)^e  diocesan.     He  felt  called  upon  to  direct 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  these 
matters,  all  of   which  he  considered  of 
great  importance. 

The  Lord  Chancdlor  said,  that  when  he 

spoke  before,  he  had  no  intention  of  entering 

this  moment,  this  inconvenient  moment, 

into  a  debate  on  this  subject,  upon  Bills 
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jiot  thai  before  tbe  Houie;  Imt  be  WMat- 
tempted  to  be  diagg^  into  it  bjr  the  nbUe 
iind  learned  Loid^  and  b^  the  most  reveareiid 
Prelate,  who,  he  must  say— and  he  aaid  it 
with  the  greatest  and  most  sinoere  deference 
to  the  most  reverend  Prelate— had«  without 
the  slightest  pretence  of  necessity  or  eonye- 
nience,  gone  into  the  complicated  question 
oi*  non-residenee.  To  sit  quite  still  under 
such  provocation,  would  almost  imply  the 
possession  of  more  patience  than  usually 
fell  to  the  lot  of  men,  and  even  an  indiffer- 
ence to  the  subject.  He  felt  no  such  in- 
difference ;  but  he  would  not  suffer  him- 
self to  be  tempted  into  the  discussion  at 
this  moment  As  to  the  clause  to  allow 
of  certain  excuses  for  absence,  on  which  the 
most  reverend  Prelate  had  expressed  an 
opinion,  he  was  bound  to  say,  that  that 
opinion  made  him  hesitate.  The  most 
reverend  Prelate  thought  the  Amendment 
unnecessary.  God  forbid  that  he  (the 
Lord  Chancdlor)  should  be  mote  for  non- 
residence  than  the  most  reverend  Prelate. 
He  should  follow  that  opinion,  and  not 
produce  the  clanse,  but  he  wished  that  the 
clergy  should  see  that  it  was  not  he  but 
the  most  reverend  Prelate  who  kept  his 
amended  clause  out  of  the  Bill.  Then  as 
to  the  mode  of  counting  the  days  of  nan«* 
residence,  the  most  reverend  Prelate 
that  it 'would  open  a  door  to  great 
he  had  thought  otherwise ;  but  now  better 
instructed  on  the  subject,  it  was  probaUe 
that  he  should  not  trouble  their  Lordships 
with  that  provision  in  the  BiU — but  instead 
of  allowing  a  certain  specified  time  in  the 
year  for  non-residence,  should  permit  the 
present  mode  to  continue  as  it  was. 

Subject  dropped. 

Further  evidence  was  heard  on  the  War- 
wick Borough  Bill. 
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BoBOUOH  OF  DuMOARTON.1    Mr.  Feat" 
gu9  (/Connor  presented  a  Petition  from 
an  individual  named  Richard  Keefe,  of  the 
Borough  of   Dungarvon^  complaining  of 
the  conduct  of  the  authorities    towards 
him  in  respect  to  his  vote  at  the  late 
Election   for  that    Borou^    The   hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  proceeded  to  com- 
plain of  the  acts  of  the  stipendiary  Ma- 
gistrates in  the  neighbourhood  of  Dim- 
garvon,  and  assured  the  House,  that  a 
number  of  the  supporters  of  the  present 
member   for  Dungarvon    were»    without 
cause,  cnunmed  into  the  Bridewell,  axvl 
the  stipendiary  Magistrate  refused  to  take 
hail  for  them,  or  at  least  demanded  such 
excessive  bail,  that  it  was  tantamount  to  a 
refusal.    The  petitioner,  who  was  a  shoe- 
maker,  he  refused  to  release,   unless  he 
found  baU  to  the  amount  of  600L     When 
he  recollected  that  the  gaol  of  Dungarvcn 
was  given  to  the  Whig  candidate  for  his 
voters,  he  was  led  to  the  very  natural 
inference,  that  every  asnstance  was  eiven 
by  the  Government  and  the  authorities  to 
the   opposing   candidate    of  the   present 
member  for  the  borough  of  Dungarvon. 
There  was,  however,  a  previous  Section 
for  this  town,  when  it  was  prcmoaed  to 
start  the  present  Solicitor  GenenJ  for  it, 
and  he  had  in  his  hand  a  Letter  from  that 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  a  Member 
of  this  House,  in  which  he  talked  of  "  liber- 
ating "  the  town  of  Dungarvon.   How  was 
he  to  do  this  ?    Why,  by  means  of  moving. 
Every  one,  however,  well  knew  what  was 
meant  by  '*  liberating  "  a  place  when  men- 
tion was  made  of  moving  in  connection 
with  it     As  far  as  the  present  member  for 
Dungarvon  was  concerned,  he  could  assure 
the  Hou^e,  that  not  a  single  penny  was 
spent  in  the  way  of  bribery ;  and  for  this 
statement  he  pledged  his  honour  as  a  Gen- 
tleman; whereas  he  could  prove  that  bribery 
to  a  large  amount  had  been  committed  by 
a  Member  of  this  House.    He  could  ala> 
prove,  that  bribery  had  been  committed  by 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  or  at  least  with 
its   connivance.    The   hon.    and    learned 
Gentleman  read  a  Letter  from  the  Solicitor 
General  of  Ireland  to  Mr.  Galway  M.  P., 
in  yrhvch  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(the  Solicitor  General)  said,  that  he  trans- 
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mitted  a  draft  for  2002.  towards  opening 
the  bonnigh  of  Dungarvon^  and  that  30oE 
would  be  x^ady  to  be  sent  for  the  same 
purpose  when  necessary.  The  hon.  and 
leumed  Gentleman  alsoezpiessedahope,  that 
the  Committee  was  a  good  one,  and  that  he 
waited  with  anxiety  to  know  how  the  Com- 
mittee stood.  He  would  read  a  notice  from 
the  notary,  acknowled^g  the  receipt  of 
300^,  and  having  done  so,  proceeded  to  say, 
that  he  did  not  know  what  defence  the 
right  hon.  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
make  for  the  Solicitor  General.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  further  observed, 
that  the  Government  had  adopted  every 
means  to  induce  persons  to  vote  for  the 
Whig  candidate.  Amongst  others,  a  person 
nam^  Hughes  was  threatened  with  the 
loss  of  his  place  by  Mr.  Barron,  if  he  did 
not  vote  for  him.  The  Devonshire  family 
had  used  their  influence  at  the  election  in 
a  most  improper  manner.  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say,  that  he  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Solicitor  General?-«orwould 
he  say,  that  the  conduct  pursued  by  the 
stipendiary  Magistrate,  and  the  authorities 
of  Dungarvon,  at  the  last  election,  ought 
not  to  be  inquired  into  f  Nothing  short 
of  inquiry  would  satisfy  the  people  of  Dun- 
garvon, that  unfair  measures  were  not  re- 
sorted to  at  the  last  election.  Had  it  not 
been  for  the  presence  of  the  troops  the 
voters  for  the  present  member  for  Dun- 
garvon could  not  have  got  up  to  the  poll. 
He  also  complained  of  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  late  Secretary 
for  the  •  Colonies  (Mr.  Stanley),  at  the 
former  election  for  Dungarvon,  and  he 
could  prove,  if  an  opportunity  were  afibrded 
him,  that  that  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  also 
sent  money  to  the  town  of  Dungarvon. 
He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
would  give  such  an  answer  as  would  prove, 
that  Government  would  punish  the  per. 
sons  who  had  so  violated  the  freedom  of 
election. 

Mr.  Littleton  felt  the  utmost  astonish, 
ment  at  the  extraordinary  proceeding  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  bxitaeing 
charges  of  so  grave  a  nature  without 
enabling  him,  by  previously  communicating 
them  to  him,  to  procure  any  information  on 
the  subject  The  hon.  and  learned  (rentier 
man  had  given  neither  to  him  or  his  hon. 
friend,  any  intimation  of  the  charges  he 
intended  bringine  forward.  Had  he  done 
80  they  would  have  been  prepared  with 
evidence  to  meet  these  charges.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  charg^  a  Member  of 
this  House  with  no  less  a  crime  than  per^ 


jury.  Did  'he  intimate  to  Mr.  Galway  his 
intention  to  make  this  charge?  Did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  intimate  to  the  Solidtbr 
General  for  Ireland  his  intention  to  make 
a  charge  i^nst  him?  No,  he  had 
not  done  so  and  those  gentlemen  and 
the  Government  had  reason  to  complain 
of  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Now,  had  he  made  sudi 
an  intimation,  was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
those  Gentlemen  would  not  have  been 
prepared  to  retort  those  grave  charges? 
But  those  charges  were,  after  all,  founded 
on  stolen  papers.  He  felt  himself  perfectly 
satisfied  in  saying,  that  those  papers  were 
stolen  by  some  scoundrel  employed  for  the 
purpose — and  they  were  now  produced  for 
the  purpose  of  founding  those  charges 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
nsew  that  those  papers  were  stolen  from 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  and  the 
servant  who  did  so  was  dismissed.  Was  it 
not  likely  that  the  person  who  would  steal 
these  would  also  falfflfy  them  ?  He  did 
not  say,  that  they  were  falsified,  but  he 
might  assume  that  they  were,  and  he, 
therefore,  might  doubt  their  authenticity. 
He  had  only  to  regret  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  should  have  been  made 
the  medium  of  producing  them.  With 
respect  to  the  charge  against  his  right  hon. 
inend  (Mr.  Stanley),  had  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  intimated  to  him  his  inten. 
tion  to  make  it,  would  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman have  left  the  House  but  a  few  minutes 
aco,  as  he  had  done?  []Mr.  JF.  &  Connor : 
He  had  intimated  to  Mr.  Stanley,  that  he 
intended  to  make  those  charges.^  He  was 
not  aware  of  that.  With' respect  to  the 
charge  against  the  Magistrate,  he  had  no 
information  on  the  subject,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  suspend  its  judgment 
until  correct  information  could  be  obtained. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  asked  him, 
whether  he  had  any  interest  in  the  Dun- 
garvon* election  ?  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  he  had.  He  naturally  wished  that 
the  person  whose  politics  he  preferred 
should  be  returned,  but  he  interfered  in  no 
way  in  the  election.  With  respect  to  the 
money  transmitted  to  Mr.  Barron,  it  was  a 
subscription  collected  in  Dublin  by  Mr. 
Barron  s  friends.  It  was  certainly  an  in« ' 
diacrtet  thing  for  the  Solicitor  General  to 
transmit  it,  holding  the  situation  he  did;  but 
he  did  not  think  it  a  matter  of  serious 
charge  agmnst  him.  He  should  not  himself 
have  done  so.  As  to  any  money  having 
been  transmitted  by  Government,  he  knew 
nothing  whatever  about  it« 
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Mr.  Feargui  OtCmnor  laid^  he  hoped 
he  miffht  be  allowed  «  few  words  bjr  way 
of  re^f  to  the  seriout  charge  brought 
against  him.  He  had,  as  he  had  already 
informed  the  House,  told  the  ri^t  hon. 
Secretary  for  Ireland  of  his  intention  to 
charge  the  right  hon.  ex-Secietary  for  the 
Cokoies.  The  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, had  applied  harsh  terms  to  the  indi- 
Tidnals  who  procured  these  papers.  He  had 
noknowledge  whatererof  them,  andhe  could 
not  therefore,  undertaketodefend  them.  He 
had  xeceived  the  papers  from  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Dunsarvon,  though  the  hon.  and 
leuned  member  for  Dublin,  in  whose  pos. 
session  they  had  been,  he  had  no  doubt 
whatever  wouldhavebeen  able  to  throw  light 
on  the  subject,  if  his  attendance  as  chairman 
of  Mr.  Ntanrey's  Committee  had  not  pre. 
duded  his  presence  there.  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  said,  ihat  if  he  had 
intimated  to  him  the  grounds  of  his  charge, 
he  would  give  him  an  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing it  before  the  House ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  the 
House  that  any  hon.  Member  should  do 
that.  He  stood  on  his  own  integrity  as 
the  Representative  of  a  large  constituency ; 
and  he  required  no  aid  whatever  either 
from  the  right  hon.  Secretary  or  any  other 
hon.  Member,  in  stating  to  the  House  any 
case  of  grievance  worthy  of  its  considera- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Secretary  bad  made 
but  a  lame  defence  for  his  friend  the 
Solidtor-Oeneral  for  Ireland.  He  said  he 
believed  he  had  interfered,  but  he  thought 
it  at  worst  only  an  imprudence.  But  by 
this  admission  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  fastened  a  charee  where  there  was 
before  but  a  suppositious  inference.  For 
so  much  had  the  Solicitor-General  for 
Ireland  to  be  grateful  to  the  right  hon. 
Secretary.  The  case  was  now  in  such  a 
condition  that  a  Committee  of  the  House 
to  investigate  into  the  whole  transaction 
was  absolutely  imperative;  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hovi.  Gentleman  who  had  the 
honour  of  his  friend  so  much  at  heart  would 
move  for  it  himself. 

Mr.  ODfoyer  was  willing  to  admit,  that 
those  who  gave  such  letters  to  the  public 
were  responsible  for  the  correctness  of  the 
means  by  which  they  were  obtained.  He 
entertained  no  desire,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
he  felt  every  disinclination  to  g^ve  utter- 
ance to  a  word  offensive  to  the-  Solidtor 
General  for  Ireland,  who  was  not  there  to 
defend  himsdf,  and  whom  he  believed  to 
be  in  private  life  a  gentleman  of  great 
amiability  and  worth.     He  was    bound. 


however,  to  tay,  that  he  went  further  liuni 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  oondemnatiois 
of  the  share  wfaidi  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solidtor  appeared  to  have  in  the  piooeed- 
inffs  of  the  dection.  He  could  not  con* 
ceive  a  moregrave  offenoe  than  for  a  mem^ 
ber  of  the  Government,  having  no  local 
connexion  witlva  town,  and  whose  duty  it 
was  to  tranquillise  the  public  mind,  to  stir 
up  socid  animosities,  to  identify  himsdf 
with  political  cabals,  and  give  the  influence 
inseparable  from  his  office  to  the  side  (^  one 
of  two  hostilepolitiod  parties.  With  respect 
to  the  production  of  these  letters,  how- 
ever th^  were  obtdned,  they  were  now 
before  the  House,  and  should  be  dedt  with 
(unless  thdr  genuineness  was  repudiated) 
as  evidence  so  far  as  they  went.  It  ap- 
peared from  them  that  a  sum  of  unusud 
magnitude  bad  been  subscribed  by  aa  offi. 
oer  of  the  Iridi  Government  to  the  purposes 
of  prosecuting  an  dection  petition.  It  waa 
due  to  the  character  of  the  Government  to 
ascertain  from  what  source  this  contribution 
proceeded. — If  the  funds  were  drawn  from 
the  secret  service  money  voted  for  Ireland, 
which,  in  days  of  less  ckim  to  politicd 
virtue  used  to  be  the  manner  of  assisting 
minnterial  adherents  to  a  seat  in  the 
JEIoose^  it  was  desirable  to  have  that  ascer- 
tained. At  dl  events,  the  matter  should 
be  investigated,  if  it  were  only  in  a  spirit 
of  justice  towards  those  against  whom  the 
hon.  member  for  Cork  had  brought  forward 
accusations,  in  very  unmeasured  terms. 

Mr.  iS6ei7  said,  there  was  one  phrase  in 
the  letter  which  he  wished  to  cdl  attention 
to.  It  was  that  which  sdd  **  making  d- 
together  6002."  It  was  a  matter  of  im- 
portance to  ascertain  the  facts.  The  right 
hon.  Secretary  had  admitted  "  the  impm. 
dence*'  of  the  Solidtor  General  Now,  it 
was  well  known  that  in  many  Government 
cases  imprudence  was  a  palliative  expresdon 
for  guilt.  It  was  something  like  the  old 
Spartan  custom  which  made  the  essence  of 
criine  condst  in  bdiig  detected.  If  it  were 
the  fact,  that  500/.  was  sent  to  the  Dun- 
garvon  election;  and  if  it  were  proved 
that  the  Solidtor  General  for  Ireland  had 
been  the  medium  through  which  it  was 
conveyed,  he  (Mr.  Shell)  asked  the  House 
would  the  disapprobation  of  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  Ireland  be  suffident  for  the 
country  ?  Would  not  a  strict  and  a  seardi- 
ing  investigation  into  the  facts  of  the  case  be 
absolutely  requidte  ?  The  right^hon.  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  said,  he  believed  that 
the  Solidtor  Generd  had  sent  the  money, 
and  that  the  money  was  the  amount  of  a 
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subaciiiiliaD*    The  right  hoc.  Sectfdtary,  if 
•he  hsid  any  reg^ld  for  the  dignity  of  the 
Gpvemment  and  the  honour  of  his  friend, 
ought  to  make  his  he]ief  certainty,  and 
cowe  forward  himself  with  the  proposition 
for  a  Commitjtee.     If  the  Solicitor .  Gene- 
xal    should    de^y    the     truth    of     the 
aUegationSy   he    woidd  believe    him,  be- 
cause he  knew  tl^t  )xe  was  a  man  of 
private  worth  and  honour ;  but  he  should 
get  an  opportunity  of  vindicating  himself* 
If  the  Attorney  or  Solicitor-General  of 
£ng}and  had  done  what  the<SoUcitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  was  charged  with  having 
done,  there  would  be  an  outcry  from  one  end 
of  England  to  the  other.  There  was  another 
charge  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
£oi  Cork  which  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
did  not  attempt  to  disprove.     It  was  that 
against  a  stipendiary   Magistrate  for  re- 
quiring 600/.  bail  from  a  working  shoe- 
maker.    How  did  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
seek  to  justify  such  an  enormous  amount 
.of  bail  ?     Surely  he  was  as  much  bound 
to  explain  the  conduct  of  the  stipendiary 
magistrate,  a  dependant  on  the  Government, 
quite  as  much,  if  not  more,  than  he  had 
'.to  explain  and  defend  that  of  the  Solicitor 
Genearal.    But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  perhaps  not  heard  of  the  case  before, 
otherwise  he  would  certainly  be  ^ble  to 
give  some  information  on  the  subject    The 
right  hon.  Secretary  had  indignantly  de- 
nounced the  use  of  a  private  letter ;  but 
.jie  remembered  the  time  that  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  of   Epgland,  when  the 
organ  of  the  party  in  that   House  with 
which  the  right  hon.  .Secretary  now  ^ted, 
had  read  a  letter  of  Mr.  Saurin,  the  then 
Attorney    General    of  Ireland,    surrepti- 
tiously obtained,  at  least  as  surreptitiously 
as  the  present  letter,  and  when  Sir  Eobort 
Feel  taunted  that  noble  Lord  with  having 
so  used  the  letter  of  Mr.   Saurin^   that 
noble    Lord     turned    round    upon    him 
and  asked  *^  What,.then,  was  the  conduct  of 
the  Tories  when  they  resorted  to  stolen 
letters  for  evidence  against  the  Queen?" 
If,    Mr..   Saurin's  letter  had    been  made 
use  of  by  the  Whigs  and  the    Queen's 
..letters  by  the  Tories,  he  did  not  see  how 
either  party  could  fairly,  object  to  the  pre- 
sent letters  being  used  in  the  sam^  manner, 
or  why  the  porrespondenoe  of  the  Solicitor 
General  for  JreUnd,  on  such  an  iuter^ting 
topic,  should  be  kept  hermetically  sealed. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Cork,  would  not  let  the  matter  rest  as  it 
was ;  but  that  he  would  take  it  from  its 
present  form  of  un  appeudagc  to  a  petition, 


and  bring  it  forward  as  a  ^resolution,  in 
which  these  letters  should  be  embodied. 
^Fhen  the  attention  of  the  House  would 
necessarily  be  dr^wn  to  it,  and  the  eyes  of 
the  country  opened  to  the  conduct  of  the 
public  functionaries. 

Mr.  Gubome  said,  that  the  charge 
against  the  stipei^diary  magistrate  was  one 
of  a  most  serious  nature.  And  as  it  had 
been  asserted  that  the  Solicitor-General 
had  sent  down  money  to  Dungarvon  for 
electioneering  purposes,  it  was  impossible 
that  the  matter  could  be  passed  over  with- 
out inquiry.  Still  he  thought  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Cork  county 
was  anything  but  discreet  in  bringing 
the  subject  before  the  House  witiiout 
giving  the  hon.  member .  for  Waterford 
notice  of  his  intention. 

Mr.  Feargus  &  Connor  explained.  It 
had  been  communicated  over  and  over|Bg{iin 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Waterford,  that 
this  subject  would  be  brought  forward,  but 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  choose  to  appear. 
The  letters  were  only  that  morning  put  into 
his  hands,  as  it  was  the  duty  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Dublin  to  present  them.  He 
had  only  intended  to  speak  to  the  petitiim. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  it  was  wasting 
the  time  of  the  House  to  spend  it  in  debat- 
ing as  to  how  those  letters  were  obtained, 
as  in  his  opinion  all  the  vases  quoted  were 
equally  discreditable.  Mr.  Saurin  had  as 
much  reason  to  complain  of  a  breach  of 
moi^ality  as  the  present  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  as  the  letters  of  both  were  obtained 
by .  unhallowed  means.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  the  matter  would  be  fully  inves- 
tigated. 

Mr.  Lafnheri  said,  he  could  never  con- 
sent to  an  inquiry  founded  upon  doqu- 
ments  obtained  in  the  infamous  manner  in 
which  the  present  letter  had  been  obtained. 
If  the  accusation  was  brought  forward 
upon  evidence  fairly  obtained^  he  wopld 
not  object  to  the  fullest  inquiry. 

Mr.  Maurice  O'Cofmell  saul,  that  the 
Gentlemen  who  were  now  in  power,  and 
who  complained  so  much  of  the  use  made 
of  a  confidential  letter,  had  not  scrupled  to 
avai\  tlieniselves  of  a  letter  similarly  obtain- 
ed well  known  as  the  "  tame-elephant 
letter.*'  The  lion,  member  for  Wexford 
seei^ed  to  think,  that  it  was  no  matter  how 
foul  the  n)eans  used  might  be,  so  that  they 
w^e  concealed. 

The  Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

EsTABiiisuKU  Cuuuoii.]     Sir  George 
Murratf :  The  petition  which   I  hpld  in 
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my  hand  is  a  petition  for  the  protection  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  against  the 
separation  of  Church  and  State.     As  it  has 
been  transmitted  to  my  care  from  a  parish 
in  the  county  of  Devon,  a  part  of  the  king- 
dom with  which  1  have  no  natural  connex- 
ion, and  by  persons  to  whom  I  am  not  per- 
sonally known,  I  wish  to  explain  in  what 
points  I  fully  concur  with  the  petttionen, 
and  in  what  there  may  be,  possibly  a  shade 
of  difierenoebet  ween  my  opinions  and  theirs. 
I  most  fully  concur  with  the  petitioners  in 
my  desire  to  protect  the  EstaUished  Church ; 
and  I  also  most  fully  concur  with  them 
both  as  to  the  existence  of  endeavours  to 
separate  Church  and  State,  and  in  my  de- 
termination to  oppose  those  endeavours,  in 
whatever  form,  and  under  whatever  pre- 
text they  may  be  made.     My  understand- 
ing of  the  separation  of  Church  and  State 
is  this,  that  it  is  the  casting  oSF,  on  the  part 
of  the  State,  of  all  connexion  with,  and  all 
care  about,  the  religion  and  the  morals  of 
the  people.     I  join  the  two  because  I  think 
that  although  it  may,  perhaps,  be  possible 
for  an  individual  to  be  a  moral  man,  al- 
though he  is  not  quite  so  assiduous  as  his 
friends  might  wish  him  to  be  in  the  dia. 
charge  of  his  religious  duties,  I  hold  it  to 
be  impossible  for  a  nation  to  be  moral  which 
is  not  also  religious.    But,  Sir,  the  separa- 
tion of  Church  and  State  as  I  understand 
it  is  the  adoption  of  that  principle  which 
1  have  sometimes  heard  advanoed  in  this 
House,  that  every   man   is  to  be  left  to 
call  in  his  spiritual  adviser,  as  he  would 
call  in   his   lawyer  or   his   physician.     I 
cannot  give  my  assent   to  such  a    prin- 
ciple, nor  can  I  give  my  support  to  any- 
thing which  has  a  tendency  to  introduce 
it.     Such  a  system  would  not  only  sweep 
away  at  once  the  Established  Church  of 
England    and    Ireland,    the    Established 
Church  of  Scotland,  and  those  Presbyterian 
Establishments   which  are  aided  by  the 
State  in  Ireland  by  the  grant  called  the 
reginm  donum,  but  it  would  produce  still 
further  evils;  for,  the  State  having  thus 
left  the  religion  and  the    morals  of  the 
people  to  chance,  every  form  of  superstition 
and  every  kind  of  fanaticism  would  gra- 
dually creep  into  the  country.     Allusion 
has  been  made  in  the  petition  to  certain 
of  the  Dissenters  who  are  using  their  en- 
deavours for  the  separation  of  Church  and 
State,  and  who  couple  that  demand  with 
their  prayer  for  relief  from  other  griev- 
ances.   I  hope  that  there  are  great  numbers 
of  the  Dissenters  who  have  no  such  object 
in  view ;  and  I  am  quite  certain,  that  the 


highly  TCtpectalile  body  of  Presbyteriaas  in 
the  north  of  England  have  not  only  no 
such  view,  but  that  they  ainoevely  respect 
the  Ettablisbed  Church,  and  deem  thoB'- 
selves  to  be  closely  connected  with  that  of 
Scotland ;  for  I  lately  received  from  them 
a  copy  of  a  memorial   which   they   had 
addressed  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Paymaster- 
General  of  the  Forces,  by  which  they  ex- 
pressed their  wish  not  to  accept  the  boon 
poposed  to  be  given  by  the  noUe  Lord's 
intended  Marriage  Bill,  unless  it  reoc^nised 
their  connexion  with  ihe  Established  Church 
of  Scothmd.    Although  I  am  desirous,  and 
have  always  been  so,  for  relief  being  given 
as  far  as  possible  from  every  real  grievance 
connected  with  religious  belief,  I  can  never 
consent  to  support  any  claim  which  con- 
nects itself  wiUi  the  principle  of  the  separa- 
tion of  Church  and  State.     I  have  alluded 
to  the  regmm  domtm  in  Ireland ;  I  think 
that  grant  is  made  upon  an   admirable 
principle.      Whenever  a  congregation  of 
Presbyterians   is    formed    to    a    certain 
amount  in  numbers,  a  certain   stipend  is 
allotted  to  the  Minister  of  that  congrega- 
tion from  the  public  purse ;    and  Uius  a 
link  of  connexion  is  rormed  between  the 
State    and    the    religion   of  the   people, 
which  contributes  much  to  the  tranquillity 
and    harmony   of  the    country.       When 
there  is  no  such  connexion,  alienation  and 
discontent  take    place.      We  have    seen 
enough  in  Ireland  of  the  evils  which  result 
from  there  being  no  link  of  connexion  be- 
tween the  State  and  the  religion  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people.    I  should  be  glad  to 
see  sudi  a  link  established  by  the  grant  of 
stipends  to  the  ministers  of  that  Church. 
When  I  had  the  honour  to  hold  the  seals  of 
the  Cohmial  Department,  I  was  desirous  of 
introducing  into  our  ccdonial  possessions 
the  principle  of  the  r^um  donunu    In  the 
Canadas  in  particular,  I  wished  to  leave  it 
open  to  eVery  Christian  sect  to  become  in 
this    manner  connected   with  the  State. 
And,  if  any  sect  should  decline  to  join  that 
connexion,  then  that  sect  would  not,  at 
least,  have  any  just  eround  of  complaint 
against  those  which  did  join  it.    My  sys- 
tem was  not  that  of  casting  off,  but  of  con- 
necting religion  to  the  State— not  that  of 
puUine  down,  but  of  setting  up— -not  that 
of  taking  away  emolument,  but  that  of 
granting  it  to  those  Christian  sects  which 
might  be  willing  to  accept  it.    With  these 
explanations,  I  again  express  my  support  of 
the  prayer  of  this  petition  for  the  protectiim 
of  the  Established  Church,  and  against  the 
separation  of  Church  and  State. 


Highwaifi. 
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DuNOABVON  Elsctiom.]  On  the 
Order  of  the  Day  beine  read  for  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Highways  Bifi^  and  the 
Question  put,  that  the  SpesJcer  do  kave  the 
Chair, 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  an  oocorrenoe  took 
place  that  morning  to  which  he  hegged  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  mo- 
ment Without  having  previously  given 
him  any  notice  of  his  intention,  an  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  member  for  the  county  of 
Cork  (Mr.  F.  O'Connor),  stated  that  morn- 
ing, on  presenting  a  petition  to  the  House, 
that  he  (Mr.  Stanley)  was  one,  among 
others  connected  with  the  Grovemment, 
who  subscribed  a  sum  of  money  to  forward 
the  return  of  one  of  the  candidates  at  the 
Dungarvon  election.  It  would  have  been 
no  more  than  common  courtesy  had  the 
hon.  Member  mentioned  to  him,  particu- 
larly as  he  was  in  the  House  only  two 
minutes  before,  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
mention  this  circumstance,  for  which,  as 
there  was  not  the  least  foundation,  he  could 
not  allow  it  to  remain  for  a  moment  uncon- 
tradicted. 

Mr.  (XConnell  said,  there  was  more  than 
one  mistake  in  this  matter.  He  was  not 
present  at  the  time  the  matter  occurred 
that  mpming.  The  document  adverted  to, 
however,  in  the  discussion,  did  not  at  all 
authorise  the  mention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  name.  If  the  grounds  of  the 
charge  against  the  right  hon.  Gentlerikan 
were  looked  into,  he  would  see  there  was  no 
necessity  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  deny  the  charge  at  all* 

HiOHWATB.]  The  House  went  into 
Committee  on  the  Highways'  Bill,  and  was 
occupied  with  it  the  whole  evening.  Several 
Amendments  were  proposed,  and  several 
divisions  took  place ;  one  of  which  proposed 
by  Mr.  Cayley,  deserves  to  be  preserved. 
On  the  66th  Clause  being  proposed,  it  was 
moved  that  those  should  be  exempt  from 
summary  penalties  who  might  plough  up 
foot-paths.  The  Committee  divided— Ayes 
35;  Noes  35. 

The  Chairman  (Mr.  Pryme)  gave. the 
casting  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 

List  of  the  ArsB. 

8fines,£.  Childers,  J.  W. 

arharo,  H.  Clive,  R. 

Bethell,  R.  Crompton,  J.S. 

BrothertOD,  J.  Egerton,  W.T, 

Buckingham,  J.  S.  Evans,  W. 

Buller,J.W.  £wiDg,J. 


Hardy,  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
JEIomby,  £.  G. 
Hume,  J. 
Johnston,  A. 
King,  E.  B. 
Littleton,  Rt.Hn.E.  J. 
Mangles,  J. 
Mosley,  Sir  O. 
O'Connor,  F. 
O'Reilly,  W. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pease,  J. 


Pluaptre«  J.  P. 
Potter,  R. 
Romilly,  E. 
Scholeneld,  J. 
Stanley,  H. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Torrens,  Colonel 
Young,  G.  F. 
Vigors,  N.  V. 
Wallace,  T. 
WilUams,  W.  B. 

TELLER. 

Lefevre,  C.  S. 


The  Committee  proceeded  through  several 
Clauses,  when  the  House  resumed.  The 
Chairman  reported  progress.  The  Com- 
mittee to  sit  again. 
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By  Mr.  Sbisl*  htm  ten  Flaoei,  against 
TithM  ]n  Iralaiid.— By  Mr.  Waltib,  tnm  Blnfldd 
■ad  WoUi^jiluun,  agiimt  the  Pooi^Law  Amcndineot  BilL 
—By  Lard  Hotham,  Amn  Leominitar,  agaiiiit  the  Uni- 
vmltiei  AdmlMJoa  BilL^By  Mr.  Hawsb,  from  a  Friendly 
Soetety,  ageimt  elteifaig  the  Act  ooneemiQg  thoie  Sodetiei. 
—By  Colonel  Ltooh.  from  Wdlaod,  tat  Protection  to 
the  Churdi  of  England. 

LoRD*s-DAY  Observance  (No.  2) 
Bill.]  The  House  went  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill. 

On  the  first  Clause,  imposing  a  penalty 
for  keeping  open  shops  on  the  Lord's-day, 
heing  put  from  the  Chair, 

Mr.  Potter  rose  to  move  as  an  amend- 
ment, that  a  provision  be  added  to  the 
clause  in  the  following  words : — '*  Pro- 
vided always  that  nothing  in  this  Act,  or 
the  said  recited  Acts,  shall  extend  to  pro- 
hibit the  sale  of  fruit,  confectionary,  soda- 
water,  ginger-beer,  or  any  other  uniotoxi* 
eating  beverage." 

Mr.  Poulter  regretted  it  was  his  duty 
to  interpose  to  prevent  the  introduction  of 
such  a  proviso.  He  had  received  numer- 
ous applications  to  enlarge  the  existing 
law  on  thiis  subject,  and  as  he  had  re- 
fused to  accede  to  them,  he  felt  bound  on 
the  other  hand  to  prevent  any  diminution 
of  the  law,  as  it  now  stood.  If  the  House 
were  to  make  an  exception  of  any  par- 
ticular trade,  shops  would  immediately  be 
set  up  in  all  parts  of  the  town  for  the  sale 
on  Sunday  of  the  article  excepted.  The 
amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  expose  him  to  the  charge  of 
having  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  violation 
of  the  Sabbath,  rather  than  one  for  its 
better  observance. 
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The  Committee  divided  on  the  oiigimftl 
Clause — Ayes  36  ;  Noes  4  :  Majority  34. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Agnew,  Sir  A. 
BaraettyC.  J. 
Byng,  G. 
Colbouroe,  R. 
Dare^R.  W,  H. 
Dugda]e,W. 
EvaDS,  W. 
Eastsor,  Viscount 
FiDch,  G. 
Foley,  E. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  T. 
Heathcote,G.  J. 
Ilalcom^e,  J. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Langdale,  C. 
Lefevre,  S. 
Leoaoxy  Lord  W. 


Lennard,  T.  B. 

Miles,  J. 
Mosely,  Sir  O. 
Pelham*  C.  A.  W. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Poulter,  J. 
Pryme,  G. 
Rumbold,  C. 
Sandoo,  Lord 
Sandford,F.  A. 
Shawe,  R.  N. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.S. 
Talbot 
Tynle,  K. 
Vcrney,  Sir  H. 
Villiers,  Lord 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilmot,  Sir  E. 


On  Clause  2  being  put, 

Mr.  Potter  moved  an  Amendment  to 
the  eflfect  of  permittting  baker's  shops  to 
be  kept  open  till  two  in  the  afternoon, 
and  also  to  permit  the  sale  of  butchers' 
meat,  fish,  or  green  grocery,  before  half 
past  nine  on  the  morning  of  Sunday. 

Mr.  Poulter  opposed  the  Amendment. 
The  Bill  provided,  that  shops  for  the  pur- 
pose of  baking  should  be  kept  open  until 
half-past  one,  which  gave  ample  time  to 
those  who  sent  their  provisions  to  the 
baker's,  without  the  unnecessary  extension 
of  the  time  to  two. 

Mr.  0*ConneU  said,  the  Bill  ought  to 
be  called  **  A  Bill  to  establish  Baking 
on  Sundays."  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  sanction  this  Bill.  It  was 
childish  legislating  on  such  a  subject  as 
this.  It  was  admitted,  that  nothing  was 
more  objectionable  than  legislation  be- 
tween master  and  servant  on  the  subject 
of  wages,  and  yet  this  Bill  proposed  to 
interfere  on  that  subject.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  give  it  up.  He 
would  put  it  to  him  seriously  whether 
there  was  not  a  stricter  religious  observ- 
ance of  the  Lord's-day  in  London  at  the 
present  time  than  there  ever  had  been 
before.  He  recollected  at  the  period  he 
was  a  student  at  the  Temple  very  few  fa- 
milies, comparatively  speaking,  attended 
divine  service,  whereas  now  nearly  every 
family  attended.  The  observance  of  the 
Sabbath  seemed  to  proceed  in  an  inverse 
ratio  to  the  enforcement  of  the  law.     As 


the  laws  on  ihia  siil»j«cl  becave  filMed, 
the  Sabbath  was  much  better  observed  ? 
If  people  chose  to  tttend  divide  woiihip 
in  the  momiog  of  Sunday,  and  laugh  at 
borne  in  the  %rwiUD^,  why  ahoiild  they  be 
prevented?  For  bis  part,  he  thougbt 
that  was  the  best  way  of  spending  the 
Sabbath.  When  the  Report  was  brought 
up,  he  should  move,  that  it  be  read  a  se* 
cond  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  Poulter  would  appeal  to  the  House 
whether  the  petitions  which  had  been  sent 
np  from  all  parts  of  the  country  did  not 
demand  legislative  interference  on  this 
subject  ?  The  evils  the  Bill  was  intended 
to  remedy  were  most  notorious.  He  had 
received  many  communications  from  dif* 
ferent  parts  of  the  country,  complaining 
of  the  increase  of  trading  on  the  Sabbath- 
day  ;  indeed,  it  was  only  the  other  day 
he  was  informed  by  the  rector  of  Lambeth 
that  there  was  more  marketing  carried  on 
in  some  parts  of  that  parish  on  a  Sunday 
than  any  other  day  in  the  week.  He  had 
also  received  a  letter  from  Dublin  request- 
ing him  to  include  Ireland  in  the  Bill, 
but  as  the  subject  had  been  taken  up  by 
his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin,  he  declined  to  accede 
to  such  a  recommendation.  He  believed 
such  a  Bill  to  be  necessary,  and  should 
therefore  not  listen  to  the  suggestions  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Dublin  to  abandon  it. 

Mr.  Fysche  Palmer  strongly  objected 
to  many  of  the  enactments  contained  in 
this  Bill.  He  would  put  it  to  the  House 
whether  it  was  just  to  compel  the  labour- 
ing man,  who  perhaps  had  but  one  room 
for  all  his  family,  to  purchase  his  meat 
on  a  Saturday  night,  and  bang  it  up  in 
his  bed-room  until  the  Sunday  morning, 
in  every  season  of  the  year,  because  it 
might  be  injurious  to  aome  tradesmen  to 
permit  the  ^de  of  provisions  on  a  Sunday 
morning,  or  because  it  was  considered  by 
some  persons  to  be  a  breach  of  the  religious 
observance  of  the  Sabbath.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  member  tor  Dublin  that  the 
Sabbath  was  much  better  observed  now 
than  formerly. 

Mr.  Ward  had  told  his  constituents, 
that  it  was  by  their  own  individual  exer- 
tions, and  the  exertions  of  the  clergymen, 
that  the  morality  of  the  people  would  be 
improved.  The  recommendation  he  had 
given  had  produced  an  entire  change  in 
their  sentiments,  and  he  had  not  received 
another  application  to  support  the  Sabbath 
Bill.     He  thought  that  legislation  on  such 
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a  Bubjeof  would  be  attended  with  bad  con- 
aequeoces. 

Mr.  Fiach  admitted  the  subject  was  a 
most  difficult  one  to  legislate  upon ;  but 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Dublin 
would  preyent  any  legislation  on  the 
subject.  He  thought  this  Bill  would  check 
immorality,  and  therefore  he  should  give 
it  his  support. 

Mr.  Gt^Aomeagreedthatthe  Sabbath  was 
mnch  better  observed  now  than  formerly, 
The  hon.  Member  had  said  this  Bill 
was  only  a  revival  of  the  old  law.  If  the  old 
law  had  falleninto  disuse,  he  asked  why  that 
was  ?  Was  it  not  because  it  was  opposed 
to  the  general  feelings.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  any  legislation  a  whit  beyond  thn 
general  feelings  on  the  subject  would  be 
attended  with  the  most  injurious  effects. 
It  was  said  the  tradesman  who  refused 
from  conscientious  motives  to  open  his 
shop  on  the  Sabbath  wottld  be  greatly  in- 
jured by  permitting  any  trade  to  be  car- 
ried on  on  the  Sunday.  He  was  of  a  dif- 
ferent opinion  ;  he  thought  the  conscien- 
tious buyer  would  always  protect  the  con- 
scientious seller.  The  feeling  which  once 
existed  in  the  country  in  favour  of  this 
measure  had  very  much  cooled. 

Mr.  Poulter  denied,  that  any  diminu- 
tion of  the  public  feeling  on  this  subject 
had  taken  place.  An  hon.  Member  held 
thirty  petitions  in  favour  of  some  legisla- 
tive measnre  of  this  kind,  but  had  not 
been  permitted  to  present  them  before  the 
discussion  commenced.  So  far  as  he 
himself  was  concerned,  be  had  no  personal 
wish  on  the  subject ;  he  only  desired  the 
sense  of  the  House  should  be  expressed. 
He  dented,  however,  that  either  law  legis- 
lation, or  the  feeling  of  the  country  had 
slept  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  O^CommSI  said,  as  there  had  been 
so  much  legislation  on  the  subject,  a  most 
decisive  reason  had  been  given  for  not 
adding  to  the  heap.  He  should  therefore 
move,  that  the  Chairman  Report  Progress. 
Sir  Qeorge  Orey  said,  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin  was  a  most  extraordinary  one. 
He  should  be  glad  if  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  point  out  from  what  part  of 
England  a  petition  had  not  come  calling 
upon  the  House  to  pass  some  measure  on 
this  subject.  The  House  last  Session 
sanctioned  the  principle,  that  some  legis- 
lation ought  to  take  place  on  the  subject, 
though  it  rejected  the  particular  Bill  that 
was  introduced.  A  Bill  had  now  been  sub- 


mitted, merely  to  revive  isxisting  statutes. 
Its  principle  had  been  admitted,  and 
now  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
came  down  to  the  House  when  the 
Bill  had  proceeded  to  Committee,  and 
sought  to  get  rid  of  it  altogether  by  a  side 
wind. 

Mr.  Beaumont  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division, 
if  it  was  only  to  show  the  opinion  the 
House  entertained  of  that  fading  of  puri- 
tanical fematicism  which  had  mingled 
itself  up  of  late  too  much  with  the  spnit 
and  temper  of  the  times. 

Mr.  O^Cannell  said,  undoubtedly  his 
intention  was  to  get  rid  of  this  Bill, 
though  he  did  not  think  the  mode  he 
had  adopted  a  very  desirable  one.  He 
thought',  however,  it  would  be  much  more 
convenient  to  throw  it  out  now,  than  after 
two  or  three  days'  tedious  discussion  in 
Committee   durmg   this  sultry   weather. 

Sir  Andrew  Agnew  said,  that  so  far  from 
this  Bill  being  an  oppression  to  the  poor, 
the  majority  of  the  petitions  in  its  favour 
had  proceeded  from  them. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell's  Amendment — Ayes  32:  Noes  67; 
Majority  35. 

The  several  Clauses  of  the  Bill  were 
agreed  to,  with  some  verbal  amendments, 
and  after  the  Committee  had  twice  divided 
upon  Amendments  tending  to  mitigate 
the  severity  of  some  of  the  enactments,    ' 

The  House  resumed,  and  the  Report 
was  brought  up. 

On  the  Motion,  that  the  Report  be  re- 
ceived on  Monday, 

Mr.  O'Conneli  moved  that  it  be  received 
that  day  six  months. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  Mo- 
tion—Ayes 71 ;  Noes  26:  Majority  45. 

Report  to  be  received  on  Monday. 

Game  Law  AtfEKDHEHT.]  Mr.  Len- 
nard  moved  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  Grantley  Berkeley  moved,  that  it 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  "  now  " — 
Ayes  35 ;  Noes  43 :  Majority  8. 

The  House  again  divided  on  the  ques- 
tion, as  amended,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months— *  Ayes 
55 ;  Noes  24  :  Majority  31. 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 
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Po8T-Officb.]  Mr.  Robert  WaUace 
said,  that,  in  rising  to  offer  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  subject  of  the  Post- 
office,  be  was  well  aware  that  he  was 
undertaking  a  task  of  no  small  maenitude. 
His  reason  for  undertaking  it  was  his  con- 
viction that  it  was  essentially  necessary 
that  this  department  of  the  public  service 
should  be  placed  soon  upon  a  different 
footing.  On  a  former  night  he  had 
addressed  himself  to  the  transactions  be- 
tween England  and  France,  and  he  had 
expressed  his  unquali6ed  approbation  of 
the  course  which  had  been  pursued  by  the 
late  Postmaster-General.  As  to  papers 
entitled  **  Papers  relating  to  the  Post- 
office,"  which  had  been  handed  round  to 
the  Members  of  that  House,  he  could  not 
understand  what  right  any  party  had  to 
place  such  papers  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers ;  they  were  not  papers  that  had  been 
ordered  to  be  printed  by  the  House — they 
were  not  authorized  by  the  Speaker,  and 
no  party/ therefore,  had  aright  to  send 
them  round  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  been  distributed.  As  to  their  con- 
tents, he  would  say,  that  they  contained 
more  delusive  and  inaccurate  statements 
than  could  be  well  put  together  in  such 
a  compass,  and  on  such  a  subject.  This 
document  enumerated  various  improve- 
ments that  had  been  effected  in  the  Post- 
office,  and  for  which  the  Postmaster- 
General  took  credit.  Now,  if  any  one 
would  take  the  trouble  of  going  through 
the  Reports  which  had  been  made  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Inquiry  on  the 
subject,  it  would  be  seen  that  all  those 
boasted  improvements  had  been  long  since 
recommended  by  those  Commissioners. 
In  advocating  a  change  in  the  system  of 
the  Post-office,  he  wished  to  lay  down  tn 
limine  four  great  and  leading  principles. 
The  first  was,  that  the  head  of  this  depart- 
ment should  not  have  the  power  of  allow- 
ing his  duties  to  be  delegated,  or  to  dele- 
gate them.  The  second  was,  that  no 
monopoly  should  be  allowed  to  exist  in  a 
public  department.  The  third  was,  that 
the  public  money  should  not  be  devoted 
to  the  purposes  of  speculation.  And  the 
last,  and  not  least,  was,  that  it  was  con- 
trary to  sound  principle  for  any  party  in 
the  receipt  of  revenue  to  be  allowed  the 
right  to  disburse  it.  The  right  and  proper 
way  to  keep  just  and  fair  accounts  in  every 
department  obviously  was,  that  every  de- 
partment in  the  receipt  of  revenue  should 
pay  it  over  to  the  Treasury,  which  should 


alone  have  the  authority  to  disburse  it. 
He  must  say,  that  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Postmaster-General  had  powers  dele- 
gated to  him  which  it  was  not  in  the 
power  of  royalty  to  grant;  they  were 
powers  in  fact  inconsistent  with  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  hon.  member  for  Northamp- 
ton, on  a  former  occasion,  had  insinuated 
that  he  (Mr.  Wallace)  had  endeavoured 
to  obtain  the  patronage  of  appointing  the 
post-master  for  the  town  he  represented ; 
now  he  would  just  read  the  letter  which 
he  wrote  to  the  Treasury  on  the  subject, 
to  show  that  such  was  not  the  case.  The 
hon.  Member  read  the  letter,  in  which 
it  was  stated  that  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty, 
as  Representative  of  the  town  of  Greenock, 
to  apprise  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  of 
the  oeath  of  the  post-master  of  that  town ; 
that  he  understood  that  the  practice  was 
for  the  Member  of  such  towns  as  Greenock 
to  recommend  a  fit  and  proper  person  to 
fill  that  important  office;  but  that  he 
would  not  do  so  until  he  had  been  in- 
formed by  their  Lordships  that  he  had  the 
right  to  do  so.  When  he  had  been  applied 
to  by  his  constituents  on  the  subject,  he 
replied  that  he  believed  he  had  no  right  to 
make  such  a  recommendation ;  that  it 
had  certainly  been  exercised  by  the  Re- 
presentatives of  towns  in  an  unreformed 
Parliament;  but  that  he  had  written  to 
the  Treasury  respecting  it,  and  that  if  it 
should  appear  that  he  had  such  a  right, 
he  would  forward  his  recommendation  to 
the  Treasury,  and  let  them  deal  with  it  as 
they  might  think  fit.  He  would  leave  the 
hon.  member  for  Northampton  to  say, 
whether  that  looked  like  seeking  for  the 
patronage  connected  with  the  appointment 
to  this  office.  The  hon.  Member  next 
adverted  to  the  intercourse  between  this 
country  and  France.  He  believed,  that 
there  was  much  more  liberality  in  the 
French  Post-office  than  here.  The  packet 
from  Dover  went  with  a  mail,  but.  came 
back  without ;  and  it  was  the  same  with 
the  French  packet ;  and  consequently  the 
expense  was  doubled  ;  but  he  understood 
that  the  blame  rested  with  the  English 
Post-office,  and  that  very  liberal  offers 
had  been  made  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment to  ours.  Whether  they  would  be 
accepted  remained  to  be  seen.  He  was 
afraid  they  would  not,  for  our  system  was 
altogether  sordid  and  illiberal.  There  was 
one  point  to  which  he  especially  called 
the  attention  of  the  House — namely,  the 
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detention  of  our  correspoodence  with  all 
parts  of  the  world  one  day  in  the  week  by 
the  Post-office  not  sending  out  a  miul  on 
Sundays.     Entertaining,  as  he    did,  as 
much  respect  and  reverence  for  that  day 
as  any  man  possibly  could,  he  thought  it 
monstrous  that  our  correspondence  with 
the  whole  civilized  world  should  be  suspend- 
ed for  the  sake  of  such  a  minor  considera- 
tion.   The  hon.  Member  quoted  from  the 
papers  relating  to  the    Post-office   the 
description  there  given  of  the  duties  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Post-office,  and  com- 
plained of  the  immense  powers  possessed 
by  him.    It  was  a  fact,  that  the  late  Post* 
master-General,  and  more  especially  his 
predecessor  in  that  office,  had  been  under 
the  government  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Post-office.      The  power  and  patronage 
wielded  by  the  Secretary  were  far  too 
great  to  be  possessed  by  one  individual. 
It  appeared  from  those  papers  that  his 
salary  amounted  to  no  less  than  4,160/. 
per  annum,  3,000/.  of  which,  it  was  stated, 
was  paid  to  him  by  way  of  compensation 
for  privileges  which  he  had  formerly  pos- 
sessed.    Now  be  (Mr.  Wallace)  would 
contend,  that  those  privileges  which  the 
Post-office  Secretary  formerly  possessed 
were  completely    illegal — that   he    was, 
therefore,  entitled  to  no  compensation  for 
relinquishing  them — and  in  his  opinion, 
that  officer  should  not  only    have  the 
amount  which  he  now  received  as  such 
compensation  reduced  altogether,  but  that 
he  should  be  obliged  to  reimburse  what 
he  had  s^lready  received  on  that  score. 
The  next  department  he  had  to  notice 
was  the  Mail-Coach  Department.     It  was 
the  general  opinion  that  nothing  could 
exceed  the    Mail-Coach  Department  of 
this  country.    Formerly  that  opinion  was 
perfectly  correct,  but  nothing  was  more 
incorrect  than  such  an  impression  at  the 
present  time.      He  could  himself  name 
twenty  coaches,  not  light  coaches  like  the 
mails,  but  heavily  laden  stages,  that  left 
London  daily,  which  were  better  served, 
better  horsed,  and  which  kept  a  better 
pace  than  several  of  the  mails,  and  which 
kept  as  good  time  as  the  quickest  of  the 
mails.     How  did    it    happen  that  such 
coaches,  carrying  a  great  load  of  luggage 
and  a  crowd  of  passengers,  could  compete 
with  the  mails,  which  carried  few  passen- 
gers and  little  luggage  in  addition  to  the 
Post-office  bags  ?    It  would  be  a  great 
accommodation  and  convenience  to  the 
public  if  the  mails  carried  greater  io»ds, 
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which  they  might  easily  do,  than  they«did 
at  present.  The  hon.  Member  condemned 
the  monopoly  of  building  the  mail-coaches 
enjoyed  by  Mr.  Vidler,  and  recommended 
that  it  should  be  thrown  open  to  com- 
petition. The  hon.  Member  next  proceed* 
ed  to  complain,  that,  with  the  exception  of 
the  General  Post-office,  there  was    no 
place  open  for  receiving  letters  from  seven 
o'clock  on  Saturday  night  until  ten  o'clock 
on    Monday    morning.     He    considered 
that  a  great  inconvenience  to  the  public.  - 
Why  should  there  be  only  one  delivery 
and  one  departure  in  the  day  ?    Such  was^ 
not  the  case  in  any  other  important  place. 
In  Liverpool,  for  instance,  such  was  not 
the  case.     He  had  heard  that  it  was  given 
as  an  excuse  for  not  sending  things  by 
the  Dover  mail  on  a  particular  night,  that 
the  mail  was  overloaded.    Then  why,  in 
such  a  case,  not  employ  two  coaches  f  He 
had  never  heard  of  a  trading  company, 
and  such  he  considered  the  Post-office, 
complain  that  it  had  too  much  to  do.     If 
it  had  too  much  business  for  one  mail  on 
the  Dover  road,  it  should  run  two.    The 
Post-office  at  present  proceeded  upon  the 
mere  grovelling    system  of  collecting  a 
revenue,  without  any  reference  to  the  im- 
provements that  might  be  made  in  the 
system.    He  was  convinced  that  if  the 
Post-office  system  were  placed  upon    a 
more  liberal  footing,  the  revenue  collected 
by  it  would  be  much  greater,  and  all  the 
complaints  which  were  now  so  generally 
made  throughout  the  country  respecting 
it  would  cease.    He  thought  that    two 
mails  should  start  from  London  at  diffisrent 
periods  of  the  day,  on  the  North-road,  on 
the  Dover-road,  and  some,  of  the  other 
great  roads.    He  was  of  opinion,  that  two 
mails  should  depart  from  the  Post-office 
in  the  day,  one  at  ten  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  the  other  at  ten  or  twelve  o'clock 
at  night     Such  a  system,  particularly  on 
the  northern  road,  would  be  productive  of 
great  public  advantage.    He  was  sure 
that  it  would  pay.     But  suppose  it  did 
not,  surely  the  people  that  travelled  by 
the  North-road  had  as   much  right   to 
expect  the  Post-office  to  send  two  mails 
for  their  convenience  on  that  road,  as  it 
despatched  three  sets  of  steam-packets  to 
Ireland  for  the  convenience  of  passengers. 
He  would  not  have  any  of  those  steam- 
packets  taken  off.      Justice   should  be 
done  to  Ireland,  but  why  not  apply  the 
same  principle  to  England  and  Scotland  ? 
He  had  last  year  moved  for  a  Return  of 


859 


Poii-Cjfiee. 


{COMMONS} 


Pi^t-Oj/Ue. 


860 


th«  number  of  prosecutions  that  had  been 
instituted  against  persons  for  illegally 
conveying  letters ;  liiat  Return  had  since 
been  made,  but  not  in  conformity  to  the 
terms  of  his  Motion.  However,  it  would 
show  the  system  that  was  carried  on  by 
the  Post-office  Solicitor.  The  office  of 
the  Solicitor  to  the  Post-office  also  re- 
quired examinatiou,  for  he  believed  many 
things  took  place  there,  which  the  Post- 
master-Oeneral  knew  nothing  at  all  about. 
In  Scotland  the  Solicitor  of  the  Poet- 
office  demanded,  that  letters  should  be 
sent  him  for  the  purpose  of  prosecuting 
the  lieges,  and  many  persons  had,  in  con- 
sequence of  his  proceedings,  been  fined 
illegally.  In  England  the  Postmaster- 
Geneml  put  a  stop  to  these  proceedings 
on  bis  own  authority,  but  in  Scotland 
they  were  carried  to  a  great  extent.  In 
Glasgow  one  man  received  notice  that  he 
had  contravened  the  law,  and  incurred 
penalties  by  sending  letters  otherwise  than 
through  the  Post-office  to  the  extent  of 
570/. ;  and  it  was  said,  that  the  proceed- 
ings against  him  were  founded  upon  in- 
formation. This,  however,  was  not  the 
hclf  for  the  Post-office  had  opened  the 
letters,  and  were  guilty  of  felony  in  doing 
so.  It  appeared  from  the  Return  which 
he  had  moved  for,  that  the  informations 
which  had  been  fodged  in  England 
amounted  to  200,  while  in  Scotland,  in  the 
same  time,  they  amounted  to  524,  and  in 
Ireland  they  amounted  to  only  eighteen  ; 
why  should  there  have  been  such  an  extra- 
ordinary number  in  Scotland?  It  was 
the  practice  of  the  Post-office  authorities 
to  go  to  the  coach-office  and  seize  the 
parcels  tliere,  and  if  they  found  any 
letters  in  them,  to  prosecute  the  persons 
sending  them.  They  had  no  right  to  do 
so.  Such  a  practice  was  productive 
of  great  inconvenience  and  annoyance 
to  the  public,  especially  to  professional 
men,  such  as  solicitors,  who  were  in  the 
constant  habit  of  sending  important 
parcels  by  coach.  He  was  informed  by  soli- 
citors at  Gloucester,  that  they  experienced 
such  annoyance  from  the  Post-office 
opening  their  parcels,  often  containing 
as  they  did  important  and  delicate  docu- 
ments, that  it  was  their  detennination  to 
employ  a  person  to  go  at  stated  periods 
with  their  parcels  to  London,  to  defend 
them,  and  not  allow  the  Post-office  to 
touch  them.  In  the  Return  he  had  moved 
for,  the  places  where  the  informations  had 
been  laia  were  required,  but  no  such  thing 


was  given.    The  plain  infeienee  was,  that 
it  was  not  thought  advisable  to  give  it.    For 
every  bL  levied  under  such  informations, 
of  which  the  Post-office  received  2/.  lOs., 
an  expense  of  no  less  than   15/.  was  in- 
curred, which  went  into  the  pockets  of 
their  professional  men.    The  proceedings 
of  the  Scotch  solicitor  to  the  Post-office, 
to  which  he  had  already  referred,  were, 
he  had  no  doubt,  quite  contrary  to  law. 
The  Post-office  department  was  conducted 
with  so  much  secresy,  it  was  kept  with  al!^ 
its  proceedings  so  much  out  of  the  public* 
view,  that  nobody  could  know  anything 
certain  of  its  interior  management ;  and  it 
was    therefore    impossible   positively    to 
prove  many  of  the  charges  which   the 
public  believed,  and  which  he  believed, 
to  be  well-founded  as  regarded  the  Post- 
office.     One  of  these  charges  was,  that 
during  the  sorting  of  letters  parties  were 
allowed   to  select    letters  *for  an   early 
delivery.     He  understood  that  such  was 
the  case.      Within   the  last  few  days  a 
friend   of  his,    living    in  Dorset-square, 
applied  to  the  postman  to  know  whether 
he  could  have  his  letters   by  the  early 
delivery ;  and  the  reply  was,  that  he  could, 
by  paying  5s.  or  7s.  the  quarter.   No  such 
practice  should  be  allowed  in  a  public 
office.  With  regard  to  his  (Mr.  Wallace's) 
letters,  about  which  he  complained  last 
year,  he  was  still  convinced  that  the  seals 
had  been  broken,  and  that  they  had  been 
opened  by  the  Post-office.     He  believed, 
too,  and  his  correspondents  believed,  that 
his  letters  and  their  letters  to  him  con- 
tinued still  to  be  opened.    It  was  only 
three  days  ago  that  he  received,  through 
the   twopenny-post,  two  letters,  one   of 
which  had  been  delayed  two  days,  and 
the  other  one  day  longer  than  they  ought 
in  their   delivery.      He  wrote  to  Sir  F. 
Freeling   to  know   why  they  had   been 
delayed,  and  why  they  had  been  sent  to 
him    through    the  twopenny-post.    The 
reply  to  his  letter  was,  that  though  it  was 
true    his    letters,    which    had    travelled 
through    the  General    Post-office    from 
Edinburgh  to  London,  bad  been  missing 
for  two  days,  yet  where  they  had  been 
during  that  interval  could  not  be  accounted 
for.     Sir  Francis  Freeling  said,  that  he 
had  endeavoured  to  trace  them,  but  his 
efforts    had    been    in    vain.      He    (Mr. 
Wallace)  would  leave  it  to  the  House  to 
judge  whether   this  most    extraordinary 
circumstance  did  not  serve  to  show  the 
necessity  of  reforming  the  two  post-offices. 
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He  n^ould  protMM^,  that  the  (WO  establish- 
meilts — the  geinn^l  ahd  twopenny  post- 
offices —  should  be  consolidated;  and 
whenever  it  could  be  done  one  general  sys- 
tem established.  The  system  of  charging 
poor  persons  who  lived  in  villages  one 
penny  extra  for  every  newspaper  or  letter 
addressed  to  them  was  most  odioas^  for  in 
effect  it  exacted  a  tax  from  a  class  of 
individuals  ill  able  to  bear  it.  This  was 
not  th^  titne  to  pfe^s  in  any,  the  least 
degree,  upon  the  industrious  daaseSi  and 
he  contended  that  in  respect  to  their  letters^ 
and  newspapers,  they  ought  to  b6  placed 
on  the  same  footitig  with  the  rich  man. 
He  admitted,  that  there  were  many  excel- 
hncies  and  conveniences  arising  from  the 
Post-office  establishment,  but  stiH  it  wjis 
also  contaminated  by  many  evils,  of  which 
he  sought  by  the  present  Motion  to 
eleanse  it.  One  of  those  evils  was  the 
imjpost  upon  the  poor  man  to  which  he 
bad  adverted,  and  he  could  not  conceive 
on  wh^t  grounds  it  conld  be  maintained, 
especially  when  the  aristocracy  of  this 
country  were  bom  to  have  their  letters 
passed  free.  Another  amendment  also 
loudly  called  for  in  the  Post-office  arrange- 
ments of  this  country  was  a  more  equal 
regulation  of  the  rates  of  postage  than 
were  at  present  in  force.  In  this  respect 
the  example  set  by  the  French  Govem- 
meht  was  well  worthy  of  imitation.  He 
was  prepared  with  the  whole  of  th«  French 
scale^  and  with  the  French  Post-office 
laws,  as  lodged  with  every  postmaster 
throughout  that  country,  so  as  to  enable 
every  man  to  kidow  whether  or  not  he  was 
cheated.  He  also  strongly  deprecated 
the  present  courte  followed  in  this  country 
with  respect  to  the  Sunday  post.  In 
this  feeling  he  was  corroborated  by  the 
authority  of  Sir  F.  Freelmg  himself. 
This  system,  under  which  letters  might 
lie  in  all  the  small  post-offices  throughotit 
the  country  for  many  hours,  tfffbrded  a 
fhdility  for  taking  out  money  from  letters 
so  deposited,  and  of  Which  the  country 
had  much  reason  tO  complain.  The  extent 
ofpei*nlations  thus  effected,  and  indeed 
thus  assisted,  could  scarcely ^e  accurately 
known,  for  the  retnrn  whidh  had  been 
made  was  confined,  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Northampton  had  stated  it  necessarily 
must,  to  the  amount  of  monies  taken  out 
of  Tetters  for  which  parties  had  been  plrose- 
cuted.  Here,  then,  was  another  ground 
for  complaint,  for  it  would  seem  as  though 
the  bead  of  the  Post-office  could  stand  in 


the  situation  of  Judge,  and  either  dismiss 
his  officials  from  the  service  on  a  charge 
being  made,  or  prosecute,  as  he  might 
think  fit.  This  was  a  most  unconstitutional 
power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  any  one 
individual  or  body  of  individuals,  and  was 
one  which  he  much  doubted  whether  the 
Sovereign  possessed  the  power  to  delegate 
by  his  patent.  From  the  detention,  too, 
of  the  mails  on  Sundays  (for  though  the 
coaches  travelled,  the  mail^bags  were  de- 
tained) another  evil  arose*— namely,  that 
however  important  the  business,  however 
serious  the  nature  of  the  communication, 
and  however  urgent  its  object,  no  man 
conld  send  a  letter  (not  even  by  coach, 
for  it  would  subject  him  to  a  penaityy 
from  the  metropolis  for  a  space  of  forty- 
eight  honrs^^namely,  from  seven  o^clock 
on  Saturday  night,  to  seven  o'clock  on 
Monday  night.  In  illustration  of  the  ill 
effects  of  this  system,  he  would  mention 
a  circumstance  which  had  come  under  his 
own  observation  at  the  receiving-house  at 
Charing-cross,  where  an  individual,  whom 
he  subsequently  ascertained  to  be  a  servant 
of  Lord  F.  Fitzclarence,  with  a  most 
creditable  feeling,  was  anxious  to  send 
some  pecuniary  assistance  to  his  brother, 
who  he  had  reason  to  believe  was  in  a 
dying  state  in  Birmingham.  The  man 
arrived  a  few  mmntes  too  late  at  the 
receiving^ffice,  and  his  distress  was  in- 
describable. He  seized  the  reins  of  the 
horse,  declaring  he  would  give  all  he 
possessed  in  the  world  if  his  letter  were 
taken.  He  had  subsequently  on  the 
following  Monday  franked  the  letter  con- 
taining two  sovereigns  for  the  man ;  but 
this  fraternal  gift,  by  the  delay  which  had 
ensued^  might  have  reached  its  destina- 
tion too  late  to  be  of  benefit  to  the  party 
whom  it  was  destined  to  assist.  Doubtless 
many  such  instances  were  of  daily  occur- 
rence, but  this  alone  served  to  show  the 
necessity  of  the  mail  being  regularly 
despatched  on  Sundays.  He  could  not 
understand  why  they  should  not  be  sent. 
He  had  made  inquiry  at  the  Post-office,  and 
the  answer  he  generally  got  was,  that  Sir 
Francis  Freeling  humbugged  them  all; 
that  he  kept  his  town  house  and  his 
country  house;  and  loved  his  ease  too 
well  to  have  Sunday  mails.  He  now  came 
to  a  matter  which  he  was  quite  sure  the 
House  was  not  at  all  prepared  to  hear— 
he  alluded  to  the  steam-packet  service  in 
the  employ  of  the  Post-office  department. 
He  must  first  remark,  that  the  Returns 
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conneeted  with  this  branch  of  th«  dqMvl- 
meot  were  most  fallacioiis,  and  had  been 
prepared  in  a  manner  not  only  totally 
different  from  that  followed  at  the  Treasury, 
Navy,  and  War  offices,  hot  from  which  it 
was  impossible  for  any  individnal  to  gather 
accurate  information.  Dismissing  this 
point,  however,  he  must  remind  the  Hoose 
that  the  Post-office  had  erected  an  im- 
mense establishment  of  steam-packets, 
contrary  to,  and  in  the  very  teeth  of,  the 
recommendation  of  the  three  Commission- 
ers of  Inquiry,  as  contained  in  their 
22nd  report.  One  of  the  objects  of  the 
speculation  thus  commenced  was  shown 
by  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Freeling,  the  then 
acting  Postmaster-Qeneral  of  the  day. 
He  said,  **  A  few  days  since,  I  received  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Lees  (the  Secretary  to  the 
Irish  Post-office)  and  from  the  agents  at 
Holyhead,  that  the  steam-boats  had  com- 
menced operations,  and  that  from  the 
extensive  scale  upon  which  they  are  con- 
ducted it  may  be  expected  that  their 
combined  exertions  will  complete  the 
annihilation  of  the  regular  profits  of  the 
e;eneral  steam-packets."  The  Post-office, 
however,  commenced  to  build  their  steam- 
boats without  plans  or  specifications  being 
previously  furnished,  and  the  whole  pro- 
ceeding was  conducted  in  a  most  extrava- 
gant manner ;  while,  if  the  boats  bad  only 
been  built  by  contract,  as  had  been 
recommended  by  the  Commissioners,  they 
might  have  had  not  only  a  better  but  a 
much  cheaper  supply,  lliough  the  Clyde 
had  been  the  first  to  send  forth  steam- 
boats, the  ports  on  that  river  had  suffered 
greatly  from  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Post-office.  A  company,  which  had  been 
formed  amongst  his  constituents  to  place  a 
steam-boat  on  the  Dublin  station,  which 
of  course  beat  all  the  Post-office  sailing 
muskets,  had  made  several  offers  to  the 
rost-office,  in  order  to  save  their  interests 
from  being  destroyed  by  a  competition 
with  public  funds.  They  had  first  pro- 
posed to  carry  the  mails  for  nothing ;  this 
was  refused,  unless  the  Post-office  was 
allowed  to  put  into  the  vessels  commanders 
of  their  own  selection.  The  company 
acceded,  but  were  met  by  a  new  demand 
— viz.,  that  the  vessels  should  sail  at  such 
hours  as  the  Post-office  should  appoint. 
In  this  also  the  company  acquiesced,  pro- 
vided it  was  undertaken  to  return  the 
boats  in  as  good  condition  as  they  received 
them.  A  direct  refusal  terminated  the 
negotiation,  and  the  result  of  the  monopoly 


of  the  Post-office  had  been  the  mio  of 
two  out  of  three  families  who  had  em* 
barked  their  property  in  the  company. 
In  the  same  way  the  Liverpool  Sleaa 
Company,  knowing  that  it  coold  not  com- 
pete with  the  public  money,  offered  to 
carry  the  mails  for  nothing,  bat  it  was 
refused.  It  was  not  right  that  the  public 
money  should  be  used  to  crush  private 
enterprise,  and  yet,  in  the  case  he  allnded 
to,  the  Post-office  packets  had  entered 
into  a  competition  with  the  Liverpool 
Company  to  reduce  the  fares,  and  had, 
he  believed,  carried  over  in  one  year  5,000 
or  6,000  persons  for  nothing.  Out  of 
this  system  also  had  ^wn  up  a  most 
expensive  land  establishment  for  the 
repair  of  steam-boats  at  Holyhead,  to 
which  the  boats  from  Milford  and  other 
stations  were  all  taken.  In  this  establish- 
ment there  was  a  nice  coterie,  who  no 
doubt  had  snug  pickin|^,  for  nothing  was 
done  by  contract,  neither  was  anything 
supplied  by  tender.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  House  with  the  details  of  the 
amount  of  the  expenses  of  the  Post-office 
steam-boat  establishment;  but  it  would 
appear  that  in  nine  years,  beginning  in 
1821,  and  ending  in  1830,  the  Treasury 
were  in  advance  to  that  department  not 
less  than  about  670,0002. ;  for  the  four 
years  since  he  estimated  400,000/.  more 
would  be  required ;  and  therefore,  calcu- 
lating interest  at  the  rate  of  five  per  cent, 
there  could  not  now  be  less  to  the  debit 
of  the  Post-office  than  a  sum  of  1 ,300,000/. 
A  great  deal  of  indignation  had  formerly 
been  expressed  with  reference  to  the  mode 
in  which  the  afiairs  of  the  Post-office  had 
been  conducted  in  Ireland,  but  nothing 
had  been  said  of  the  state  of  things  in  the 
same  department  in  Scotland,  in  which 
one  system  of  plunder  prevailed,  until  the 
Commission  of  Inquiry  went  forth,  and 
the  whole  was  hushed  up.  This  took 
place  at  the  time  Mr.  Freeling  was  at  the 
head  of  the  general  department,  and  he 
(Mr.  Wallace)  maintained  he  was  account- 
able for  all  that  took  place ;  on  the  inquiry 
it  turned  out,  that  eleven  sorters  in  the 
Edinburgh  and  Leith  post-offices  were 
implicated  in  criminal  practices — that  a 
combination  of  twenty-one  letter-sorters 
had  realized,  by  peculation,  2,000/.  a- 
year  for  a  long  period  ;  and  that  in  all  no 
less  than  thirty-six  officials  were  implicated 
in  the  division  of  plunder,  while  others 
had  perjured  themselves  in  order  to  escape 
the  investigation.    He  meant  to  contend. 
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by  implication,  that  the  same  practices 
still  continued,  inasmuch  as  the  same 
parties  continued  in  office.  Scotland 
nad  also  to  complain,  that  the  whole  of 
the  mail-coaches,  save  one,  had  been 
stopped,  and  that,  desirable  as  it  would 
foe,  no  mails  were  sent  by  the  numerous 
steam-boats  navigating  the  Clyde,  and 
which  afforded  so  admirable  a  means  of 
communication  with  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland  and  with  Ireland.  The  only 
mail-coach,  instead  of  going  direct, 
travelled  round  by  Stranraer,  and  through 
the  county  of  Ayr,  in  order  to  maintain 
those  immense  jobs,  the  harbours  of  Port- 
arlington  and  Donaghadee,  while  a  direct 
communication  by  steam  from  Greenock 
to  Ireland  would  effect  a  saving  of  time 
of  not  less  than  thirty  hours.  It  was  im- 
possible that  such  a  state  of  things  could 
much  longer  continue,  though  the  Post- 
office  seemed  to  look  to  its  revenues  rather 
than  the  convenience  of  the  public.  He 
had  already  stated,  that  the  mail  coaches 
bad  been  stopped  in  Scotland,  and  the 
mail  bags,  with  their  valuable  contents, 
were  either  conveyed  on  horseback  or  in 
light  carts ;  but  the  routes  of  many  were 
so  circuitous  as  to  deteriorate  even  from 
these  modes  of  conveyance.  It  had  been 
communicated  to  him  by  his  friend  Sir 
T.  Brisbane,  that  letters  to  the  town  of 
Kelso  were  taken  a  circuit  of  seventy-five 
miles,  though  they  could  be  directly  con- 
veyed by  a  route  not  exceeding  forty  miles. 
•Indeed,  this  inconvenience  was  so  strongly 
felt  in  some  districts,  that  the  editor  of 
the  Kelso  Mail  had  established  a  post  of 
bis  own  for  the  transmission  of  his  news- 
papers. Who  wished  to  see  these  two- 
penny-halfpenny reductions  made,  for 
which  the  Qovernroent  had  chosen  to  take 
credit  to  itself?  He  really  hoped,  that 
persons  would  be  found  to  take  a  more 
liberal  and  extended  view  of  things.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  longer  than 
five  minutes,  whilst  he  read  a  few  extracts 
from  the  evidence  given  by  the  late  Post- 
master-general before  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  reduction  of  salaries.  [The 
bon.  Member  proceeded  to  read  the 
extracts,  making  comments  upon  them 
from  time  to  time,  with  a  view  of  showing 
that  great  abuses  and  jobs  existed  in  the 
Post-offices  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  which 
had  not  been  remedied.]  The  opinion  of 
the  Committee  before  whom  this  evidence 
was  given  was  against  the  performance  by 
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a  single  individual  of  the  duties  which 
were  attached  to  the  office  of  Postmaster- 
general,  which  was  in  favour  of  his 
Motion  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry.  He 
had  selected  these  extracts  from  a  very 
large  and  voluminous  body  of  Reports, 
almost  half  a-yard  thick,  and  he  would 
not  weary  the  House  by  going  further 
into  them.  Before,  however,  he  sat 
down,  he  must  advert  to  the  sentiments 
of  the  late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
when  he  was  attacked  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Bath  on  account  of  the  proceed- 
ings taken  by  the  government  of  Lower 
Canada — namely,  that  as  the  Government 
was  on  that  question  placed  on  its  trial, 
it  was  necessary  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
instituted  to  prove  the  Government  had 
acted  in  a  manner  befitting  the  honour 
and  interests  of  the  country.  In  that 
sentiment  he  entirely  concurred,  and  it 
applied  with  unabated  force  to  the  present 
question.  Complaints  were  loud  against 
the  Post-office  system  of  mismanagement; 
let  the  noble  Lord  satisfy  the  public  that 
these  complaints  were  ill-founded,  by 
setting  an  inquiry  on  foot  that  would 
disprove  the  charges  brought  against  the 
Post-office.  Let  the  noble  Lord,  too, 
remember  the  sentiment  to  which  he  gave 
utterance  on  the  14th  of  December, 
1830— *<  Thank  God,  the  time  for  govern- 
ing this  country  by  patronage  has  passed 
by."  It  was  worthy  of  the  noble  Lord's 
consideration.  The  bon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  saying,  that  whatever  the  talents 
and  the  industry  of  any  one  man  might 
be,  the  avocations  of  a  Postmaster-general 
were  too  multitudinous  for  one  man  to 
discharge  them  to  the  public  satisfaction, 
and  on  this  ground,  in  common  with 
those  which  he  had  before  urged,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  not  refuse 
its  support  to  the  Motion.  He  moved, 
"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  his  Majesty,  praying  that  he  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  management  of 
the  Post-office  and  packet  service." 

Mr.  Edward  Lytton  Bulwer  thought, 
there  were  many  matters  connected  with 
this  subject  which  rendered  inquiry  de- 
sirable ;  amongst  others  of  considerable  im- 
portance, was  the  deficiency  in  the  pay- 
ments to  the  revenue,  amounting  on  the 
average  to  517/.  14f.  3d.  weekly.  His 
hon.  friend  had  alluded  to  the  situation  of 
Solicitor  to  the  Post-office.  The  salary 
of  the  individual  who  held  this  appoint- 
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neat  was  3001.  a-jear;  and  it  waa  gene-  iDterests,  aod  it  waa  bis  duty  to  tee  ham 
rally  tboi^t,  that  this  tom  waa  aO  that'  far  be  ooaU  cxteod  ibe  advantages  of 
tbe  GentlemaD  leceived  liroiD  die  poUic '  tbat  coannaBicatioa.  Was  tbat  prio- 
oa  accoootof  his  pcofessional  assistance.]  ciple  likely  to  be  acted  on  onder  tbe 
Tbe  fact  was,  bowerer,  tbat  tbis  300/.  present  system?  Now,  if  a  Duke  re- 
was  paid  only  as  a  kind  of  retaining ;  signed,  tbey  most  look  out  for  an  Ear!  or 
fee,  and  that  the  annual  emolnments  of  a  Marqaeas  to  fill  his  place.  He  did  not 
tbe  office  were  not  less  than  2,500/. !  wish,  to  discoorage  noblemen  from  taking 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might  doabt  office,  bot  regard  ooght  to  be  bad  to  their 
bis  statement,  bat  he  gave  it  on  the  an-   being  in  every  respect  folly  qoalified  lor 


tbority  of  the  Report  of  tbe  Committee  of 
1 829.  Now,  it  was  an  admitted  principle, 
that  a  Solicitor  ooght  not  to  have  an  in- 
terest in  creating  legal  difficolties,  and  in 
increasing  the  correspondence,  for  bis 
sbare  of  which  he  charged  at  the  rate 
of  6<.  8^.  per  letter.  Tbe  Solicitor  to  tbe 
Post-office,  like  other  Solicitors  to  public 
bodies,  ooght  to  derive  bis  whole  emolo- 
ment  from  a  fixed  salary.  He  would  next 
speak  of  the  Two-peony-post  Department. 
The  average  mileage  of  tbe  General-post 
was  7/.  per  mile  for  tbe  yeaf ;  hot  throogb- 
out  tbe  Two-penny  post  offices  it  amount- 
ed to  1 W.  for  tbe  yean  Strock  with  the 
disparity,  the  Commissioners  who  were 
formerly  appointed,  after  investigatiog  tbe 
matter,  suggested  an  expedient  by  which 
they  might  get  rid  of  the  whole  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  mileage.  The  proposal  was, 
tbat  a  contract  sboold  be  entered  into 
with  tbe  proprietors  of  the  r^olar  coaches 
on  the  roads,  who  sboold  be  made  to  give 
security  for  the  proper  discbarge  of  tbe 
duty  intrusted  to  them;  it  was  at  the 
same  time  suggested,  that  their  remoner- 
ation  shoold  consist  in  their  being  ex- 
empted from  tbe  payment  of  tbe  turnpike 
tolls.  This,  it  was  tbooght,  would  pay  the 
short  stages  amply  for  carrying  the  bags, 
and  while  tbe  public  would  get  all  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  business  being  performed, 
there  would  be  saved  tbe  whole  of  the 
extravagant  charge  for  mileage.  He 
must  tay,  that  be  did  not,  as  a  general 
principle,  approve  of  the  appointment  of 
Boards  for  the  despatch  of  business ;  re- 
sponsibility was  unnecessarily  weakened  by 
trusting  to  five  persons  a  duty  tbat  might 
be  discharged  by  one.  But  in  tbe  case  of 
the  Postmaster-general,  the  individual 
ought  to  be  one  who  was  accustomed  to 
the  routine  of  business,  and  who  was  com- 
.  pletely  master  of  all  the  details  connected 
with  his  particular  office.  The  principle 
that  ought  to  be  kept  in  view  hy  him  who 
was  at  the  bead  of  the  Post-office  was, 
that  this  departmeut  was  the  great  medium 


the  duties  tbey  ondertook  to  perform. 
Tbey  at  least  ought  not  to  be  mvariably 
selected  to  tbe  exdosioQ  of  other  persons, 
who,  if  permanently  appointed,  wooM 
gain  greater  experience,  and  discharge 
their  doties  more  efficiently.  Daring 
the  last  ten  years  education  had  in- 
creased, commerce  bad  increased,  and 
there  bad  been  more  political  excite- 
ment than  usual,  which  alwaya  occa- 
sioned an  additional  amount  of  corre- 
spondence. Notwithstanding  this,  tbe  re- 
venues of  tbe  Post-office  during  the  Ual 
ten  years  had  diminished.  It  was  calcu- 
Isted,  tbat  tbe  relief  afforded  to  the  public 
for  the  last  ten  years  in  the  reduction  of 
charges,  amounted  to  25,000/. ;  bot  the 
number  of  letters  had  increased  15,000 
aday  smce  1829.  In  1829,  the  average 
number  of  letters  was  15,000  a-day  1^ 
than  at  present.  If,  then,  they  took  that 
calculation  as  their  basis,  it  would  be 
found  that  tbe  revenue  should  have  in- 
creased more  than  five  times  tbe  amount 
of  tbe  25,000/.,  from  which  tbe  public 
was  relieved.  During  the  last  ten  years, 
in  which  period  tbe  revenue  of  the  Eng- 
lish Post-office  was  stationary,  tbat  of  the 
Post-office  of  France  bad  cfoobled.  It 
appeared  to  him,  tbat  on  these  facts  they 
most  arrive  at  one  of  three  conclusions. 
Either  our  scale  of  charges  for  tbe  trana- 
mission  of  letters  was  too  high,  or  tbe 
Post-office  revenue  was  not  well  collected ; 
or  the  expenses  of  tbe  establishment  were 
not  in  a  fair  proportion  to  the  profits. 
Whatever  the  cause  of  tbe  deficiency,  be 
thought,  tbat  a  sufficient  case  was  made 
out  for  an  inquiry.  He  hoped,  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  refuse  bis  consent  to 
the  pr<^K)6ed  investigation. 

Mr.  Vemon  Smith  said,  he  had  under- 
taken to  offer  a  few  observations  to  the 
House  on  this  question,  having  been 
personally  requested  to  do  so  by  the  noble 
Duke  who  bad  lately  presided  over  the 
Post-office  Department.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  the  House  would  do  him  the 


ofcommunicationof  all  private  and  public  I  justice  to  believe,  that  he  would   not 
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^pear  thero  merely  as  an  adyoca^; 
ije  assured  them,  tli^t  his  views  entirely 
coipcided  with  the  statements  tbat  he  was 
authorised  to  make*  He  begged  further 
t^  assure  them,  that  in  all  the  intercourse 
thfit  he  had  ever  had  with  the  ^qble  Duke, 
he  had  found  in  him  the  greatest  candour, 
combined  with  the  most  perfect  willing* 
ness  to  entertain  such  objections  as  might 
be  made  to  any  of  the  pjroceedings  of  the 
Post-office,  and  if  he  tboijight  the  sugges- 
tions worthy  of  consideration,  and  subse- 
quently of  adoption,  he  invariably  carried 
them  into  execution  with  that  integrity  of 
purpose  which  distinguished  his  manly 
character,  and  which  made  his  secession 
from  office,  if  he  might  then  allude  to  that 
subject,  a  severe  deprivation.  He  would 
adaress  himself  to  a  few  of  the  facts  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  if  such  his 
statements  could  be  called,  after  he  him- 
self had  jtold  the  House,  that  he  gave  them 
without  being  able  to  vouch  for  their  accu- 
racy. One  of  the'  charges  made  against 
the  Postmaster-general  was,  that  he  had 
produced  certain  information  to  the 
House;  and  it  was  asked,  was  it  ever 
heard  of  before,  that  a  Postnpiaster-general 
volunteered  information  ?  It  was  rather 
extraordinary  tbat  at  the  very  moment 
when  this  objection  was  stated,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  submitted  a  Motion  to  the 
House,  the  object  of  which  was,  to  obtain 
bformation.  As  regarded  the  inform- 
ation being  volunteered,  however,  it  would 
have  been  well  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
searched  the  journals  of  the  House  before 
he  made  the  charge :  because,  if  he  had 
so  done,  he  would  have  found  that,  on  the 
4th  or  5th  of  March  last,  the  paper  in 
question  was  ordered  by  the  House ;  a 
Motion  to  that  effect  being  made  and 
agreed  to.  Before  the  hon.  Gentleman 
recommended  the  renewal  of  the  old  Com- 
mission which  had  been  appointed,  he 
ought  to  consider  to  what  extent  the  ar« 
rangements  he  had  in  vic^w  were  already 
in  progress.  The  hon.  Gentleman  sug- 
gested, that  the  revenue  of  the  Post-office 
ought  to  be  kept  completely  under  the 
control  of  a  Revenue  Boara;  to  this  it 
might  be  replied,  that  it  was  so  at  pre? 
sent;  for  no  money  derived  from  the  es- 
tablishment could  be  expended  without 
the  sanction  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury, 
The  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  might 
think  this  an  incompetent  Board ;  at  all 
events,he  must  admit,  that  the  Post-office 
revenue  was  under  some  control.     The 


hon*  Gentleman  had  recommended  that 
Sunday  Mails  should  be  establish^. 
He  (Mr.  Smith)  had  personally  mo  ob- 
jection to  them ;  but  he  believed  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  considerable 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  sanction  of  the 
House  to  his  proposition.  He  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  Sabbath 
BUI,  No.  1.  and  Sabbath  Bill,  No.  2. 
were  not  yet  disposed  of,  and  he  would 
submit,  that  it  might  be  considered 
a  strange  affront  to  the  hon.  Members  who 
had  brought  in  those  Bills,  to  propose,  in 
direct  opposition  to  them,  the  despatching 
of  Mails  on  the  Sunday.  [Mr.  Hume: 
The  Mails  go  now.]  He  knew  they  did ; 
but  they  carried  no  letters,  and  were  not 
publicly  sanctioned,  as  they  would  be  by 
the  conveyance  of  letterai.  He,  however, 
would  leave  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  settle 
this  matter  in  his  own  way  with  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  in  referring  to  this 
point,  had  brought  some  severe  charges 
against  Sir  Francis  Freeling.  The  hon. 
Member  said,  that  Sir  Francis  Freeling 
wished  to  enjoy  his  Sundays.  He  did  not 
think  it  very  unnatural  that  such  a  wish 
should  be  entertained ;  but  it  could  hardly 
be  supposed,  that  that  consideration  alone 
would  be  sufficient  to  prevent  despatching 
Mails  on  a  Sunday.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  other  grounds  of  complaint 
against  the  Secretary  to  the  Post-office. 
He  admitted  him  to  be  the  civilest  of  all 
public  functionaries ;  but  he,  at  the  same 
time,  quarrelled  with  him  for  taking  on 
himself  authority.  The  hon.  Gentleman's 
recommendation  was  a  Board  with  a  Se« 
cretary ;  but  what  Board  could  be  men* 
tinned,  the  Secretary  or  Chairmaa  of 
which  had  not  the  principal  authority. 
The  Secretaries  of  the  Admiralty  and 
Treasury  Boards  were  in  constant  com- 
munication with  other  puhlic  bodies. 
There  must  be  one  person  who  was,  in 
fact,  the  executive  authority,  to  whom 
matters  of  detail  were  delegated.  As  re* 
garded  the  compensation  which  the  Secre* 
tary  to  the  Post-office  ought  to  receive, 
that  was  not  properly  a  subject  of.  Post- 
office  inquiry.  If  the  hop.  Gentleman 
thought  the  present  salary  too  much, 
let  hun  bring  the  matter  as  a  distinct 
motion  before  the  House,  when  no  doubt 
it  would  be  dealt  with  as  the  House  dealt 
with  every  similar  question,  justly  and 
economically,  though  he  would  remark, 
that  he  believed  the  present  remuneration 
to  be  as  strictly  founded  in  justice  as  any 
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rtmoDeration  coald  be.    But  if  it  were 
not,  it  was  a  finaDcial   matter  for  the 
House,  and  it  was  unfair  to  brings  it  for- 
ward in  aggravation  of  the  charges  made 
against  the  Post-office.    The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman recommended,  that  the  contracts 
for  the  lines  of  road  should  be  open  to 
competition,  and  they  were  so;  but  it  was 
not  thought  discreet  to  trust  in  every  case 
to  the  highest  bidder  so  important  a  con- 
tract as  that  of  the  conveyance  of  the 
msuls.    The  office  was  limited,  therefore, 
to  a  certain  number  of  persons,  who  were 
known  to  be  responsible,  and  to  be  the 
most  likely  to  undertake  the  business  with 
all  the  responsibility  ;  the  practice  was,  to 
take  the  highest  offer  made  b^  those  indi- 
viduals.   The  hon.  Gentleman  had  talked 
of  a  new  scheme,  but  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
discover  in   what   it  consisted.      It  ap- 
peared to  him,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
laid  down  no  broad  principle,  but  confined 
himself  to  little  matters  of  detail.     If  it 
were  proposed   to  abandon  the  revenue 
derived  from  the  Post-office,  and  to  make 
the  establishment  a  means  of  communica- 
tion only,  that  would  be  a  tangible  ques- 
tion, and  would  be  a  fair  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House;  but  the  hon. 
member  for  Greenock  had  not  gone  that 
length,  and  he  was  not  aware  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  had ;  at  all 
events  it  did  not  appear  to  him  that  such 
a  reduction  would  be  much  in  accordance 
with  the  present  state  of  the  revenue. 
The  hon.  member  for  Greenock  asserted 
that  the   Post-office  was  unpopular :    he 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  how  he  made 
out  his  case.     Nothing  was  said  in  the 
country  of  the  unpopularity  of  the  Post- 
office.     During  the  present  Session  there 
kad  been  very  few  attacks  made  on  it, 
and  what  there  were  had  proceeded  wholly 
from  the   hon.  member    for  Greenock. 
There  had  been,  he  believed,  two  petitions 
from    Cheltenham,    in    which   the   hon. 
member  for  Greenock  had  taken  great  in- 
terest ;  but  it  so  happened,  that  they  were 
laughed  to  scorn,  and  turned  out  of  the 
House.    What  could  make  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman so  anxious  for  the  appointment  of 
this  Commission  he  could  not  conceive, 
unless,  as  he  bore  the  name  of  him  who 
was  at  the  head  of  the  old  Commission,  he 
wished  himself  to  be  put  at  the  head  of 
the  new  one.    The  hon.  Gentleman  took 
such  a  continued  interest  in  the  question, 
that  he  might  be  considered  a  sort  of 
standing  Commissioner  in  his  own  per- 


son.    Could  the  hon.  Gentleman  seri- 
ously wish  to  renew  the  old  Commission 
which  had  sat  for  eleven  years,  and  cost 
the  country  90,000/.,  and  merely  to  carry 
out  proposed  petty  investigations,  there 
having  been  as  yet  no  great  principle  of 
improvement  laid  down?     Allusion   had 
been  made  to  the  opening  of  parcels  by 
the  Post-office.    The  fact  was,  that  par- 
cels were  never  opened  except  on  positive 
information    that  letters  were  in   those 
parcels.     If  the  Post-office  was   to  be 
allowed  to  protect  itself,  it  was  necessary 
for  it  to  have  this  power.  But  it  was  said, 
the  principle  of  competition  ought  to  be 
acted  on,  and  that  the  public  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  avail  itself  of  that  conveyance 
which    was    cheapest..     This,    however, 
brought  them  back  to  the  question  of 
revenue,  which  was  one  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  settle  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  House.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  availed  himself  of  the 
aristocratic  ground  of  objection ;   he  had 
asserted,  that  the  Two-penny  Post  was 
principally  collected  from  the  poor ;   but 
could  it  be  said,  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Hammersmith  were  poorer  than  those  of 
Grosvenor-place  ?    It   was  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  extend  the  dis« 
tance,  at  present  confined  to  a  circuit  of 
twelve    miles    round    London,   to   every 
capital  town.  The  effect  of  such  a  change 
as  this  would  be  a  material  increase  of 
the  postage  in  country  towns.  The  bharge 
for  delivering  letters  in  them  was  at  pre- 
sent only  Id.    Then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
complained  of  the  difficulty  of  making 
complaints  to  a  Duke ;  but  if  there  was 
ground  of  complaint,  why  could  it  not  he 
as  easily  stated  to  a  Duke  as  to  a  Board  ? 
The  fact  was,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  been  sparing  of  his  complaints : 
he  had  railed  against  the  late  noble  Post- 
master-general almost  the  whole  of  the 
time  the  noble  Duke  was  in  office.    The 
hon.  Gentleman    had    complained    that 
some  returns  moved  for  had  not  been  pro- 
duced ;    but  it  was  difficult  to  comply 
fully  with  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  this  respect,  he  having  moved  for 
a   return  of   all  the  letters   ''  gone  and 
missing."     Certainly    a   preference    had 
been  given  to  Government-built  packets, 
rather  than  to  having  them  built  by  con- 
tracts ;    and  it  was  difficult,  perhaps,  to 
say  which  was  most  advantageous ;  but  it 
would  not  be  considered  that  the  country 
had  not  derived  very  great  benefit  from 
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the  principle  which  had  been  acted  on, 
when  it  was  considered,  that  the  Govern- 
ment, by  the  employ  of  steam-boats, 
might  be  said  to  have  brought  them  to 
their  present  state  of  perfection.  With 
respect  to  the  letter-carriers,  who  had 
been  described  as  walking  paupers  col- 
lecting pennies,  he  begged  to  inform  the 
House,  that  these  individuals  were  allowed 
to  receive  the  pennies  for  working  the 
extra  hour,  in  order  that  it  might  act  as  a 
greater  inducement  to  them  to  call  at 
nouses  for  letters,  than  they  would  have 
if  they  received  a  fixed  sum.  It  was  an 
accommodation  to  the  public  for  these 
persons  to  be  allowed  to  receive  letters 
after  the  offices  were  closed  ;  and  making 
their  remuneration  dependent  on  the 
number  of  letters  they  obtained  was  a  se- 
curity against  the  public  convenience 
being  neglected.  The  hon.  Member  who 
last  addressed  the  House  had  alluded  to 
a  weekly  deficiency  amounting  to  517Z. ; 
but  there  was  an  error  in  this  statement, 
the  calculations  being  made  without  re- 
ference to  the  incompleteness  of  the  re- 
turn. Reverting  to  the  proposal  to 
establish  a  Board,  he  must  say,  that  he 
preferred  individual  to  divided  responsi- 
bility. But  the  hon.  member  for  Greenock 
inquired  why  not  apply  the  principle  of 
individual  responsibility  in  other  cases: 
for  instance,  why  not,  in  place  of  the 
Treasury  and  other  Boards,  make  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  responsible? 
He  (Mr.  Smith)  might  not  object  to  this, 
if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
get  through  the  mass  of  business  that 
would  devolve  on  him  under  such  an  ar- 
rangement. But  there  was  this  differ- 
ence:  the  Treasury  Board,  besides  being 
a  Board  of  Control,  was  a  Board  of 
Appeal ;  and  this  power  of  appeal  was 
principally  available  when  property  was 
concerned.  As  a  challenge  had  been 
given  to  point  out  the  improvements 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  Post-office 
Department,  and  the  advantages  possess- 
ed by  individual  control  over  that  vested 
in  a  Board,  he  would  point  out  the  conso- 
lidation which  had  taken  place  between 
the  English,  Irish,  and  Scotch  Post-offices, 
and  the  beneficial  results  which  had  en- 
sued. The  advantages  derived  from  this 
measure  could  not  be  denied;  and  he 
would  not  hesitate  to  call  upon  the  Irish 
representatives  then  in  the  House  to  bear 
testimony  to  their  extent.  The  proposed 
arrangement  with  regard  to  newspapers 


was  another  measure  of  improvement, 
which,  when  carried  into  effect,  would  be 
found  greatly  beneficial.  He  would  not 
enter  into  further  details ;  but  he  would 
assert,  that  there  was  nothing .  proposed 
to  be  effected  by  the  commission  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  member  for  Greenock, 
which  the  House  itself  was  not  competent 
to  effect.  Already  some  progress  had 
been  made  in  improving  this  department, 
and  still  more  important  measures  were  in 
contemplation,  some  of  which  bad  been 
suggested  by  the  Commissioners  of  Re- 
venue Inouiry.  Amongst  these  was  one 
of  particular  importance,  namely,  the  free 
transmission  of  newspapers  to  foreign  parts, 
and  the  receipt  at  home  of  foreign  news- 
papers free  of  duty.  Improvements  in 
the  Two-penny-post  transmission  were  also 
in  contemplation.  In  addition  to  these 
alterations,  perquisites  would  be  abolish- 
ed. Ireland,  he  believed,  would  be  in.- 
cluded  in  the  arrangements.  The  at- 
tendance of  the  noble  Duke  who  had  been 
at  the  head  of  the  Post-office  department 
had  been  observed  upon;  but  he  (Mr. 
Smith)  challenged  proof  of  any  other 
person  who  had  filled  the  office  having 
been  more  attentive  to  its  duties.  He 
would  put  it  to  the  House,  whether  the 
hon.  member  for  Greenock  had  made  out 
a  case  which  called  upon  them  to  engage 
the  country  in  so  tedious  and  expensive 
an  inquiry  as  his  proposition  involved. 
What,  he  would  take  leave  to  ask,  would 
be  the  effect  of  this  tiresome  and  expen- 
sive inquiry  ?  Why,  its  only  effect  would 
be,  to  impede  and  oppose  the  improve- 
ments which  he  had  shown  were  already 
in  progress.  The  calling  of  officers  to 
give  evidence  would  not  only  prevent  the 
development  of  the  proposecf  improve- 
ments, but  also  delay  the  daily  business 
of  the  departments  in  which  they  were 
engaged.  With  respect  to  the  papers  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken,  they 
could  not,  by  any  possibility,  have  been 
given,  because  the  Commission  had  been 
put  an  end  to  by  a  Treasury  minute  be- 
fore those  papers  were  made  out.  The 
reason  of  this,  perhaps,  was,  that  com- 
missions at  the  period  alluded  to  did  not 
work  with  the  same  quickness,  nor  were 
they  so  efficient  as  those  of  later  appoint- 
ment. A  better  plan  than  the  Commis- 
sion now  sought  for  would  be  to  propose 
a  committee  on  the  Postage  Acts.  It  had 
been  contended,  that  the  proposition  for 
reciprocal  freedom  of  foreign  and  English 
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newspapers  had  originated  with  Prance. 
Surely  this  was  a  paltry  object  of  conten- 
tion ;  but  if  it  were  to  be  considered  a 
matter  of  importance,  he  was  pre- 
pued  to  show,  that  it  originated  with 
the  Doke  of  Richmond,  or  at  least 
that  it  was  he  who  brought  the  plan 
into  execation.  Tliey  were  now  abont 
to  enter  into  snch  reciprocity  with 
Prance,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  two 
great  countries,  separated  only  by  a  narrow 
channel,  and  which  had  hitherto  been  look- 
ed upon  as  natural  enemies,  would  hence- 
fbi'ward  have  no  rivalry  injurious  to  either, 
but  rather  enter  into  an  emulation  benefi- 
cial to  both,  tending  to  develope  their 
resources,  and  enable  them  freely,  and 
with  equal  advantage,  to  interchange 
the  surplus  productions  of  their  labour. 
Nor  was  it  only  with  France  that  inter, 
change  was  to  take  place.  It  diould  also 
extend  to  our  colomal  territories,  for  it 
would  be  hard  to  grant  to  France  that 
which  we  denied  to  onr  own  colonies. 
The  duties  would  be  taken  off  horn  all 
newspapers  nasdng  to  or  from  the  colonies 
and  the  mouiera»nntry.  The  advantages 
arising  from  this  arrangement  wouM  be  of 
great  tienefit  to  the  fbnner«  as,  instead  of 
Uidr  own  narrow  journals,  whose  matter 
was  in  a  great  deme  restricted  to  local 
scandal,  they  would  hare  the  advantage 
of  more  enleurged  and  able  prints.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  agree  with  him  in 
the  view  he  had  taken,  and  negative  the 
hon.  Member's  Motion.  He  would  move 
that  they  should  go  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Postaoe  Acts;  but  he  found,  that  such 
an  Amendment  was  contrary  to  the  orders 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  Hume  supported  the  Motion,  and 
was  of  opinion  diat  a  Commission  of  In- 

Sttiry  would  be  of  great  service.  In  the 
ays  in  which  the  former  Commission  was 
granted,  it  certainly  was  difficult  enough  to 
procure  inquiry,  and  yet,  notwithstanding 
the  difficulty  and  the  delay  with  which 
in  those  days  such  inquiries  were  burthen- 
ed,j  the  Committee  then  appointed  pro- 
duced evidence  enough  to  show,  that  the 
.department  which  they  were  appointed  to 
investigate  was  in  a  most  miserable  con- 
dition. Were  the  few  improvements  which 
had  been  so  ostentatiously  pointed  out  suf<- 
ficient  to  satisfy  the  House?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  sneered  at  Commissions. 
Was  not  this  rather  odd  in  a  Member  of  a 
Government  which  abounded  in  Commis- 
sions?    If  the  Ministry  would  grant  a 


{COMHOAS} 


Poii-Office. 


876 


Committee  in  the  next  Sesrion  on  this 
question,  he  would  advise  his  hon.  friend 
who  had  brought  forward  the  Motion  not 
to  preas  it ;  but  otherwise  he  would  advise 
him  to  proceed  with  it  Much  stress  had 
been  laid  on  the  reciprocal  exchange  of 
newspapers,  and  it  was  argued  as  a  crest 
boon ;  but  looking  at  it  as  pound,  shilling 
and  pence  matter,  it  was  not  of  such  very 
mat  importance.  Still  he  would  not 
deny  the  very  considerable  advantages 
which,  in  another  point  of  view,  were 
likdy  to  accrue  from  it ;  and  he  must  ad- 
mity  that  it  was  a  measure  calculated  to  put 
an  end  to  the  hostile  feelings  which  had  so 
frequently  existed  between  this  country 
and  France.  But  he  would  show,  from  the 
hand-writing  of  the  noble  Duke  to  whom 
this  measure  had  been  attributed,  that  he 
himself  did  not  set  a  higher  value  on  it  as 
regarded  revenue  than  S,5O0L,  and  that  so 
far  from  viewing  it  as  an  object  of  public 
advantage,  he  considered  it  as  of  little  im- 

E>rt.  Hero  the  hon.  Member  read  a 
tter  signed,  "  Richmond,"  written  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  dated 
July  16,  1833,  stating  that  the  free  trans- 
misuon  of  English  newspapers,  and  the 
circulation  hero  of  foreign  ones,  formed  the 
only  emoluments  of  the  officers  of  the  Fo- 
roisn  Post-office.  It  stated  the  amount 
to  be  about  3^500/.,  and  added  that  if  those 
emoluments  were  done  away,  and  the 
salaries  charged  upon  the  revenue,  it  would 
be  merely  to  accommodate  a  few  foreigners 
here,  and  some  English  abroad,  with  arti- 
cles of  luxury.  Surely,  continued  the  hon. 
Member,  after  expressing  such  opinions  a& 
these  no  credit  on  this  head  could  be  claimed 
for  a  nobleman  who  only  acquiesced  in  a 
measure  when  he  could  no  longer  resist  it. 
These  boasted  improvements  wero  put  forw 
ward  to  blind  the  House  to  the  real  state 
of  thequestion— that  they  mightask,  *' Will 
you  meddle  with  such  a  system  so  complete, 
or  in  such  a  state  of  being  completed  ?" 
Thero  was  not,  he  contended,  in  Europe,  a 
system  so  defective  as  ours.  Our  system 
was  confused  throuf^  excess  of  l^isla- 
tion.  There  wer&  no  less  than  107  Acts  of 
Parliament  apfdyinc  to  the  subject :  and  if 
they  intended  to  effect  any  good  purpose, 
and  do  awfly  with  the  confusion  which  at 

1>resent  existed^  they  should  consolidate  the 
aws  upon  this  subject.  The  whole  ques- 
tion might  be  comprised  vrithin  the  single 
and  simple  point, — was  the  present  Post- 
office  system  calculated  to  work  the  great- 
est  good  at  the  smallest  expense  ?  No  one 
could  say,  that  it  was;  the  present  system 
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was  ccmducted  at  a  loss  of  70,000£  a-year 
to  the  country.  Another  point  he  would 
state  was — and  he  would  put  it  interroga- 
•tively— did  the  Post-office  affol'd  the  great- 
est f^icilities  of  communication  ?  Was  the 
system  of  transmission  of  letters  and  papers 
the  safest^  the  most  expeditious^  and  the 
best?  He  would  say^  no ;  and  the  coun- 
try would  respond  to  him.  It  was  a 
grievous  delusion  to  fancy^  that  because  a 
particular  and  isolated  portion  of  the  sys- 
tem could  be  defended,  the  whole  of  the 
Post-office  arirangements  were,  therefore, 
unassailable.  It  was  like  the  ostrich,  that 
while  it  thrust  its  head  into  a  hole  in  the 
sands,  foolishly  fancied  its  body  was  secure. 
So,  because  a  particular  department  of  the 
Post-office  was  not  obnoxious  to  attack,  the 
entire  system  was  on  that  account  to  be 
held  exempt  from  reprehension.  No  doubt, 
well-meaning  individuals  maintained  that, 
forsooth,  because  the  Mail  did  not  leave 
London  on  Sunday,  no  irregularities  were 
committed.  But  those  '*  good  easy  men*' 
must  have  thought  that  all  the  Mails  in 
the  country  ceased  travelling  on  Sunday. 
The  people  of  Bamet,  however,  might  re- 
ceive and  send  off  their  letters  on  Sunday, 
a  privilege  the  people  of  London  could  not 
-enjoy.  Was  that  right  ?  The  people  of 
London  surely  were  entitled  to  the  same 
privileges  as  the  P^eople  of  Bamet,  or  of 
any  other  place.  The  inequalities  between 
the  condition  of  the  people  of  London  and 
those  of  almost  any  other  place,  would 
alone  deserve  the  serious  interposition  of 
Parliament.  Why  should  not  the  people 
of  London  be  allowed  to  send  out  and  re- 
ceive their  letters  two  or  three  times  on  a 
Sunday.  In  the  present  advanced  stat^  of 
society  there  should  be  no  difference  be- 
tween the  rate  of  poi»tage  here,  and  on  the 
continent ;  or  here  between  one  place  and 
another.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  would  advance 
another  sug^tion,  that  the  2,000,000/. 
now  received  by  the  Post-office  should  be 
paid  into  the  Exchequer,  for  in  that  case 
the  people  would  have  a  more  direct  con- 
trol over  the  fund,  and  that  the  payments 
necessary  to  be  made  should  come  from  that 
quarter.  It  would  be  much  better  that 
there  should  be  appointed  officers  by  the 
Treasury  to  make  payments  to  the  Post- 
office  functionaries,  than  that  the  present 
plan  should  be  continued.  It  was  main- 
tained, in  opposition  to  the  proposition  of 
those  who  would  remove  the  existing 
abuses  of  the  Post-office,  that  the  pro- 
pounded system  of  amelioration  would  be 
attended  with    200,000/.    additional    ex. 


pense;  but  when  the  great  facilities  of 
conveyance  and  the  improved  state  c^  the 
roads  were  taken  into  account,  that  objec- 
tion would  vanish.  The  fact  was,  they 
should  take  the  whole  charge  of  the  roads 
of  the  country,  and  introduce  a  scale  of 
payment  on  the  roads.  There  should  be 
three  posts  leaving  London  on  every  day, 
and,  at  twelve  o'clock  on  Sunday,  there 
should  be  a  post  leaving  town,  as  there 
was  every  other  day.  The  foreign  convey- 
ance to  America  and  ^be  Indies  was  led 
perfectly  free  on  Sunday  as  on  every  other 
day.  Why,  then,  should  the  transmission 
of  letters  from  London  to  various  parts  of 
England  be  suspended  on  that  day  ?  The 
Clyde  steam-boats  ofiered  to  carry  letters 
whenever  they  sailed,  and  they  were  not 
allowed  by  the  Post-office ;  that  was  a 
gross  and  wanton  act  of  infringement  on 
the  public  interest.  He  would  contrast  the 
conduct  of  the  French  and  the  English  Go- 
vernment, and  by  the  contrast  show  how 
illiberal  and  unwise  was  the  British  Go- 
vernment. In  France,  they  paid  accord- 
ing to  the  distance;  not  so  here.  In 
France,  one  should  not  pay  the  postage 
of  seventy  miles,  tliough  the  letter  travelled 
only  forty-seven  miles.  What  he  mainly 
contended  for  was,  that  there  should  be  al- 
lowed a  free  transmission  of  letters  and 
papers  on  both  sides. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  if  a  choice  were  to  be 
made,  he  would  prefer  the  appointment  of 
a  Commission  to  a  Committee,  because  he 
thouffht  it  would  be  more  likely  to  succeed; 
but  the  question  was  whether,  under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  it  would  be  desirous  to 
address  his  Majesty  to  appoint  such  a  Com- 
mission? Beuyre,  however,  he  addressed 
the  House  on  that  point,  he  would  advert 
to  some  of  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  brought  forward  the 
Motion,  and  also  those  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex;  and  he  must  say,  either 
that  he  had  misunderstood  them,  or  they 
had  not  a  clear  and  distinct  view  of  tlie  re- 
gulations under  which  the  Post-office  ought 
to  be  placed.  At  one  time  they  considered 
it  simply  as  a  source  of  revenue,  and  com. 
plained  that  the  revenue  had  notincresised. 
At  another,  they  r^rded  the  reventie  as  a 
matter  of  trifling  consideration,  and  thonght 
that  should  be  disregarded  when  it  in  any 
way  interfered  with  the  convenience  of  the 
public.  Now,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  the  public  convenience  ought  to 
be  considered,  and  that,  at  the  same  time, 
the  revenue  ought  not  to  be  thrown  over- 
board.   On  this  mixed  principle,  it  was 
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that  the  department  was  wont  to  pfooeed, 
ao  that  when  a  public  application  was 
made  for  a  new  line  of  conveyance  for  the 
Mail  and  so  forth,  the  Post-office  considered 
not  alone  what  would  be  the  degree  of 
convenience  to  the  public,  or  how  the  re* 
venue  would  be  effected,  but  it  regarded 
both  conjointly.  With  respect  to  the 
transmission  of  newspapers,  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  law,  that  the  stamp 
should  be  used  only  once,  and  therefore 
his  noble  friend  objected  to  the  indiscri. 
minate  transmission  of  newspapers  afiter 
date.  The  hon.  member  for  Greenock 
complained  of  the  number  of  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment relating  to  the  Post-office,  and  wanted 
a  bill  of  consolidation.  Such  a  Bill  was 
prepared,  as  well  as  one  for  consolidating 
the  law  relating  to  stamps;  and  nothing 
but  the  want  of  time  for  passing  them 
through  Parliament,  prevented  him  from 
bringing  them  forwanl.  With  respect  to 
the  delivery  of  letters  in  the  metropolis  on 
Sunday,  he  had  no  great  objection  to  it  $ 
but  considering  the  feeling  which  pre. 
vailed  generally  in  the  country,  he  did 
not  think  that  it  would  be  prudent  to 
make  the  alteration.  It  was  true,  that 
letters  were  delivered  on  Sundays  in  all 
other  parts  of  the  empire  except  Lon- 
don ;  and  that  the  extension  of  the  practice 
to  London  would  put  into  employment 
only  some  additional  letter^sorters  and  de- 
liverers; but  still  for  the  reason  he  had 
mentioned,  he  was  not  disposed  to  try  the 
experiment  at  present  The  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  had  su^sted,  that  all  the 
revenue  of  the  Post-office  should  be  paid 
into  the  Treasury,  and  all  the  disburse- 
ments for  the  office  paid  out  of  the  same 
department.  That  might  be  a  good  plan 
but  it  was  followed  neither  in  the  Customs, 
nor  in  the  Excise,  and  the  hon.  Member 
should  extend  his  principle  to  them  as  well 
as  to  the  Post-office.  He,  however,  had 
not  yet  heard  any  person  propose  that. 
The  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  said,  that 
the  revenue  of  the  Post-office  had  not  in- 
creased, although  internal  commimication 
was  much  more  extensive  than  formerly. 
That  was  partly  owing,  no  doubt,  to  the 
Post-office  having  given  the  public  much 
increased  accommodation.  It  was  also 
owing  in  pert  to  letters  being  transmitted 
through  private  hands,  and  he  believed 
that  this  breach  of  the  laW  was  carried 
to  a  great  extent  The  hon.  Member 
said,  that  all  persons  should  be  allowed 
to  send  their  letters  in  the  way  they 
liked  best.      That  sounded  very  well  as 


an  abstraet  proposition ;  bul  if  the 
try  kept  up  an  expensive  earaMishmfnfc 
for  the  transmission  of  letten,  it  was  n&» 
cessary  that  it  should  possess  the  nooo^ 
poly  of  transmission.  He  considered  thm 
Post-office  as  a  revenue  department;  but 
he  thought  that,  keeping  that  cixcunu 
stance  in  view,  every  thing  possible  should 
be  done  for  the  eonvenienoe  of  the  public; 
It  was  said,  that  MaH-ooaches  were  less 
convenient  for  travellers  than  other 
coaches;  but  he  doubted  the  statement, 
because  it  was  the  interest  of  the  con- 
tractors to  obtain  as  many  passengers  as  pos- 
sible. As  to  the  Motion  before  we  Hous^ 
he  thought  that  unless  a  case  of  necessity 
were  established,  it  would  be  unwise  to 
appoint  a  Commission.  The  House  ought 
not  to  agree  to  the  Motion  unless  they  were 
of  opinion,  that  the  Government  was  using 
no  endeavours  to  introduce  improvements 
into  the  department  of  the  Post-office. 
Commissions  ought  not  to  be  issued  ex- 
cept in  cases  in  which  the  Government  had 
not  the  powers  of  prosecuting  inquiriesL 
This  was  the  case  wiih  respect  to  the  £x- 
dae  department,  and  there  a  Commiasion 
issued.  There  was  no  circumstance  con- 
nected with  the  Post-office  into  which  the 
Government  was  not  as  competent  to  in- 
quire as  a  Commission  would  be.  If,  how- 
ever, it  should  appear  that  Grovemment 
could  not  prosecute  the  inquiry  efficiently, 
he  hoped  that  he  should  not  be  accused  of 
inconsistency  should  he  hereafter  call  upon 
the  House  to  sanction  the  appointment  of 
a  Commission. 

Mr.  Buckingham  complained,  that  the 
old  Post-office  packets  had  been  super- 
seded by  gun-brigs.  The  former  were 
excellent  vessels,  whilst  the  latter  were 
insecure  and   unGt  for  the  service.     A 

Eerson  resident  at  Falmouth  had  informed 
im,  that  from  1793  there  wa9  not  a  single 
instance  of  a  Post-office  packet  having  been 
lost,  whilst  in  six  years  no  fewer  than 
seven  gun-brigs  had  foundered  at  sea. 
From  their  construction  the  latter  vessels 
were  very  liable  to  be  taken  a-back.  He 
would  undertake  to  prove,  that  there  was 
specie  enough  lost  in  one  of  the  gun-brigs 
to  defray  the  expense  of  a  new  set  of 
packets.  The  hon.  Member  also  com- 
plained that  newspapers  published  in  our 
own  colonies  were  subject  to  a  duty  on 
being  brought  into  England.  When  he 
was  sent  from  India,  he  brought  some 
newspapers  with  him,  for  which  he  was 
compelled  to  pay  30/.    He  memorialized 
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the  Treftfiury  od  the  subject,  and  stated 
that  he  wanted  the  papers  principally  as 
evidence  in  his  own  cause,  hut  he  received 
for  answer  that  on  that  account  he  should 
be  the  less  reluctant  to  pay  for  them. 

Mr.  Iia6o«cWesaid,  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  employ  as 
packets  vessels  built  upon  a  new  prin- 
ciple. 

Major  Beauelerk  suggested,  that  after 
the  explanation  which  had  been  given  on 
the  part  of  Government  the  Motion 
should  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Robert  Wallace  said,  that  every 
argument  he  had  heard  against  his  Mo- 
tion tended  only  to  strengthen  his  convic- 
tion of  its  propriety.  He  was  certainly 
not  willing  to  press  the  question  to  a  di* 
vision,  but  he  saw  not  the  slightest  rea- 
son to  regret  having  brought  it  forward, 
for  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  discussion 
which  had  that  evening  taken  place  would 
lead  to  beneficial  results,  and  eventually 
to  the  correction  of  those  faults  in  the 
establishment  of  the  Post-office  which  had 
been  made  the  subject  of  complaint. 

Question  negatived. 

Assessed  Taxes.]  Mr.  Thicknesse 
rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  move  "  That, 
after  the  end  of  the  present  financial  half- 
year,  the  duty  on  each  window  above  the 
number  of  thirty-nine,  in  any  dwelling- 
house  in  Great-Britain,  shall  be  the  same 
as  is  now  chargeable  on  each  window, 
above  the  number  of  eleven  and  below  the 
number  of  forty."  After  complaining  of 
the  unequal  operation  of  the  Window- tax, 
of  its  undue  pressure  on  the  middle  classes, 
and  the  high  degree  in  which  it  was  favour- 
able to  the  Aristocracy,  he  proceeded  to 
say,  that  up  to  thirty-nine  windows  in- 
clusive, there  was  an  additional  duty  of 
8s.  6d,,  or  in  some  instances,  for  which 
there  appeared  to  be  no  reason,  of  8s.  3d. 
per  window.  From  thirty-nine  windows 
upwards,  the  rate  of  additional  duty 
decreased,  and  was  not  imposed,  as  in 
the  lower  numbers,  on  each  window,  but 
on  every  four  windows  up  to  100,  and  on 
^every  ten  windows,  from  100  to  180,  an 
lilteration  in  the  scale  made  perhaps  to 
r«nder  less  manifest  the  unfairness  and 
partiality  with  which  the  tax  was  imposed. 
The  average  additional  duty  on  windows, 
from  thirty-nine  to  forty-four,  instead  of 
8s.  6d.  or  8s.  3d.,  as  for  the  lower  number, 
was  only  4s.  2d. ;  from  forty-five  to  fifty- 
nine,  about  7s.  per  window ;  from  sixty  to 


sixty-four,  about  6s.  2d.  per  window; 
sixty-five  to  sixty-nine,  about  5s,  Id,  per 
window;  from  seventy  to  seventy-four, 
5s,  6d,  per  window  ;  from  which  number 
to  100  the  average  additional  duty  con- 
tinued at  about  the  same  rate.  From  100 
to  109,  the  average  additional  duty  was 
only  ds.  4d.  per  window;  from  110  to  180, 
it  was  somewhat  under  4s.  6d.  per  window ; 
and  for  all  windows  above  180,  the  addi- 
tional duty  was  only  Is.  6d.  per  window; 
this  scale,  however,  was  affected  in  'a 
trifling  degree  by  the  low  duty  on  the  first 
ten  windows ;  which  made  the  additional 
rate  a  little  less  per  window  on  the  whole 
number,  when  the  total  number  was  small 
than  when  it  was  greater;  but,  neverthe- 
less, according  to  the  whole  duty  charge- 
able, the  tax  per  window  lessened  as  the 
number  of  windows  increased  above  thirty- 
nine.  The  whole  duty  on  thirty-nine 
windows  was  13/.  12s.,  which  was  equal 
to  6s,  lid.  per  window;  from  forty  to 
forty-four  windows,  14Z.  8s.  9d.,  that  was 
6s.  6d,  per  window;  from  forty-five  to 
forty-nine  windows,  151,  6s,  9d.,  or  6s. 
5d,  per  window.  The  whole  duty  on 
fifty-nine  windows,  was  18/.  13s.,  or  6s. 
3d.  per  window;  on  sixty-nine,  21/.  Os. 
3d.,  or  6s.  Id. ;  on  seventy- nine,  23/.  5s.f 
or  5s.  lOd. ;  on  eighty-nine,  251.  10s.,  or 
5s,  Id, ;  on  ninety-nine,  27/.  14s.  9d.,  or 
5s,  Id,  From  100  to  180,  the  duty 
decreased  to  5s,  2d.  per  window,  and  the 
duty  from  180  upwards  being  only  Is.  6d. 
per  window,  as  before  stated,  there  was  a 
still  more  rapid  decrease  of  tax ;  so  that 
for  300  windows,  the  whole  duty  was  551, 
Us.  3d.,  or  3s.  8d.  per  window  ;  for  350, 
the  whole  duty  was  only  59/.  6s.  3d.,  or 
3s.  4d.  •  per  window,  not  half  the  rate  of 
duty  imposed,  when  the  number  of  windows 
was  thirty-nine.  He  concluded  by  making 
his  Motion. 

The  Speaker  suggested,  that  a  Motion 
such  as  the  hon.  Member  had  made,  ought 
to  be  submitted  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House. 

Mr.  Thicknesse  would  therefore  move 
''  that  the  House  do  then  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee,  to  consider  the  Window- 
Tai." 

Lord  Althorp  contended,  that  the  pres- 
sure of  those  taxes  had  been  much 
exaggerated,  and  it  was  scarcely  worth 
while  at  that  period  of  the  Session,  to 
disturb  the  financial  arrangements  of  the 
year  for  so  small  an  object.  He  further 
thought,  that  in  any  arrangement  which 
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might  be  made,  it  would  be  desirable  to 
operate  upon  both  ends  of  the  scale — to 
diminish  the  lower,  as  well  as  to  increase 
the  higher  rates  of  payment.  He  did  not 
think,  however,  that  it  would  be  expedient 
for  the  House  to  entertain  the  question  at 
that  period  of  the  Session,  although  it  was 
one  which  before  the  ensuing  meeting  of 
Parliament*  might  well  become  a  matter 
of  consideration  with  his  Majesiy's  Go- 
fern  men  t. 
'  Motion  withdrawn, 

British  Govsvls  ii^  FoitEioi^ 
States.]  Mr.  Hesketh  Fleetwood  rose  to 
submit  to  the  House  a  Motion,  of  which 
he  had  a  cobtfiderable  time  ago  giyen 
notice,  the  object  of  ^hich  was,  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
mto  the  duties,  modes  of  appointment, 
amount  of  remuneration,  and  all  other 
matters  relating  to  British  consuls  resident 
in  foreign  states,  with  a  view  to  rendering 
their  services  more  conducive  to  the  inter- 
ests of  commerce.  He  had  reason  to 
believe  thsit  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  which  he  intended  to  move, 
would  not  be  opposed  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs) 
except  with  reference  to  time,  and  on  that 
point  he  imagined  there  would  be  between 
them  but  little  difference  of  opinion,  for 
he  should  not  stickle  for  a  few  months 
more  or  less.  If  he  should  succeed  in 
inducing  his  Majesty's  Government  really 
and  sincerely  to  take  the  matter  up,  the 
4>bject  he  had  in  view  would  be  to  a  great 
extent  accomplished ;  it  was  material, 
however,  that  hon.  Members  should,  in  the 
meanwhile,  turn  their  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, for  it  was  one  of  great  commercial 
importance.  Be  had  at  the  present  moment 
in  his  possession,  various  letters  and  com- 
munications from  commercial  men,  com- 
plaining of  the  inefficiency  of  our  consular 
system,  and  in  his  opinion  tliat  inefficiency 
W8d  so  clearly  made  out,  that  it  would  be 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House  were  he  to 
urge  it  upon  the  atteution  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers by  means  of  any  observations  of  his 
own — his  wish  would  rather  be,  to  refer 
them  to  the  documents  then  in  his  hand, 
to  some  of  which  he  should  call  their 
attention  before  he  sat  down.  The  ineffi- 
ciency, or  at  least  a  persuasion  of  the 
Inefficiency  of  our  consular  system,  pre- 
vailed almost  universally,  and  whether 
that  opinion  was  weH  or  ill  founded,  it 
4)ecame  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  institute 


on  the  sobiect  a  searching  and  imparttaJ 
inquiry,  before  he  proce^ed  further,  he 
could  not  help  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  few  facts  which  came  within 
his  own  observation  during  a  recent  tour 
on  the  continent — facts  which  demon- 
strated the  inefficiency  of  those  officers 
even  when  placed  the  nearest  to  our  own 
shores;  the  inference  from  which  was 
obvious,  that  at  a  greater  distance  they 
must  be  still  leas  serviceable.  He  bald  it 
to  be  indisputable,  that  if  thare  was  oae 
duty  more  than  another,  which  consoia 
wera  called  upon  to  discharge,  it  was  that 
of  watching  the  coraflnercial  tieaties  of  all 
countries,  and  making  tlieir  previsioBa 
and  operations  known  to  their  own  Gd- 
vemment*  The  few  notes  which  he  made 
illustretive  of  that  paK  of  the  subject,  be 
should  read  to  the  House,  and  ask  hon. 
Members  what  they  thought  of  a  depart- 
ment which  permitted  matters  of  so  much 
importance  to  be  thus  neglected: — ^**The 
duty  on  English  iron  has  been  doubled 
about  1827  in  the  French  ports.  It  was 
sixteen  fmncs  on  the  2241b.  English,  it  i# 
now  32  francs ;  and  the  ten  per  cent  duty 
or  duties  make  38}.  Swedish  iron  is  ad- 
mitted into  France  upon  much  more 
advantageous  terms.  Let  it  be  observed 
that,  in  all  commercial  intercourse  with 
France,  every  duty  has  ten  per  cent  added. 
During  the  Polignac  administration  goods 
from  British  Itidia  were  prohibited  in 
Calais,  and,  I  understand,  in  every  French 
port ;  certainly  so,  if  they  came  in  British 
vessels.  At  present  they  are,  I  am  inform- 
ed, to  a  great  extent  smugekd  through 
Ostend,  particularly  tea.  It  is  a  well 
known  fact  that  tea  and  India  hand, 
kerchiefs  are  both  to  be  had  good  at  Dover. 
I  believe  the  fact  to  be,  that  much  tea  is 
landed  at  Calais  for  the  express  purpose  of 
being  smuggled  into  England.  Nothing 
can  be  more  evident  than  that  an  improv^ 
system  as  to  consular  management  would 
put  these  matters  upon  a  better  footing. 
In  the  article  of  coal,  Uie  duty  is  sixteen  sous 
per  100  kilogrammes,  or  224  lbs.  English, 
more  than  is  paid  by  the  Belgians,  and 
slate  i^  in  a  similar  situation.  The  duty 
on  English  slate  is  treble  that  on  Belgian." 
He  regretted  to  state,  that  the  truly  and 
strictly  commeircial  character  of  a  consul 
was  wholly  left  out  of  view ;  it  seemed  to 
be  regarded  altogether  as  an  office  fbr 
which  any  person  was  competent — no  mat- 
ter what  might  be  his  education,  no  matter 
what  his  previous  pursuits.  Were  it  not 
invidious,  he  might  mention  the  names  of 
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sevei:^  indi^tialSy  e^p^dally  In  remote 
stations^  ilrho  #ere  any  thing  but  qualified 
for  the  situations  to  which  diey  had  been 
^)[>pointed — ^he  would  not  say  by  the  pre. 
sent  Government^  for  he  brought  no' charge 
afgainst  the  noble  Lord*— his  objection  was 
to  the  system— a  system  which  he  desired 
to  see  undergo  many  improvlsmients^  and', 
amongst  the  itst^  a  transfer  of  the  appoint^ 
ment  and  superintendence  of  consuls  from 
the  Foreign-office  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
He  need  scaMely  suggest  to  the  HOuse^ 
that  the  kst-mentioned  office  was  filled,  or 
ought  to  be  filled,  by  a  Minister  specially 
chosen  for  his  acquaintance  with  those 
nMtten  to  which  the  attention  of  consuls 
diotild  be  tinorepartieutarly  directed,- there^ 
fore  it  waH  to  him  ^ey  should  look  up  as 
their  head;  The  hon.  Member  then  pro* 
oeeded  to  show  fvom  Mr.  Chitty's  Work  on 
oommisrcial  law  tliat  the  duties  of  consuls 
were  strictly  oomnkerciaL  H^  also  rrferred 
to  the  report  made  in  Mdrch,  1883,  by 
Mr.  Livingston,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affiirs,  we  believe  in  the  United  States. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  consuls  should  be 
remunerated  by  adequate  salaries;  that 
they  should  be  prevented  from  engaging  in 
trade;  that  the  possible  advantages  which 
their  official  situation  gave  them  as  mer- 
chants caused  them  to  be  suspected  as  pub- 
lic functionaries ;  and  that,  on  the  whole, 
nothing  could  be  worse  than  the  system  of 
the  United  States,  which  was  very  little  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  England.  There  was 
not  a  country  in  Europe,  he  believed,  that 
did  not  use  their  consuls  abroad  as  agents 
for  supplying  statistical  information.  A 
statistical  inquiry,  he  entertained  no  doubt 
would  soon  be  established  in  this  country ; 
indeed,  a  commencement  had  already  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  one 
of  the  purposes  for  which  he  particularly 
desired  a  Committee  was,  to  inquire  and 
report  how  far  our  consuls  could  be  made 
available  for  such  a  purpose,  as  well  as  for 
the  other  objects  to  which  his  Motion  re- 
ferred connected  with  early  commercial 
information.  As  a  curious  illustration  of 
the  ignorance  in  which  consuls  permitted 
officitd  persons  in  this  country  to  remain, 
he  would  instance  the  fact  that,  of  the 
censuses  made  in  the  various  countries  of 
Europe,  not  one  was  to  be  found  in  Ene. 
land.  The  only  foreign  census  that  he 
knew  of  was  that  of  the  United  Sates, 
which  was  in  the  library  of  that  House. 
A  recent  writer^  of  some  celebrity,  had 
placed  that  part  of  the  subject  in  a  very 


striking  point  of  view  in  the  ibllowing 
passi^:  —  "Consuls  resident  in  foreign 
countries  might  and  ought  to  be  made  in«- 
strumental  in  the  collection  of  statistical 
and  other  information  with  respect  to  them. 
But  this  very  important  brdnch  of  the  pe- 
culiar duty  of  a  consul  has  been  most 
strangel^r  neglected  by  the  Government  of 
England.  The  returns  of  the  prices  Of 
foreign  cOm,  and  the  different  duties  and 
regulations  affecting  it,  made  within  the 
la^t  Hsdf^02en  years,  comprise  almost  all 
the  information  of  a  geneiuUy  useful  kind 
that  has  ever  bden  obtained  by  the  British 
consuls,  at  least  it  is  about  all  that  has 
been  made  public.  We  do  hope  that  effec- 
tual measures  will  be  taken  for  remedying 
thid  defect,  and  that  it  will  be  madie  im- 
perative Up6n  our  consuls  regularly  to 
send  home  detailed  accounts,  embodying 
all  the  authentic  information  attainable 
with  respect  to  commercial  affiurs,  such  as 
the  quantities  and  prices  of  the  goods  im- 
portd  into,  and  exported  from,  the  places 
where  they  reside,  the  qualities  which 
principally  recommend  them,  the  duties 
and  regulations  by  which  they  are  afiected^ 
the  improvements  that  take  place  in  the 
arts,  the  changes  in  the  laws  as  to  trade, 
and  whatever,  in  short,  may  tend  to  en- 
lighten the  public  as  to  the  condidons  of 
such  places.  The  preparation  of  these  re- 
ports for  publication,  and  of  queries  for 
transmission  to  the  consuls  ought  to  be  one 
of  the  most  important  duties  of  the  Board 
of  Trade."  In  every  possible  view  which 
he  could  take  of  the  question,  he  found  it 
impossible  to  avoid  saying,  that  the  consular 
department  ought  to  be  placed  upon  a  new 
footing,  and  most  especially  ought  to  be 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary,  who  was  frequently  leader  in  the 
House  as  in  the  cases  of  Mr.  Fox,  Lord 
Castlereagh,  and  Mr.  Canning,  andwho  were 
however  in  a  great  degree  disabled  from 
adequately  performing  any  other  duties. 
There  was  no  one— and  tlus  he  said  with, 
out  any  particular  disparagement  of  llbe 
noble  Lord  opposite*— who  paid  the  strictest 
attention  to  our  foreign  concerns,  who 
would  not  readily  admit  it  to  be  that 
branch  of  the  public  service  of  which  we 
had  the  least  reason  to  be  proud,  for  it  had 
grown  into  a  proverb,  that  British  diplo- 
macy lost  every  thing  which  British  valour 
won.  Must  they  not,  therefore,  desire 
rather  to  diminish  than  to  increase  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  that  depart- 
ment, which,  before  it  could  become  the 
fit  conductor  of  consular  matters,  must  be 
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xngde  mach  more  of  a  trading  conoern  than 
at  present  ?  Aflter  giving  fml  credit  to  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  for  the  reductions 
effected  by  him,  and  the  spirit  of  economy 
under  which  he  acted,  the  hon.  Member 
proceeded  to  observe,  that  some  objection 
might  posably  be  taken  to  what  he  pro- 
posed, on  the  ground  that  foreign  states 
would  consider  what  he  proposed  as  little 
less  than  a  system  of  espionnage,  for  a 
similar  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  French 
had  been  so  treated  in  this  country  in  the 
year  1803 ;  but  he  could  assure  the  House, 
from  his  own  observation,  that  no  such 
prejudices  now  prevailed  on  the  Continent 
Some  very  remarkable  instances  to  the 
contrary  within  his  knowledge  existed  both 
in  Prussia  and  France,  on  matters  much 
more  jealously  guarded  than  commercial 
concemsK-namely,  military  fortifications. 
With  these  bri^  observations  he  should 
le^ve  the  Motion  to  be  dealt  with  as  the 
House  thought  fit,  or  rather  as  the  noble 
Lord  mijzht  think  fit  to  meet  it,  just  sug- 
gesting tor  a  moment  the  leading  topics  to 
which  the  attention  of  a  Committee,  if  ap- 
pointed, would  of  necessity  be  directed. 
They  would  classify  the  ports  to  which  con- 
suls of  different  descriptions  might  be  sent ; 
they  would  consider  the  expediency  of 
limiting  the  appointments  to  British  sub- 
jects,  of  prohibiting  their  trading  whilst 
consuls,  of  transfemng  the  appointment  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  oif  the  salaries,  fees, 
and  retiring  allowances  of  consuls,  the  sup- 
ply of  statistical  information,  the  suitable 
education  of  future  consuls,  and  the  various 
other  matters  connected  with  that  branch 
of  the  public  service  to  which  a  Committee 
when  once  appointed,  might  see  it  fitting 
to  direct  their  inq[uiries.  Whatever  mode 
of  remunerating  consuls  it  might  be  deem- 
ed advisable  to  adopt,  whether  it  should  be 
considered  right  to  permit  or  prohibit  con- 
suls from  engi^ing  in  commerce,  he  thought 
that  individuals  possessing  practical  know- 
ledge ought  to  be  attached  to  the  consulate 
establishments,  in  the  character  of  secre- 
taries ;  and  from  this  class,  in  his  opinion 
should  the  future  consuls  be  selected.  He 
had  received  several  communications  on  the 
subject  of  the  Motion  which  he  intended 
to  make ;  but  as  he  was  unwilling  to 
weary  the  House  by  reading  them,  he 
should  content  himself  with  quoting  a  short 
passage  from  a  letter  which  had  TOen  sent 
him  from  Liverpool.  The  hon.  Member 
here  read  the  following  extract :— ^  **  In 
compliance  with  your  request,  we  have 
submitted  this  document  to  several  mer. 


cantilt  flentlemen  with  whom  we  «n  ao- 
quainte£  who  all  highly  approve  of  the 
proposed  Motion,  and  consider  that  a  Par- 
liamentary inquiry  would  be  very  desirable 
as  also  the  establishment  of  the  different 
points  suggested  by  you."  The  hem.  Mem* 
her  after  stating  that  be  should  be  satisfied 
to  leave  the  subject  in  the  hands  of  th^ 
Government,  provided  an  assurance  was 
given  that  it  would  be  inquired  into,  con- 
cluded by  moving,  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed  "  to  inquire  into  the  duties^ 
qualifications,  modes  of  appointment,  ex- 
penses, responsibilities  and  all  matters  rei. 
lating  to  the  character  and  condition  of  hi« 
Majesty's  consuls  resident  in  foreign  Statea^ 
with  a  view  to  rendering  those  tunctioni^ 
ries  more  efficient  in  advancing  the  strictly 
commercial  interests  of  British  subjects,  in 
securing  the  due  protection  of  their  per* 
sons  and  property  abroad,  in  collecting  and 
furnishing  information  connected  with 
trade  and  otherwise,  in  preserving  old  and 
opening  new  channels  of  commercial  in. 
teroourse." 

Viscount  PalmerHon  said,  that  he  cer- 
tainly must  admit,  that  the  subject  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  House  had  been  direct- 
ed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of  vast 
importance  and  of  universal  interest;  be. 
cause  unquestionably  the  inquiry  into  the 
details  of  that  establishment,  which  was 
instituted  to  protect  and  direct  our  com- 
merce in  foreign  countries,  was  a  matter  of 
serious  consideration  for  this  commercial 
country.  He  felt  bound  to  do  justice  to 
the  candid  and  straightforward  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought 
forward  his  Motion.  He  had  done  this  in 
a  way  which  did  great  credit  to  his  industry 
and  fairness.  Nevertheless,  he  must  object 
to  the  proposition  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  ibis  ques- 
tion at  the  present  period  of  the  Session, 
looking  to  the  fact,  that  the  number  of 
Committees  already  sitting  was  so  great, 
that,  when  fresh  Committees  were  ap- 
pointed  on  the  Motion  of  hon.  Memben, 
the  hon.  Members  proposed,  in  many  cases, 
declared  they  could  not  attend  them.  The 
period  of  the  Session  also  was  such,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  not  be  able  to 
pursue  his  inquiry  to  8U(£  a  result  as  might 
be  satisfactory  to  the  House  or  to  the  coun- 
try. Another  reason,  too,  which  he  must 
urge  against  the  Motion  proposed  was> 
that  he  thought  those  who  held,  that  the 
Consular  Establishment  should  be  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  a  Select  Committee, 
would  see,  that  the  person  at  the  head  of 
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tlie  depiurtiiient,  ftom  whence  these  appoint- 
ments emanated^  should  he  enabled  to  give 
every  attention  to  the  subject.     On  some 
points,  however,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
submit  the  information   he  possessed  and 
his  opinions  upon  it  to  the  Committee. 
For  example,  in  respect  to  the  Consuls  in 
parts  of  the  Levant,  he  had  not  yet  been 
able  to  settle  what  ^ould  be  the  extent  of 
our  establishment  there.     Next  Session  of 
Parliament  he  should  not  oppose  a  Motion 
having  for  its  object  to  refer  the  estimates 
for  the  Consuls,  and  the  whole  Consular 
Establishment  to  a  Select  Committee.  All 
our  other  great  establishments  were  sub- 
jected to  the  ordeal  of  a  Committee,  and  he 
saw  no  reason  why  this  should  not  be  so 
too.     He  thought,  indeed,  that  great  mis- 
takes and  misunderstandings  existed,  on 
the  part  of  the  public,  in  regard  to  this 
establishment,  and  he  should  be  glad  to 
state  the  reasons  which  made  it  impossible 
to  lay  down  any  distinct  line  or  scale  as  to 
the  remuneration  of  parties  according  to 
the  extent  of  labour  required.     The  hon. 
Member  who  had  brought  forward  this 
Motion  seemed  to  think,  (and,  indeed,  he 
assumed  it  as  a  matter  of  notoriety)  that 
this   establishment  was  inefficient;    but, 
against  such  a  proposition  he  (  Lord  Pal. 
merston)  must  protest.     So  far  from  this 
being  the  case,  he  was  perfectly  convinced, 
that,  upon  inquiry,  it  would  be  found  to  be 
efficient,  calculated  to  secure  those  objects 
for  which  it  was  constituted,  and  that  the 
individuals  comprising  the   establishment 
were  able  and  diligent  public    servants. 
The  hon.  Member  had,  he  believed,  ad- 
verted to  the  amount  of  duty  levied  on  iron 
in  France ;  and  he  appeared  astonished  that, 
on  the  restoration  of  peace  with  that  power, 
those  duties  had  not  been  remodelled.  Now, 
it  had  been  thought  better,  on  the  restora- 
tion of  peace,  not  to  make  a  commercial 
treaty ;  and  the  fault  (if  any)  did  not  rest 
with  the  Consuls — nor  with  our  diplomatists 
or  treaties — ^but  from  the  circumstance  that 
it  was  thought  better  at  the  time,  that  each 
country  should  regulate   its    own    tariff. 
Again,  though  it  might  appear  to  be  the 
intention,  in  some  cases,  to  confer  benefits 
by  treaties  of  commerce^  yet,  if  one  nation 
should  seem  to  have  gained  advantages  by 
such  treaties  over  another  nation,  he  was 
sure  that,  in  the  long  run,  the  injiuy  done 
to  the  pro&perity  of  that    other  nation 
would  recoil  upon  the  nation  having  the 
advantage  in  the  first  instance.    No  one 
country  could  continue  to  enjoy  benefits  to 
the  injury  of  another  with  which  it  had 


commercial  relations.    To  prevent,  by  such 
means,  other  nations  from  getting  rich,  was 
merely  preventing  them  from  having  some 
superfluities  to  exchange  with  us.     It  was 
impoverishing  our  own  customer  and  our 
own  employer.     The  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  think,  that  the  Consuls  should  be  placed 
under  the  Board  of  Trade,  rather  than 
under  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs ;     but     he     (Lord     Palmerston) 
thought  he  could  convince  die  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  such  an  arrangement  would 
not  be  advantageous  to  the  country.    Con- 
suls were  not  to  be  regarded  as  simply 
commercial  agents^  because  their  office  fre- 
quently partook  of  a  diplomatic  character. 
They  must,  of  necessity,  be  placed  under 
the  control  or  direction  of  the  Minister  or 
Ambassador  to  the  country  to  which  they 
might  be  sent.     It  was  acknowledged,  that 
no  man  could  serve  two  masters;  and  it 
was,  therefore,  impossible,  that  a  Consul 
should  be  under  the  divided  control  of  the 
Ambassador  and  the  Board  of  Trade,  with- 
out causing  a  jarring,  or  division  of  re- 
sponsibility.    Nothing  was  better  in  the 
public  business  than  unity  of  service  and  of 
responsibility.  However,  although  the  Con- 
sul was  not  under  the  Board  of  Trade,  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  any 
statistical  or  commercial  information  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  might  desire,  was  ob- 
tained as  directly  and  as  effectively  by  the 
intervention  of  the  Foreign-office,  as  it 
would  be  by  direct  commands  from  that 
Board.     When  they  entered  into  the  in. 
quiry,  the  hon.  Gentlemen  would  be  sur. 
prised  at  the  extent  of  statistical  informa- 
tion which  was  obtained  from  our  Consuls, 
who  were  obliged  to  make  periodical  Re- 
turns, besides  furnishing  every  information 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  might  require. 
On  many  occasions,  he  had  obtained  in- 
formation from  them,  at  the  request  of 
Members  of  that  House,  for  the  furtherance 
of  inquiries  before  Committees ;  and  he  ob- 
tained important  and  extensive  information 
from  them.     As  to  the  description  of  per- 
sons who  were  best  fitted  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  Consuls,  much  difference  of  opinion 
existed  upon  the  question  as  to  whether 
they  should  or  should  not  be  purely  com- 
mercial men ;  but  he  thought  it  necessary, 
that  the  person  at  the  head  of  the  foreign 
affairs  should  select  persons  according  to  the 
nature  of  the  place  to  which  a  Consm  might 
be  required.  In  some  places  a  Consul  was  re- 
garded more  as  a  political  character;  whilst, 
in  others,  the  office  was  one  of  a  commercial 
I  nature.  In  some  instances  it  was  necessary 
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to  allow  the  Consul  to  trade  on  hii  own 
account ;  wbilst,  in  other  placei^  it  would 
be  inconsistent  to  do  so.  in  the  one  case 
it  might  be  right,  that  the  Consul  dhould 
hav«  an  interest  in  trading;  whilst,  in  the 
other,  it  would  not,  and,  therefore,  it  would 
be  better  to  give  a  party,  in  such  instance, 
9  higher  salanr>  xhere  were  other  con- 
siderations which  determined  the  salaries ; 
such,  for  example,  as  the  expense  of  living 
at  different  places.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
held,  that  we  lost,  by  all  oyr  treaties,  more 
than  we  gained  by  war;  but  he  must  deny 
that  assertion;  and  he  would  only  repeat, 
that  it  was  a  mistaken  policy  to  attempt  to 
over-reach  our  neighbours  by  commercial 
baraains,  and  that  the  better  plan  was  to 
tzi&  with  other  nations  on  fair  terms.  He 
trusted,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
ipitisfied  wiUi  the  assurance,  that  if,  in  the 
ensuing  Sessicm,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee, 
he  would  willingly  support  such  a  Motion, 
or  he  would  himself  bring  the  question  for- 
ward. 
•   Motion  withdrawn. 

CbNTBAL     CBIIflNAX.     COUWTB^^OM' 

P9N8ATION/1  The  Solicitor  General 
moved,  "  lliat  the  House  do  reserve  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  to 
consider  of  providing  compensation  out  ct 
the  County-rates  to  cheers  who  may  be 
deprived  of  the  emoluments  of  their  offices 
by  the  Central  Criminal  Courts'  BUI." 

Mr.  Hume  begged  to  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  first,  what  he  assumed 
the  expense  of  the  estabUshment  at  present 
to  be  ?  seoon^y,  what  the  prospective  ex- 
pense would  be?  and,  thirdly,  at  what 
period  the  salaries  should  be  taken  as  a 
criterion  for  the  compensation  to  be  given 
to  the  officers  who  should  be  discharged  in 
consequence  of  the  Bill  ?  He  doubted  the 
policy  of  allowing  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
suiy  to  interfere  with  the  County-rates, 
which  were  properly  placed  solely  under 
the  control  of  the  Magistrates. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  it  was  quite 
necessary  to  allow  these  officers  compensation. 

Mr.  WarburUm  said,  that  the  question 
wasj^  what  the  income  of  those  gentlemen 
was  at  the  period  of  accepting  their  pre- 
sent offices,  and  if  their  inpome  would  be 
less  after  Uie  passing  of  this  Bill  than  it 
then  was? 

Mr.  AgUonhy  hoped,  that  the  House 
would  consider  well  before  they  adopted 
the  principle  of  compensation  in  this  case. 
In  his  opinion,  they  were  not  entitled  to 


compeasation,  for  tbcgr  acc<yted  of  tlie 
offices  for  better  for  wqtm^  and  were,  there* 
fore,  bound  to  abide  by  them,  whether 
they  rose  or  fell. 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  14;  Noes 27 
-^Majority  IS. 


Ust 

Baring,  F. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Deniton,  W.J. 
filliot,  Hon.  G. 
Uowick,  Lord 
Littleton,  J.  £. 
Lock,  J. 
Marten,  J. 
Peter,  W. 


rf  the  Atbs. 

Pryme,  G. 
Rotch,  B. 
Shaw,  F. 
Thompson,  P.  B. 
WiUiaasGo,  Sir  U. 

TCLLEXS. 

Hughes,  Hushes 
Pepys,  Sir  C.  C. 


Ust  oflhe  No 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
finuclerky  Bft^or 
Blake,  M. 
Briscoe,  J. 
Brothertoo,  J. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Curteis,  E.  B. 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
Forster,  C. 
Martio,  J. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'ReiUy,  W. 
Pease,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Potter,  R. 


Rnthven,  E.  S. 
Rttthven,  £.  J. 

Scbolefield,  J. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Shaw,  R.  N. 
Stanley,  Hon.  H.  I. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Thickoesse,  R. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W.  L. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 

TXIiLEXS. 

Hawes,  B. 
Hume,  Joseph 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  June  27,  1834. 

IbTOTM.]  BUk.  Hm  Royal  Aaoat  «w  glvw  bf  Cob- 
iiii«i<ia  to  Emtmth  aad  twty-twwn  pcimlv  BiBfcPT* 
Rod  A  wmnd  ttmes— ^dmiiiiatntioa  of  Justicse  in 
Boroughs. 

PttfUoM  ptcMBtod.  Bytli»BUio|«afCAiiuatjmdLo»- 
Doii.  UmB  tawal  Plapet,  jgifmr  ttw  Qakma  of  Iko 
Di«cntcfi.~B7  I/ml  KiwitAiRo.  ftom  Glaifow.  tac 
altering  the  pieient  System  of  Church  Patronagei  horn  ft 
IMitiiet  of  Pcithdiiraf  ftv  ft  Sepftntioo  of  Chuvdi  nd 
State  I  and  ftom  two  Ptaeai,  Ibr  Pratmtloii  to  the  |Bibri>- 
Ushed  Chuxdi  of  Sootland. — By  the  Dukei  of  Richmoicd 
nd  WxLLiNOTOH,  Earl  Dzulwakbl,  Lords  Kbhtoit 
■Dd  RoLLft,  AidMshop  of  CAinraL,  sod  the  Bishops  of 
Lanaui,  homom,  Qamumm,  andGjuovoBftnB*  finma 
Number  of  Plaoei.— Ibr  Protcctioa  tp  the  EstftUUhed 
Church. 

Brbach  of  Privilbgs — The  Mobn. 
iffQ  Post.]]  The  lard  C&ancdlor  said, 
that  he  was  about  to  take  a  step  which, 
after  being  more  than  twenty-four  y^axs  a 
Member  of  either  House  of  Parliament,  he 
had  forborne  to  take,  thou^  God  knew 
not  from  any  want  of  occasion  being  affiird^ 
ed,  but  from  that  habitaal  foibearaooe 
which  be  had  always  exercised  on  this 
point.  He  was  about  to  bring  before  their 
Lordships  a  breach  of  the  pri^^es  of  that 
House,  which,  had  it  been  committed 
against  any  other  Member  than  hunsalf. 
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he  ahmild  hare  feh  only  the  reluctance  he' 
iiod  ever  entertained  at  ^be  principle  of 
this  kind  of  interference^  but  whicb^  being 
iBgainst  himself^  h^  assured  their  Lordships 
tint  nothing  but  an  absolute  overruling 
necessity  could  have  induced  him  to  notice 
it ;  for,  where  the  grossest  falsehoods-— the 
most  palpable^  apparent,  and  audacious 
falsehoods — concurred  with  the  most  despic- 
able ignorance  and  maHce,  he  thought  he 
might  venture  to  say,  that  it  would  have 
be^  perfectly  safe  for  him  to  have  done  as 
he  had  heretofore  done,  and  had  never 
repented  doi^g,  vis.^  to  have  let  the  at- 
aitack  upon  him  pass  unheeded^  to  have 
treated  it  with  the  contempt  it  deserved 
and  he  really  felt,  and  to  have  contented 
himself  calmly  and  quietly^  as  he  had  done 
before,  with  living  over  the  calumny.  Such 
might  have  been  his  course,  such  was  the 
.ooune  he  would  have  preferred;  but  he 
«hould  not  have  read  to  the  end  of  what  he 
was  about  to  lay  before  their  Lordabips  be. 
fore  they  would  perceive,  that  he  was  left 
4»o  choice  upon  the  present  occasion,  and 
that  those  noble  Lords  who  were  kind 
enough  to  call  his  attentkm  to  the  article 
in  quesliony  and  which  but  for  their  kind, 
ness,  he  should  never  have  seen,  were  ri|^t 
in  holding  that  his  taking  notice  of  it  was 
no  matter  of  choice.  He  understood  that 
in  the  same  quarter  there  had  been  going 
on  for  the  last  six  or  ei^t  months  a  series 
of  systematic  attacks  against  him,  of  a  like 
jaature  to  the  present,  directed  to  one 
object,  via.,  to  misrepresent  in  the  foulest 
manner  (of  which  the  present  was  a  speci- 
men), and  to  those  acquainted  with  the 
^M^ts  sometimes  in  the  most  ridiculous 
manner,  the  whole  of  his  judicial  conduct 
both  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  in  that 
House.  When  the  authors  of  these  attacks 
*»for  he  did  not  blame  the  miserable  tools 
whom  they  had  obtained  to  do  their  work 
—found  that  it  was  not  true  as  they  assert- 
ed, that  it  was  false  that  the  business  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  was  in  arrear,  that, 
on  the  contrary,  it  was  reduced  to  so  low 
an  ebb  that  he  ^ould  be  obliged  to  close  die 
Court  until  November,  excepting  for  two 
-causes,  in  which  the  pardea  were  not  quite 
ready,  and  pass  by  the  regular  Seal  days,  an 
event  which  had  never  before  occurred*^ 
when  they  found,  that  all  the  charges  they 
brought  about  the  backward  state  of  the 
business  in  that  House  were  equally  false, 
for  that  the  business  there  also  had  been 
-leduoed  so  low  diat  inevitably  no  one  cause 
of  any  sort  or  kind  would  be  in  arrear  for 
weeks  before  the  end  of  the  Session— when 


they  found  all  these  falsehoods  cut  awayw 
and  that  they  had  no  longer  any  ground  of 
plausibility  even  upon  which  to  found  an 
attack,  they  invented  one,  of  a  most  calum- 
nious nature,  severely  bearing  upon  his 
character  as  a  Judge,  and  as  a  Member  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  but  one  which  he 
would  not  fiurther  describe,  as  they  were 
ahavLt  to  judge  of  it  for  themselves.  A 
cause,  as  thar  Lordships  knew,  had  lately 
been  tried  in  that  House,  in  which,  afW 
hearing  the  opinion  of  the  learned  Judges, 
a  unanimous  opinion  was  come  to.  Having 
looked  attentively  into  Uie  case,  made  him. 
self  master  of  the  argument,  attended  to 
the  opinion  of  the  Judges,  and  looked 
closely  into  the  authorities,  he  came  down 
to  that  House  and  gave  his  opinion  to  their 
Lordships,  and  called  for  their  judgment, 
Upon  that  occasion  he  gave  their  Lordshipa 
a  very  decided  opinion,  very  clearly  formed, 
and  upon  further  reflection  fully  confirmed 
and  coafidentiy  and  boldly  held  by,  that  a 
more  groundless  writ  of  error  never  came 
before  that  House,  and  that  their  Lord- 
ships were  bound  in  justice  to  decide 
.against  the  appeal  with  costs,  the  costs  not 
to  exceed  S501.  Havine  moved  the  affirma- 
tion of  the  judgment  of  the  learned  Judges, 
the  entry  was  made  by  the  clerk,  as  was 
usual,  in  the  form  in  which  it  always  was 
made,  and  according  to  a  rule  introduced 
in  recent  times,  but  which  was  firmly 
established  before  he  had  a  seat  in  the 
House,  and  with  which  he  had  never,  in 
reality,  either  in  form  or  substance,  inter- 
fered in  the  sliffhtest  particular,  exowting 
to  obey  it.  No  one  thing  was  saia,  or 
done,  or  withheld,  with  reference  to  the 
judgment  given,  the  order  of  proceedings, 
or  the  entry  made,  but  what  was  in  we 
habitual,  regular,  and  constant  course  of 
proceeding,  and  according  to  the  literal 
forms  of  the  House  as  daily  observed  in 
every  case  of  the  like  kind  that  came  before 
their  Lordships.  He  would  next  proceed 
to  read  to  their  Lordships  the  comment 
that  had  been  made  upon  these  proceedings 
passing  by  the  ribaldry  by  which  it  ww 
introduced.  Their  Lordships  would  therdiy 
see  that  a  most  serious  accusation  was  made 
against  him,  that  he,  a  Member  of  that 
iiouse,  a  Judge  presiding  over  its  judicial 
proceedings,  finding  that  he  had  done 
wrong  in  that  capaaty,  had  actually  garbled 
the  minutes,  and  falsified  the  entry  of 
those  proceedings.  This  chei^  was  made 
in  the  most  direct  and  unequivocal  manner, 
although  the  interrogative  mode  was 
adopted     He  would  read  the  article  to 
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their  Lotdshipi^  who  would  lee  that  his 
gtatemenu  were  not  exaggerated. 

These  circumttADCof  (the  noble  Lord  read) 
are  already,  perhaps,  known  to  and  rennembersd 
by  our  readers ;  but  what  follows  will  surprise 
them,  however  familiar  they  may  be  with  Lord 
Brougham's  eccentricities. 

He  had  not  the  slightest  objection  toplead 
guilty  to  the  charge  of  ecoentricityy  if^  that 
offence  consisted  in  going  to  business  early 
in  the  mornings  and  continuing  at  it  till 
late  in  the  evening,  and  getting  through 
all  the  business  that  was  to  be  done  both 
there  and  elsewhere ;  if  that  was  eccentri- 
city he  had  no  objection  to  plead  guilty  to 
it.    The  article  proceeded : 

The  Mormng  Henddy  which  contains  the 
fullest  report  of  Lord  Brougham's  speech  in 
moYing  tne  judgment  of  the  House  of  Lords 
upon  the  case,  states  that  Lord  Brougham 
coocloded  in  these  words :— '*  I  move,  my 
Lords,  that  the  judgment  of  the  Court  below 
be  affirmed,  with  costs  not  exceeding  350//* 
And  the  Mondng  Herald  proceeds  to  tell  us 
that  the  judgment  of  the  Court  below  was 
**  affirmed  accordingly." 

The  Mondng  Arald  is  not  alone.  The 
solicitors,  tlie  short-hand  writers,  the  Peers— 
(What  Peers  ?  Your  Lordships  are  slandered 
also  by  this  paper)— all  concur  in  asserting 
that  Lord  Brouffham  moved,  **  that  the  judg- 
ment be  affirmed,'*  and  that  the  judgment  was 
**  affirmed  accordingly." 

Now,  how  do  we  find  the  Motion  of  Lord 
Brougham  and  the  acquiescence  of  the  House 
recorded  in  the  Journals  of  the  House  of 
Lords? 

Thus—"  Solarte  ▼.  Palmer.  Further  con- 
sidered; and  judgment  thereupon  POST- 
PONED tmeeiie/" 

(The  word  ''postponed"  printed  in  large 
capitals.) 

Is  it  true,  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  hinted 
to  the  Loid  Chancellor  that  the  point  which 
had  appeared  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  much 
too  plain  for  doubt,  appeared  to  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  far  too  dark  for  certainty  ? 

Is  it  true,  that  a  friendly  functionary  hinted 
to  Lord  Brougham  that  he  had  formerly  been 
Counsel  in  the  cause  upon  which  he  was  now 
Judge,  and  that  he  had  strongly  advised  the 
course  in  the  one  capacity  which  he  coarsely 
condemned  in  the  other  ? 

Is  it  true,  that  upon  the  one  hint,  or  the 
other  hint,  or  both  hints.  Lord  Brougham  pro- 
hibited the  insertion  upon  the  Journals  of  the 
House  of  the  Motion  which  had  been  made  by 
himself,  and  the  assent  which  had  been  given 
to  it  by  their  Lordships? 

We  cannot  answer  these  questions ;  and  we 
do  not  advise  Lord  Brougham  to  attempt  an 
answer  to  them.  We  know,  however,  quite 
enough.  Lord  Brougham  has  done  an  act  of 
such  wanton  oppression,  of  such  cruel  injustice, 
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that  the  Joomsls  of  the  House  of  Loids  smhi 
be  garbled  for  the  rsveisal  or  the  eonceafaaeat 

of  it. 

(''Concealment  from  the  partiea  who 
suffered  by  it!"  observed  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.) 

If  there  is  one  Nobleman  in  the  Upper 
House  solicitous  in  the  very  least  degree  for 
the  dignity  of  his  order  this  matter  roust  be 
noticed  without  delay.  If  what  we  tell  is 
true,  Lord  Brougham  is  unfit  to  preside  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  as  a  Judge,  to  sit  in  Par- 
liament as  a  Peefi  to  aaove  in  society  as  a 
Gentleman. 

(Then  came  a  proposition  with  whidi 
he  thought  their  LmndshipB  wotild  fully 


If  what  we  tell  is  false — ^there  never  was 
committed  a  grosser  breach  of  privilege  than 
that  of  which  we  are  to-day  guilty. 

Therefore  it  was,  as  he  bad  already  tM 
their  Lordships,  that  he  could  not  rnd  to 
the  end  of  this  article  without  satisfying 
them  that  it  was  hardly  matter  of  choice 
with  him  whether  he  would  bring  this 
matter  before  them.  He  was  compelled  to 
do  so.  With  all  his  respect  for  the  freedom 
of  discussion^with  aU  his  good-will  to- 
wards the  Press  of  this  country— with  all 
his  anxiety  that  every  man's  conduct, 
public  and  private,  for  he  did  not  stop  at 
his  pubHc  conduct  merely — ^with  all  his 
disposition  to  throw  open  his  own  publk 
and  private  conduct  to  free  canvass  and 
inquiry,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  at  on 
the  Woolsack  without  calling  attention  to 
this  breech  of  their  privileges.  It  was 
really  painful  to  go  back  to  this  publication 
to  answer  the  questions  it  contained ;  but 
he  would  do  so.  They  were,  indeed,  as 
ridiculous  as  false.  It  was  asked—"  Is  it 
true,  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  hinted  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  that  the  point  which 
had  appeared  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  much 
too  plain  for  doubt«  appeared  to  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  far  too  dark  for  certainty  }" 
My  Lords,  said  the  Lord  Chancellor — It  is 
not  true.  "  Is  it  true,  that  a  friendly 
functionary  hinted  to  Lord  Brougham  that 
he  had  formerly  been  Counsel  in  the  cause 
upon  which  he  was  now  Judge,  and  that 
he  had  strongly  advised  the  oourse  in  the 
one  capacity  which  he  coarsely  condemned 
in  the  other?  It  is  not  true.  I  know  not 
to  which  functionary  allusion  can  here  be 
made.  I  know  of  no  friendly  functionary, 
or  hostile  functionary,  or  person  or  func- 
tionary, who  is  neither  one  nor  the  other, 
from  whom  I  received  any  hint,  excepting 
always  a  public  newspaper,  in  which  I  saw 
it  staled,  that  I  was  Counsel  in  the  cause. 
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Undoiibtedly  il  is  true;  that  I  was  Counsel 
in  the  eause;  but  that  was  in  a  veiy 
early  stage  of  it,  and  not  when  it  was 
Bear  the  staee  upon  which  alone  a  single 
obaenration  is  made  in  this  paper.  'Ms  it 
truOj  that  upon  the  one  hint,  or  the  other 
hint,  or  both  hints.  Lord  Brougham  ptohi- 
bited  the  insertion  upon  the  Journals  of 
the  House  of  the  motion  which  had  been 
made  by  himself,  and  the  assent  which  had 
been  given  to  it  by  their  Lordships  ?"-~It 
18  utterly  untrue,  scandalously  false,  wick- 
edly libellous,  and  slanderous  eveiy  one 
must  see,  and  not  more  scandalous  than 
it  is  from  beginning  to  end  an  entire  fic- 
tion. 1/  know  the  origin  of  this,  my  Lords. 
It  proceeds  from  some  person  who  is  igno- 
rant of  the  forms  of  this  House  in  judicial 
proceedings.  You  see  how  dangerous  a 
little  learning  is.  If  this  person  luid  never 
known  the  forms  of  this  House — ^if  he  had 
never  dabbled  in  these  forms— if  he  had 
not  known  so  little,  he  would  not  have  got 
his  victim  —  his  dupe,  who  has  been 
{NTompted  by  his  malignity — into  this  gross 
blunder.  By  merely  looking  at  the  ^ur^ 
nak  of  the  House  he  has  been  led  into  this 
gross  fabrication.  When  the  order  is  made, 
and  your  Lordships  have  agreed  to  affirm 
a  decree,  with  a  certain  amount  of  costs,  the 
ooets  are  stated  pro  formd,  not  to  exceed 
350/ ,  but  the  real  amount  is  left  to  be 
ascertained.  S50l.  is  the  maximum  sum. 
The  costs  cannot  exceed  that  sum,  but  they 
might  be  less;  they  miffht  be  ^50L  or 
SCO/.  The  judgment  is  afterwards  entered 
u{>,  together  with  the  real  amount  of  the 
costs.  This  great  improvement,  which  was 
directed  by  one  of  my  noble  and  learned 
predecessors,  was  made  years  and  years 
before  I  entered  this  House.  On  all  occa- 
sions, ever  since  this  rule  has  been  in  force, 
the  order  has  been  pronounced  as  I  pro- 
nounced it,  but  the  judgment  has  never 
been  entered  up  tiU  the  rral  amount  of  the 
costs  has  been  ascertained.  In  every  one 
ease,  I  lepeat,  the  judpnent  is  moved  to  be 
affirmed  with  a  certain  amount  of  costs, 
but  it  is  entered  in  the  way  I  have  de- 
scribed to  your  Lcwdships —  '^  Judgment 
postponed*"  In  the  case  of  Solarte  v.  Pal. 
mer,  the  gentleman  at  the  table,  who,  I 
have  no  dmibt,  will  remember  the  matter 
better  than  I  do,  after  I  had  moved  that 
the  decree  be  affirmed,  made  the  entry  in 
the  usual  way.  That  gentleman  did  not 
communicate  with  me  in  any  way  ,*  not  a 
word,  nor  a  hint,  nor  a  wink,  passed  be- 
tween us.  This  has  happened  twenty 
limes  since  I  have  been  on  the  woolsack. 
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It  has  happened  almost  every  day;  the 
business  never  took  any  other  course,  and 
by  no  possibility  could  it  have  taken  any 
other  course.  Your  Lorships  now  see  how 
these  worthy  and  disinterested  inquirers 
into  my  judicial  proceedings — these  maL 
droit  adepts — these  bungling,  blundering 
libellers  —  who,  with  all  the  venom  that 
can  be  distilled  from  their  base  and  crawl- 
ing natures,  have  not  the  common  sense 
that  even  the  lowest  animals,  who  are  en- 
dowed with  such  poisonous  gifts  possess,  of 
running  into  their  holes  and  concealing 
their  deformity — ^have  laid  themselves  open 
to  every  species  of  exposure.  No  man 
can  regret  this,  but  I  do  feel  some  regret 
for  their  unhappy  victims.  They  primed 
their  instruments  with  information,  saying, 
**  I  had  this  from  such  a  one— he  knows  a 
great  deal,  and  it  must  be  true,*' — and 
then  they  wrote  their  own  comments,  or 
got  their  journeymen  to  write  it  for  them. 
In  this  way  has  been  ushered  into  the 
world  this  mendacious  composition  —  as 
despicable  and  as  malicious  in  the  origin, 
as  blundering  in  the  execution,  showing 
as  great  a  want  of  common  tact  as  of  com- 
mon honesty.  All  this  is  the  consequence 
of  the  kind  of  machinery  which  I  have 
stated  to  your  Lordships.  I  do  not  look  at 
it  with  asperity.  In  my  mind,  it  produces 
no  other  feeling  than  that  of  unmeasured 
contempt.  I  can't  pretend  to  say,  that  I 
feel  injured ;  on  the  contrary,  I  am  not 
wounded  in  the  slightest  way  in  any  one 
of  my  feelings.  So  that,  if  that  was  one 
of  the  objects  of  the  slanderers,  they  have 
totally  failed.  I  must  now  say  something 
respecting  the  advice  which  I  am  stated  to 
have  given  when  at  the  Bar,  relative  to 
this  case,  and  which  is  alluded  to  in  ano- 
ther part  of  this  article.  My  Lords,  I  have 
made  it  my  business,  since  I  entered  this 
House,  to  apply  myself  in  the  closest  man- 
ner that  I  can  to  the  duties  which  my  situ- 
ation entails  upon  me.  Wanting  the  vast 
learning  and  the  long  experience  of  some 
of  my  predecessors,  I  have  endeavoured,  in 
assbting  your  Lordships  in  the  exercise  of 
your  judicial  functions,  to  make  up  for  thai 
want  by  deep  and  unremitted  attention  to 
the  business  brought  before  me ;  I  am  sure 
that  no  one  who  has  had  an  opportunity  of 
observing  my  conduct  will  fail  to  corrobo- 
rate what  I  say.  I  have  not  adopted  the 
usual  plan  of  saying  nothing  when  judg- 
ments were  affirmed,  and  which  had  almost 
grown  up  into  a  practice.  Before  the  ded- 
idon  of  the  Roxbui^  case,  it  was  the  con- 
stant practice  to  say  nothing  on  those  occa- 
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flions  wbea  judgnentt  wore  mttdgr  affirmed. 
Two  of  in7  predeoetBon  hare  certainly 
given  reasont  ror  affimring  decreet^  Imt  not 
often.  I  have»  however,  made  it  an  inva* 
riaUe  nile  in  all  casei  where  intrieate 
poinlfl  of  kw  have  heen  involved,  or  where 
Uie  question  ai  issue  has  heen  of  much 
importance,  to  give  my  o|yinion  at  length 
to  your  Lordships.  I  find,  that  it  is  more 
ntisfhctoiy  to  the  suitors  and  to  the  Courts 
of  Law  regulated  hy  the  judgment  of  your 
Lordriiips,  to  adopt  that  oourBe*  1  acted 
op  to  ^at  rule  on  the  present  occasion  ; 
hut,  although  1  stated  my  opinion  unra- 
eevvedly,  it  did  not,  I  am  sure,  hetoken  the 
slightest  exasperation.  I  was  in  no  way 
vexed  by  the  time  which  this  appeal  occti* 
pied,  nor  hy  the  attention  which  I  gave 
to  the  arguments  it  was  your  Lordships' 
time  which  was  wasted.  With  regard  to 
the  statement  that  1  on  one  occasion  advised 
that  this  appeal  should  be  made,  I  wiH 
premise,  that  f  should  be  ashamed  if,  after 
having  given  a  certain  opinion  when  I  was 
counsel,  when  I  might  have  heen  Minded 
hy  some  obliquity  of  view,  I  should  feel 
myself,  as  a  judge,  bound  to  adhere  to  thai 
opinion,  however  ilkfounded.  A  counael 
is  apt  to  say,  in  the  first  moment  after  de- 
feat, that  he  is  right,  and  that  the  court  is 
wrong,  but  let  a  month  or  six  weeks  pass 
away,  and  let  him  have  time  to  refect  on 
that  hasty  opinion,  and  it  is  then  more  than 
probable  thai  he  will  admit  his  error,  and 
say  there  is  not  a  shadow  of  a  ground  for 
adopting  his  advice.  If  I  had  been  in  such 
a  situation,  if  I  had  advanced  an  opinion 
of  that  kind,  I  am  sure  I'  ^ould  have  been 
the  first  person  to  say,  that  my  advice  was 
wrong,  that  there  was  not  a  word  of  truth 
in  it,  and  that  it  must  be  wholly  disre* 
garded.  I  v^as  counsel  for  Mr.  Sofaite 
when  the  case  was  tried  at  Guildhall ;  bat 
I  never  complained  of  a  bill  of  exceptions 
not  being  tendered.  Lord  Tenterdea  might 
have  advised,  that  a  bill  of  exceptions 
should  be  tendered,  but  that  does  not  prove 
that  Lord  Tenterden  considered,  diat  the 
verdict  was  wron^,  but  that  he  thought  it 
was  better  that  the  case  should  1^  decided 
in  another  court  if  the  plaintiiT  was  of 
opinion  that  the  verdict  could  not  be  main- 
tained, and  that  his  direction  to  the  jury 
was  erroneous.  But,  my  Lords,  this  cause 
afterwards  came  befbre  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer— ^it  was  there  argued  before  aU 
the  Judges,  and  consequently  a  decision 
was  given  in  this  case,  first  by  Lord  Ten. 
terden,  and  then  by  the  Court  of  Exche^ 
quer,  where  dl  the  tw^^  Judges  wars 
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pressed  upon  the  question,  and  the  dacisias 
of  Loid  Tenteidan  was  ooufirmed  without 
one  disKntient  voioa,  it  being  considefed  • 
clear  case,  respeottng  which  no  difibnaoa 
of  omnion  could  exist.  The  point  on 
whioi  this  decision  turned  referred  to  the 
notiee  of  a  hill  of  exchange,  md  the 
kamed  Judges  ware  of  opinioa  that  tiiare 
was  no  ookmr  ibv  saying  that  a  due  notiee 
had  been  given.  Your  Lordships  new  aae 
how  utte^  falser-hour  entbely  fahricatod 
is  the  asseition  in  this  article,  that  I  ad* 
vised  this  prooeediiig»  which  I  aftenmn^ 
expressed  astoniahment  should  have  been 
adopted.  The  dadsioB  given  in  dib  easa 
in  the  Court  of  King^s  Bench  was  hrooght 
before  the  Judges  in  die  Exchequer  Chaas- 
her,  and  till  judgment  was  pnmounoed  fay 
them  upon  it,  there  could  he  no  appeal  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  Now  that  judgmuut 
was  not  pronounced  till  the  7th  of  May, 
18S1 ,  seven  or  eight  montha  after  I  ^ft«>«w 
a  Peer,  and  took  my  seat  as  Chanaalkr  ; 
and,  therefore,  I  could  not  by  any  possi* 
hility  have  advised  upon  the  subject  of  an 
appeal  to  ''the  highest  tribunal  in  tha 
coiHitty."  in  the  course  of  that  judgment 
I  observe,  that  the  Court  says,  "  There  ia  a 
stronger  case  aaainst  the  party  before  ua 
than  appeared  us  Hartley  v.  Case,  whieh 
was  decided  in  1805w"  Now,  my  Lords^ 
I  argued  that  veiy  ease  myself,  and  theiie* 
fore,  am  well  aof  uaintad  with  the  pointa 
of  law  to  which  it  refoned-^so  that  here 
is  another  reason  to  show  ^t  I  should  a<»t 
have  advised  thisprooeading,,  whidi  I  hatve 
abeady  demonstrated  is  physicaliy  irapaa* 
siUe.  W\\k  regard  to  ^a  tone  of  other 
parts  of  this  article,  whaeh  I  have  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  read  to  your  LonU 
ships,  I  will  make  some  ohservntiona  i 
eertaiuly  did  dwell  on  one  eircumstaaee 
when  ^is  a^ieal  was  before  me^  and  i  did 
so  beoaose  it  appeared  to  merit  fepeaaH  I 
allude  to  the  manner  in  which  the  au^io- 
rities  were  cited  to  bear  out  the  ease  of  ea« 
of  these  parties.  The  oownsel  very  caao* 
luHy  cited  a  case  whieh  was  for^  yearHr 
old,  havibg  heen  tried'  by  Lord  Mansfield^ 
ia  1787,  hut  they  took  not  the  slightest 
notieo  of  Hartley  v.  Case,  whieh  was  triad 
so  recently  as  1825>  and  v^ich  was 
to  by  the  Judges  in  the  Exchequer 
ber.  That  is  not  all,  my  Lorda,  They 
cited  the  high  authority  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Bayley  On  SUs  of  Bxdiange,  aa  hamig 
laid  down  the*  law  in  their  foveur ;  but 
how  did  they  cite  him  >  Why,  they  etlfed 
from  the  fourth  edition  of  that  leanmd 
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Judged  worl^  pubtfslied  m  188S,  ni  whkk 
oalj  tlie  okk  eaito  of  Tyndal  v.  Bnmn  was 
quofeod  as  applieaye  to  thekr  new  ef  tbe 
qaettioB.  NoWj  tay  Lords,  I  produced  to 
them  a  fi^h  editioii ;  but  I  will  first  sImyw 
that  that  edition  Hiiglit  have  been  known 
t^tbem.  It  was  pnbKsbed  in  1850,  and 
jn^ment  was  not  given  in  tbe  Court  of 
JSxebequer  till  1931.  Now,  if  tbe  fifth 
editioB  was  puUished,  why  sbonld  they  cite 
ft&m  the  ^Hirth?  It  happens  that  the 
ftmrth  e^tion  gives  a  case  m  their  favour, 
which  is  completely  overturned  by  the  case 
of  Hartley  v.  Case,  and  which  is  contained 
in  the  fifll^h  edition.  I  prodnced  that  case, 
my  Lords,  and  I  did  fee!  called  upon,  under 
soeh  eireumstanoes,  to  make  some  comments 
upon  the  eonrse  which  had  been  parsned. 
I  certainly  thought,  that  your  Lordships 
Aould  not  have  been  so  treated.  When  I 
gave  my  reasons  for  aftrming  the  decree, 
and  when  I  made  those  comments,  I  heard 
nothing  ^m  my  Lord  Chief  Justice,  I 
heard  nothing  from  any  friendly  function- 
ary. I  formed  my  opinion  from  my  own 
impartial  eonsideration  of  the  case;  and 
when  I  had  delivered  it  I  heard  no  refiee- 
don  made  which  could  induce  me  to  recede 
ftom  it.  It  was  my  candid  opinion,  and  I 
have  met  with  no  grounds  to  induce  me  to 
change  it.  If  I  eeold  have  been  suspected 
cf  entertaining  any  feeling,  was  it  not  more 
probable  that  1  should  have  leaned  towards 
that  pftrty  whose  cause  I  had  adwoeated, 
and  with  whose  interests  I  had  partially 
ideiMified  myself?  But  here  ^e  charge 
is  the  reverse.  I  am  accused  of  leaning 
towards  the  opposite  party.  My  Lord»,  I 
trust  that  it  is  needless  for  me  togo farther 
into  this  subjeet,  and  to  reply  to  the  gross 
charges  which  I  have  brought  under  your 
notice.  Forgive  me  for  saying  that  diere 
will  he  an  end  to  the  judicature  ci  the 
House  of  Lords,  there  will  be  an  end  of 
this  Assembly  judicating  at  aD,  if  ever  we 
sludl  live  to  see  the  day — which  may  Ood 
forUd,  for  there  would  be  an  end  not  only 
of  this  House,  hut  an  end  of  the  adminis- 
tmliQii  of  justice  in  En^nd — when  per- 
sonal feelnigB,  when  party  piiejudices,  or 
ihetious  animosities,  shall  cross  the  path 
shadowless,  which  oi^ht  to  be  of  the  pure, 
undefiled,  and  bright  course  which  your 
I.iordships'  ^edecessors  have  always  held 
in  tbe  adminiBtratioii  of  justice.  I  say.  my 
Lords,  that  if  there  should  appear,  from  any 
sinister  motive,  any  disposition  in  any 
quartet  to  afibrd  these  libellers  shelter- 
to  cive  them  any  encouragement,  or  to 
speak  for  them,  we  shall  then  have  ap 


>  pfoached  the  verge,  if  not  feUen  down  the 
precipice,  of  those  dangers  which  I  trust 
we  shall  never  have  cause  to  fear.  1  should 
not  have  discharged  my  duty  as  the  humlde 
instrument  of  the  judicial  functions  vested 
in  your  Lordships'  hands,  if  I  had  allowed 
thia  publication  to  pass  by  unheeded  and 
unnoticed,  after  my  attention  had  been 
called  to  it.  As  to  the  deluded  parties  who 
have  been  made  the  dupes  in  this  most 
calumnious  attack,  I  feel  ]Hty  for  them ; 
and  as  to  those  who  are  the  prime  movers 
in  it,  and  who  have  brought  about  only 
their  own  shame  and  discomfiture,  I  care 
nothing  for  them.  This  provocation,  great 
as  it  is,  may  give  me  cause  for  some  regret, 
but  I  can  truly  say  that  I  am  afiected  in 
no  other  way.  His  Lordship  resumed  his 
seat  amidst  much  cheering,  and  genera} 
cries  of  *'  Move,  Move  J" 

Earl  Grey  rose,  and  was  understood  to 
say,  that  after  the  circumstances  which  had 
just  been  stated  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord— al^r  their  Lordships  had  been  made 
acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the  attack 
which  had  been  so  unjustifiably  made  upon 
the  public  and  private  character  of  that 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  also  upon  the 
privileges  of  the  House,  he  thought  that 
there  could  be  but  one  opinion  as  to  the 
course  which  ought  to  be  taken,  namely, 
that  the  publisher  of  tbe  libel  should  be 
called  to  die  Bar  of  the  House.  He  had 
read  with  indignation  the  paragraph,  which 
was  written  m  such  gross  and  insolent 
language,  and  which  accused  the  noUe  and 
learned  Lord,  who  was  invested  with  the 
highest  judicial  function^  of  having  falsi., 
fied  an  entry  in  the  Journals  ef  their  Lord- 
ships, for  the  alleged  purpose  of  concealing 
an  erroneous  judgment.  T)m,  it  clearly 
appeared,  was  totfuly  unfounded  in  fact,  no 
entry  having  been  made,  but  that  whidi 
was  usually  made.  He  should,  without 
enteiing  further  into  the  subject,  move  that 
the  paragraph  which  had  been  read  te  their 
Lordships  was  a  gross  breach  of  the  pivi. 
leges  of  the  House. 

Lord  Wynferd  said,  that  it  was  impos* 
sible  to  deny  that  there  had  been  a  gross 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  Uie  House,  and 
thai  the  noble  and  warned  Lord  could  not 
have  done  otherwise  than  have  taken  the 
course  which  he  had.  The  explanation 
which  his  noble  and  learned  fnend  had 
^ven  of  the  mode  of  entering  up  judgment 
by  their  Lordships  was  quite  correct ;  but 
at  the  same  time  he  wished  to  state,  that 
the  form  was  calculated  to  deceive  many  aa 
to  its  true  import. 
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The  Lord  Ckamcelhr  aaid,  that  he  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  one  way  or  the  other. 
Why  should  he?  He  was  not  injured  in 
the  least  hy  the  puhiication.  He  did  not 
oare  one  farthing  about  it.  He  had  always 
strongly  recommended  the  House  not  to 
get  into  contests  on  breaches  of  priyil^. 
Tor  he  had  observed  that  on  such  occasions 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  generally  had 
the  worst  of  it.  He  must,  however,  take 
the  liberty  to  say,  if  there  ever  was  a  case 
which  ought  to  be  brought  forward  it  was 
the  present*  With  respect  to  Lord  Ten- 
teiden*s  having  entertained  any  doubt  upon 
the  case,  this  was  a  great  mistake.  His 
Lordship  had  had  no  doubt  whatever 
finally.  The  whole  of  the  •fudges  had 
unanimously  decided  one  way.  The  only 
operation  of  a  writ  of  error  was  the  impo- 
sition of  a  great  expense  on  the  party 
bringing  the  judgment  out  of  Westminster 
Hall,  merely  to  have  the  case  decided  in 
that  House  by  the  very  persons  who  had 
already  decided  it  elsewhere.  A  case  of 
pure  common  law,  as  to  a  point  of  what 
was  or  what  was  not  evidence  on  a  bill  of 
exchange,  never  could  be  decided  by  that 
House  against  the  unanimous  opinion  of  all 
the  Judges.  He  would  leave  the  case  to 
their  Lordships,  and  if  they  voted  the 
paragraph 'a  breach  of  privilege,  he  might 
probably  interfere  upon  sulnequent  pro- 
ceedings. 

Earl  Grev  said,  that  he  was  sure  that 
their  Lordships  would  be  of  opinion  that 
personal  considerations  ought  not  in  any 
manner  to  influence  their  judgioaent  on  this 
question,  as  it  was  impossible  for  the  House 
not  to  vindicate  its  privileges  on  such  an 
occasion.  He  had  never  been  a  friend  to 
proceedings  against  publications,  although 
their  Lordships  well  knew  that  he  had  not 
passed  through  his  political  life  without 
Qxperiendng  ample  provocation.  He  had 
not,  however,  in  any  one  case,  ever  made  a 
complaint  to  that  House.  The  breach  of 
^  *  privilege  now  brought  forward  was  capable 
of  no  other  construction  than  that  it  was  a 
most  premeditated,  malignant  attack  on  the 
character  of  an  individual,  a  violation  of 
the  piivileges  of  that  House ;  and  he  was 
rather  surprised  that  his  noble  and  learned 
friend  diould  have  treated  it  with  so  much 
contempt*  The  writer  of  the  libel  said — 
"  We  cannot  answer  these  questions ;  and 
we  do  not  advise  Lord  Brougham  to 
attempt  an  answer  to  them.  We  know, 
however,  quite  enough.  Lord  Brougham 
has  done  an  act  of  such  wanton  oppression, 
•f  such  cruel  injustice,  that  the  Journals  of 


the  Home  of  Lords  must  be  garUed  £ar 
the  reversal  or  the  concealment  of  iti" 
Here  the  writer  charged  Lord  Broughaai 
in  his  judicial  capacity  as  Member  of  that 
House,  of  garbling  and  mutilating  the 
Journals  of  the  House,  either  to  ooo^al  or 
misrepresent  a  judgment  he  had  pfoi. 
The  writer  proceeded — ^'  If  there  is  one 
nobleman  in  the  Upper  House  solicitous  in 
the  very  least  degree  for  the  dignity  of  hie 
order,  this  matter  must  be  noticed  without 
delay."  It  was  impossible  for  his  aoUe 
and  learned  friend  not  to  have  noticed  this 
passaoe,  and,  it  being  noticed,  it  was  iaipoa> 
sihle  for  the  House  not  to  take  the  coune 
he  pointed  out  to  vindicate  its  jprivilegea. 
The  writer  then  continued — '*  If  what  we 
tell  is  true,  Lord  Brougham  is  unfit  to  pee. 
side  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  as  a  Jud|9^ 
to  sit  in  Parliament  as  a  Peer,  to  move  ia 
society  as  a  gentleman.  If  what  we  tell  is 
false,—  there  never  was  a  greater  breach  of 
privUege  than  that  of  which  we  are  to-ds^ 
guilty.  Were  their  Lordships  prepared 
to  hear  any  Member  of  that  House  vilified 
in  such  a  manner  upon  a  charge  totally 
false  ?  If  it  were  false,  he  contended  that 
never  had  there  been  committed  a  greater 
breach  of  privilege,  and  it  appeared  to  hin 
impossible  for  the  House  to  refrain  frees 
treating  it  as  such.  Let  the  printer  be 
called  to  the  Bar,  and  if  he  oould  urge  9my 
thing  in  palliation  or  extenuation  of  wbit 
he  had  done,  their  Lordships  were  too  just 
not  to  be  willing  to  hear  his  plea,  and  to 
allow  him  the  f  uU  benefit  of  what  he  might 
be  able  to  urge. 

The  Marquess  of  Londcmderry  said,  that 
the  paragraph  was  scandalous  and  base,  and 
if  the  ncmie  and  learned  Lord  had  not  taken 
notice  of  it,  he  should  have  felt  it  his  duty 
to  have  brought  the  subject  forward.  If 
the  printer  ^uld  not  be  able  to  justify 
himself  entirely,  the  House  ought  to  adopt 
severe  proceedings. 

The  Duke  of  WeUingUm  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  view,  that  this  was  a  breach 
of  their  Lordships  privUeges.  With  refer* 
ence  to  the  mode  of  recording  the  jud^ 
meat,  he  hdieved  that  the  question  had 
been  put  from  the  Woolsack,  that  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  below  be  affirmed. 
It  appeared  to  him  impossible  that  that 
House  could  pass  a  vote  of  such  a  nature> 
and  that  there  should  be  no  record  of  that 
vote.  There  must  have  been  a  record,  but 
the  record  which  had  been  printed  was 
that  the  judgment  had  been,  not  passed^ 
but  postponed.  Any  man  would  be  misled 
by  the  discrepancy  between  the  record  or 
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'entry  by  the  dork  an^'the  printed  paper, 
which  profened  to  be  a  copy  of  it.  He 
'oonld  assove  their  Lordships  that  he  had 
himself  been  entirely  misled  by  the  entry 
ta  the  vote  upon  this  occasion.  When  he 
had  perused  the  libel  that  morning,  he  had 
i!^erred  to  the  printed  votes,  ana  he  had 
fraud  them  different  from  the  record.  He 
thought  it  but  fair  and  just  to  state  this  to 
their  Lordships,  leaving  it  to  their  Lord- 
ships to  do  with  the  case  what  they  might 
think  advisable. 

The  Lord  ChanceUor  explained,  that  the 
entry  of  the  judgment  on  the  record  was, 
in  the  first  instance  provisional.  In  every 
case  where  the  judgment  of  the  House 
'coincided  with  that  of  the  tribunal  below, 
until  the  amount  of  costs  was  ascertained, 
the  judgment  could  not  be,  even  though 
affirmed,  entered  as  finally  passed ;  and 
"Consequently,  as  in  the  case  which  gave 
rise  to  the  present  discussion,  the  printed 
vote  of  their  Lordships  House  stated  that 
the  case  was  postponed  for  further  oon- 
«ideration. 

The  Earl  of  Mansfield  thought  it  was 
*  but  due  to  the  persons  accused  of  having 
oommitted  a  breach  of  their  Lordships'  pri- 
vileges, to  state,  that  he  originally  laboured 
trader  the  same  misapprehension  respecting 
tile  judgment  of  the  House,  as  the  noble 
Dnke  who  had  but  just  addressed  them. 
He  saw  in  one  of   the    newspapers  an 
account  of  the  speech  made  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Loitl  when  delivering  judg- 
ment in  the  case  ;  and  as  in  that  account 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  made  to 
eonclude  by  moving  **  that  the  judgment  of 
the  Court  below  h^  affirmed  with  costs," 
he  did  not  entertain  a  doubt  that  such  a 
judgment  had  been  given.     His  attention, 
Dowever;  was  more  particularly  called  to 
the  subject  by  a   friend,  who  asked  him 
if,  such   a  judgment    had    been    given, 
and,  on  referring  to  the  printed  minutes  of 
their  Lordships^  proceedings,  somewhat  to 
his  surprise  he  round  that  no  such  judg. 
tnent  had  beeh  entered,  but,  on  the  con. 
tiary,  that  the  case  had  been  postponed  till 
a  future  day.    Wishing,  then,  naturally  to 
ascertain  what  was  the  real  fact,  he  availed 
himself   of   the    earliest    opportunity    to 
examine  the  written  minutes,  and  these 
oeriainly  he  found  to  be  veiy  different  from 
the  printed  minutes.    Whether  they  ought 
in  terms  to  correspond  with  each  other  he 
knew  not ;  but  in  point  of  fact  they  did  not 
correspond,  and  he   would    shortly  state 
what  constituted  the  difference,      in  the 
written  minutes  above  the  word  "  affirmed" 
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were  inserted   in   hand-wriring  difiering 
from  that  of  the  body  of  the  document  the 
words  ''to  be;"  but  in  the  printed  votes 
the  word  ''affirmed"  was  not  used  at  all, 
the  judgment  being  there   stated  to  be 
postponed.    The  meaning  of  the  interlinea- 
tion in  the  written  minute,  he '  took  to  be 
that  stated  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
but  how  far  the  wording  of  the  printed 
vote  was  correct  he  had  vet  to  learn.     The 
statement  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
respecting  the  practice  of  the  House,  he 
beheved  to  be  perfectly  correct.     In  cases 
where  judgment  was  given,  affirming  the 
judgment  m  the  Court  below,  with  a  fixed 
and  determined  amount  of  costs,  he  would 
say,  for  instance,  with  100/.  costs,  the  vote 
of  the  House  would  be  entered  as  finally 
affirmed  ;  but  in  cases  where  the  judgment 
of  the  Court  below  was  affirmed  with  ah 
amount  of  costs  to  be  ascertained  on  a  future 
occasion,  the  proper  entry  would  be,  that 
the  case  was  postponed  until  the  amount  of 
such  costs  was  ascertained.     In  the  present 
case,  as  the  judgment  was  affirm^  with 
amount  of  costs  as  yet  unascertained,  the 
proper  entry  would  have  been  "  to  be  post- 
poned until  amount  of  costs  ascertained ;" 
instead  of  which  it   was   stated    in   the 
written  minutes  that  the  case  was  '^  to  be 
affirmed,"  and  in  the  printed  minutes,  that 
it  was  ''  postponed  sine  die. "    That  there 
was  a  considerable  degree  of  confusion  in 
the  taking  down  and  printing  of  the  mi- 
nutes was  evident,  and  of  course  it  would 
be  a  question  with  their  Lordships  how  far 
that  confusion  ought  to  so  in  palliation  oi 
the  breach  of  privilege,  uiould  they  decide 
upon  calling  the  printer  to  the  Bar.     He 
did  not  state  the  circumstance  in  defence  of 
the  person  accused  of  the  breach  of  their 
Lordship's  privileges.     In  the  propriety  of 
calling  that  person  to  the  Bar  to  answer  for 
his  offence,  he  entirety  concurred;    and 
even  though,  as  was  the  case  on  a  former 
occasion,  their  Lordships  might  be  accused 
of  prejudging  the  case,  by  designating  it  as 
a  breach  of  privilege  before  the  party  was 
brought  to  the  Bar,  he  had  no  objection 
to  assent  to  the  noble  Earl's  present  Motion. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  begged  to  set  the 
noble  Earl  right  upon  the  question    of 
privilege.    It  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  article  in  question  should  be  declared  a 
breach  of  privilege  before  any  proceedings 
were  taken  to  bring  the  printer  to  the  Bar. 
The  printer  cf  the  paper,  in  fact,  could  not 
be  brought  to  the  Bar  unless  their  Lord, 
ships  decided  that  the  article  in  question 
was  a  violation  of  their  privileges.     Hb 
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could  resist  Ae  Older  to  sftten^  and  ao 
officer  would  be  safe  ia  aifeadng  hioi,  uakts 
ke  could  fnoduoe  in  his  justificatioii  the 
ResolutioQ  of  their  Lonhhips,  deekrinf 
that  a  breach  of  privilege  had  been  committ^ 
by   Uie  publication  of  an  article  in  his 
paper.     By  ^at  Resolution  the  case  was 
not  at  ail  prqudged;  it  was  only  placed  In 
a  sitnation  to  be  considered  by  the  House. 
His  principal  oUect  in   aoatn  obtruding 
bimieif  upon  their  Lordships'  notice  was 
to   say,    that  with  the    drawing  up   of 
the  Minutes  of  their  proceedings  he  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do.     He  never  saw 
the  entry  made  in  the  Minute-book  in  the 
case  alluded  to  until  his  attention  was  called 
to  it.     Nay^  more,  in  the  whole  course  of 
his  life  he  never  saw  a  stn^i^e  Minute  of 
any  proceedings  in  that  House  until  that 
day  at  five  o'dock,  when,  in  consequence  of 
the  article  in  the  paper,  he  referred  to  the 
Clerk  s-book  to  see    in   what  terms   the 
Minute  in  question  was  entered.     There 
certainly  was  some  confusion  in  the  entries^ 
And  his  wish  was,  that  that  confusion  might 
operate  in  favour  of  the  accused  party. 
His  wish  wns,  that  the  unfortunate  printer 
might  get  out  of  the  scrape  into  which  he 
had  been  unwillingly  thought  by  otberb 
He  bore  no  ill-will  whatever  to  the  poor 
man  who  would  be  obliged  to  appear  at 
the  Bar  to  answer  for  what  persons  beyond 
the  readi  of  their  Lordships  authority  had 
doncb     He  should,  indeed,  be  glad  to  get  at 
the  real  authors  of  the  libel,  and  it  was  in 
the  hope  it  might  be  possible  to  reach  them 
throu^  the  individual  who  would  have  to 
atand  at  the  Bar,  that  he  was  disposed  not 
to  regret  the  Motion  which  had  been  made 
hy  ha  noble  friend.     With  respect  to  the 
insertion  of  the  words  "to  be'*  in  the 
written  Minute,  he  could  only  say,  he  knew 
nothing  whatever  about  it.     It  was  stated, 
and  with  somewhat  of  a  marked  emphasis, 
by  the  noble  Earl  who  last  spoke,  that  the 
insertion  was  in  a  hand-writing  difierent 
from  that  of  the  general  entry ;  but  he  de- 
aired  distinctly  to  say,  that  l^  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  it.     It  would  be  easy 
for  their  Lordships  to  examine  the  Clerks 
at  the  Table  upon  the  point,  and  he  was 
satisfied  it  would  appear,  that  the  inter- 
lineation was  in  the  hand- writing  of  one  of 
them.    He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  at  all 
events  never  saw  it  until  that  day,  and  was 
in  nowise  responsible  for  any  incorrectness 
which  it  might  display.     With  the  Oerks 
of  the  House,  and  with  them  alone,  the 
mistake,  if  any,  rested ;  and  whenever  the 
printer  of  the  paper  was  brought  to  the  Bar, 


he  would  certainly  insist  upon  their  heing 
cknrained,  with  a  view  to  show  that  he 
had  never  in  any  way  interfered  with  the 
entry,  and  particularly  that  he  had  not 
himself  inserted  or  directed  the  insettioa 
of  the  words  ''  to  be  "  as  they  then  stood 
in  the  written  Minute.  This  would  be 
but  due  to  himself,  and  he  was  sure  their 
Lordships  would  not  refine  auch  an  ex* 
anunntion  whenever  he  shouM  request  it 

Earl  Gr^  observed,  that  the  manner 
in  which  the  entry  upon  the  Minutes 
of  the  House  was  made  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  questidh  under 
consideration;  it  might,  perhaps,  he  a 
proper  subject  for  future  consideraation ; 
but  ceitunly  did  not  properly  belong  to 
the  matter  under  discussion.  The  only 
question  for  present  consideration  waiw 
whether  the  article  alluded  to  was  or  wm 
not  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  their  Lord, 
ships'  House,  and  whether  the  Minute  wss 
cofreetly  entered  or  not  made  no  difierenoe 
whatever.  In  his  opinion  their  Lordships 
could  not  help  acceding  to  the  Resolution 
he  proposed.  It  was  but  a  neoesmiy  foun- 
dation for  future  proceedings,  and  by 
adopting  it  they  decided  nothing  as  to  the 
character  of  the  publication  in  question — 
nothmg  OS  to  the  guilt  of  the  person 
whose  name  appeared  to  the  paper  as  its 
printer*  By  admitting  that  the  article 
was  a  breach  of  privilege  they  merely  took 
the  aecessaiy  preliminary  stage  to  ascertain 
whether  it  was  written  with  a  malicious 
intent,  or  whether  the  writer  of  it  was 
sincere  in  the  opinions  he  therein  expressed. 
How  far  the  aitide  was  malicious,  or  how 
far  it  WHS  justifiable,  would  remain  for 
consideration  when  the  printer  was  at  the 
Bar,  and  the  case  would  not,  he  repeatal, 
be  in  the  smallest  degree  prejudiced  by 
their  then  deciding,  that  it  constituted  a 
breach  of  privilege. 

The  Question,  that  the  uticle  complained 
of  was  a  breach  of  privil^e,  was  agreed  to. 

Earl  Grey  moved,  **  That  Thomas  Payne, 
whose  name  appeared  as  printer  and  pub- 
li^er  of  the  Morning  Poil^  be  ordered  to 
attend  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  on  Monday 
next ;"  but  at  the  suggestion  of  some  noble 
Lord  who  stated,  that  in  cases  involving  a 
breach  of  pri^41ege,  a  day  should  not  be 
allowed  to  mtecvene,  the  noble  Earl  altered 
the  time,  and  Mr.  Payne  was  ordered  to 
attend  on  the  fbllowing  day  (Saturday), 

Dramatic  Licbnsbs  Bill.^  The 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  G>mmittee  on  the 
Dramatic  Licenses  Bill  having  been  read^ 
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The  Marquess  of  Clanrioaxde  moved, 
tliat  tlie  House  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee. 

The  Bishop  of  London  said,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  move,  that  the  Dill  he  com- 
mitted this  d^y  six  months,  neither  did  he 
intend  to  oppose  it,  hut  he  must  he  per- 
mitted to  repeat  now  what  he  stated  la^t 
year,  namely,  that  the  theatres  of  the  me- 
tropolis were  conducted  in  a  manner  that 
was  a  scandal  to  a  moral  people  and  a 
Christian  country.  He  repeated  this,  not- 
withstanding all  the  ohloquy  and  odium  to 
which  he  had  heen  suhjected  in  consequence 
of  his  former  declaration  to  the  same  efiect. 
He  felt,  that  the  mode  in  which  plays  were 
represented  at  the  theatres  was  subversive 
of  the  moral  feelings  of  the  people ;  and  if 
not  checked  would  ultimately  tend  to  shake 
the  State  itself,  because  whatever  tended 
to  demoralize  the  people,  would  endanger 
the  institutions  of  the  country.  He  re- 
peated, that  he  should  not  oppose  the  Bill, 
but  if  it  should  go  into  Committee  it  was 
his  intention  to  more,  '^  That  the  words  in 
the  preamble  representing  theatrical  en- 
tertainments as  having  a  moral  tendency 
should  be  expunged." 

Lord  Segrave  opposed  the  Bill  because 
he  considered  it  was  calculated  to  inter- 
fere with  the  interests  of  the  two  patent 
theatres.  He  contended,  that  additional 
theatres  were  not  wanted  in  the  metropolis, 
for  the  town  was  already  overstocked. 
With  the  exception  of  Mr.  Sheridan 
Knowles,  there  was  hardly  a  dramatic 
writer  whose  works  were  worthy  of  being 
produced  on  the  stage,  and  therelbre  it 
could  not  be  said^  that  the  Bill  was  required 
to  forward  the  interest  of  dramatic  authors. 
Neither  could  it  be  urged,  that  it  was 
necessary  to  give  scope  to  the  talents  of 
good  actors,  for  of  actors  of  eminence  there 
was  at  present  a  remarkable  scarcity.  If 
this  Bin  were  allowed  to  pass,  the  conse. 
quence  would  be,  that  an  unlimited  number 
of  theatres  would  start  up  from  time  to  time, 
for  the  power  of  licensing  them  would  be 
vested  not  only  in  the  If  *d  Chamberlain, 
but  in  the  Lord  Mayor  of  London  also ; 
so  if  these  two  official  persons  happened  to 
be  theatrically  inclined,  the  metropolis  would 
be  inundated  with  minor  theatres*  Re- 
garding, therefore,  the  interests  of  the  two 
freat  theatres,  and  considering  that  the 
lill  was  in  other  respects  likely  to  be  in. 
jurious,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppose  it, 
and  should  therefore  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, ''  that  it  be  committed  that  day  six 
months." 


Lord  fVkarncliffiB  also  oljected  to  ihe 
Bill,  not  only  because  it  would  infringe 
upon  the  rights  of  the  two  great  theatres, 
but  because  it  gave  the  LoiS  Chamberlain 
and  the  Lord  Mayor  the  unlimited  power 
of  licensing  as  many  theatres  as  they  should 
think  fit.     He   denied,   that    the  patent 
theatres  established  a  monopoly,  fbr  it  could 
not  be  contended  that  the  r^ular  drama 
was  not  acted  at  many  of  the  lesser  theatres 
now  established.     At  the  Victoria  theatre 
the  plays  of  Shakspeore  were  constantly  per- 
formed, and  he  believed  that  at  other  minor 
theatres — at  least  if  he  could  judge  by  the 
bills-— the  regular  drama  was  occasionally 
resorted  to.     He  believed,  however,   that 
the  taste  of  the  public  was  no  longer  in- 
clined for  the  regular  drama;  and  that 
being  the  case,  he  owned  he  could  not  see 
the  justice  of    charging    the  two  great 
theatres    with    monopoly.     A    sufficient 
number  of  theatres  were  open  throughout 
the    year  to  gratify  the    desire  of  the 
public;    and    he     could    not    but    feel, 
therefore,  that  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill,  had  treated  too  lightly 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  patent 
theatres.     A  Bill  for  the  better  reflation 
of  the  theatres  now  established  might  be 
passed  with  advantage,  and  therefore  as  a 
question  of  police  he  should  be  inclined  to 
give  his  support  to  such  a  measure.     As, 
however,  the  objects  of  this  Bill  were  of 
a  different  nature,  he  must  say,  that  he  could 
not  give  it  his  support.     He  believed  that 
the  real  object  of  the  Bill  was,  tu  pro- 
mote    the    interest    of     two    or    three 
theatres  that  were  now  good  speculations^ 
and  would  be  still  more  profitable  if  it  were 
allowed  to    pass.    Some  of   the   smaller 
theatres  were  open  all  the  year  round ; 
and  on  the  whole,   considering  that  the 
public  had  no  case  of  grievance  to  complain 
of,  he  tailed  upon  their  Lordships  not  to 
give  their  sanction  to  the  Bill,  but  to  vote 
for    the    Amendment    which    had    been 
mov'ed. 

The  Earl  of  Mulgrave  was  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  considered 
that  it  ought  to  go  into  Committee,  in 
order  that  its  several  provisions  might  be 
duly  considered.  Some  measure  of  the 
kind  was  necessary,  for  the  increased  and  still 
increasing  siae  of  the  metropolis  called  for 
additional  accommodation  and  greater  faci- 
lities to  meet  the  inclination  of  the  public 
to  attend  theatrical  entertainments.  The 
patent  theatres  exercised  a  monopoly 
which  ought  no  longer  to  exist.     The  oth 
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j«et  of  tlie  Bill  was  mimindentood,  it  was 
not  to  increase  the  number  of  theatres 
already  established,  but  rather  to  place 
them  under  certain  regulations  b^  which 
the  public  would  be  better  acoomniodated. 
If  the  House  would  allow  the  Bill  to  so 
into  Committee,  he  believed  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  expunging  any  clause 
against  which  reasonable  objections  could 
be  urged.  He  was  aware,  that  their  Lord- 
ships as  a  body,, did  not  take  much  interest 
in  theatrical  entertainments.  Indeed,  it 
was  useless  to  deny,  that  their  Lordships 
tastes  were  not  inclined  that  way.  Whether 
it  was  owing  to  any  change  which  had 
taken  place  in  their  feelings  or  habits,  or 
whether  il  was  to  be  attributed  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  theatres  were  con* 
ducted,  he  would  not  stop  to  inquire ;  but 
such  was  the  fact.  Their  Lordships 
should  consider,  however,  that  as  the  great 
body  of  the  people  were  deeply  interested  in 
the  drama,  it  was  their  duty  to  afford  them 
every  reascmable  facility,  in  order  to  in- 
dulge their  tastes  for  an  amusement  su 
rational,  and  to  which  they  naturally  at* 
tached  so  great  a  degree  of  interest. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would  not  adopt  the  amend- 
ment proposed,  but  would  rather  allow  the 
Bill  to  go  into  Committee,  for  the  purpose 
of  contddering  how  far  it  might  be  advisable 
to  adopt  its  provisions. 

Xiord  Wynford  said,  that  as  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  two  great  theatres  had 
vested  large  sums  of  money  in  them,  he 
considered  it  would  be  very  unjust  to  in- 
terfere with  the  rights  which  they  enjoyed 
under  the  patents  which  they  held.  He 
considered  that  the  number  of  theatres 
now  established  were  amply  sufficient  to 
•  meet  the  wants  of  the  public ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that,  as  far  as  the  interests  of  the 
proprietors  of  the  patent  theatres  were 
concerned,  they  would  have  no  objection 
that  the  theatres  now  existing  should 
continue,  provided  they  were  dosed  ac- 
cording to  their  licences,  and  that  no  others 
were  established  within  a  distance  of  two 
miles  of  the  metropolis.  If  the  noble 
Marquess,  who  introduced  the  Bill  should 
not  feel  disposed  to  accept  that  offer  on 
behalf  of  those  whose  cause  he  advocated, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the 
Bill,  as  he  did  not  think  it  right  that  the 
property  vested  in  the  patent  theatres 
should  be  sacrificed. 

The  Carl  of  Malmeshuru  objected  to  the 
power  given  to  the  Lord  Chamberlain  and 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  London  to  license  any 


number  of  theatres  they  might  think  fiL 
He  confessed,  also,  that  he  could  not  see 
why  every  theatre  established  under  the 
Bill  should  be  made  to  contain  1,500  peru 
sons.  The  Haymarket  theatre,  he  be- 
lieved, did  not  contain  so  many.  For  hk 
own  part,  he  preferred  a  small  theatre,  where 
he  could  see  the  faces  of  the  performers, 
and  enjoy  what  was  passing  much  more  to 
his  satisfaction  than  in  the  larger  houaea. 
Under  a  good  regalation,  he  raould  have 
no  objection  that  the  number  of  theatres 
should  he  extended^  and  with  that  imprei^ 
sion  he  should  vote  for  the  Committee. 

The  Marquess  of  Wettmeaik  suggested 
to  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde)  to  withdraw  the  sill,  in 
order  to  bring  it  forward  in  an  amended 
form. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment : 
Contents  82;  Not-oontenU8— Majority  1 4^ 

Committee  postponed  for  six  months. 

List  of  the  Not-Contknts. 

Clanricarde,  Maxq.  of  MulgimTa,  Eariof 

Denman,  Lord  Radnor,  Earl  of 

Malmesbury,  Earl  of  Somerset,  Duke  of 

Melbourne,  hotA  Torrington,  Lord 
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Mnroraa.]  PedtioBi  pmcatod.  lly  Mr.  WAaaonoir, 
finam  Bfidport*  ^yut  Bni|iloying  Childfcn  in  Sifufing 
Chinioeys  i  from  DumfHn,  and  two  other  Placet,  for  an 
Inquiry  into  the  Medietl  PvoftMloB;  ftom  Bridport,  and 
bf  Mr.  RoBBBiv,  fhn  MaMttont,  afitaik  ^m  Omrdb 
Ratct  BUL— By  Mr.  R.  Taavoa,  from  OM  PlaP»t  te 
Proteetion  to  the  Eitabtltbed  Church^— By  Lord  Sandok. 
ftom  Liverpool  I  and  by  Mr.  BLAXiaa,  ftom  Prome,  Sdl- 
arood,  telnet  a  Clanw  tai  the  Poor-Law  Ainanrtmwt 
BUL— By  Mr.  Etxtca,  from  Fotehill,  for  BeUef  lo  the 
DiflMSten. — By  Lord  Sandon,  from  Liverpool,  agaioit 
the  UniTcnitieB  Admioioa  BUL— By  Sir  D.  K.  SANoroao, 
from  the  Sehoofanaften  of  Paidey,  te  an  tnormiid 
Stipend. — By  Mr.  Guubv,  ftom  Arkworth,  egekiit  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act  Amendment  Bill.— By  Sir  AKoasir 
Aoirsfr,  ftom  two  Pkoet,  againit  Drunkennaa.— By  Mr. 
IlAJint,  ftom  Bndlbnl,  in  favour  of  Captafai  Atdwiao.-^ 
By  Sir  HAaav  Nkalb,  Mean.  GooiauaM,  PAaxx% 
MoarTii,  Btmo,  and  F.  Sraw,  from  a  Number  of  Plaoei, 
—for  Protection  to  the  Church  of  England.— By  Adroiril 
FuMZNo,  from  Balfour,  for  a  Sepamtion  of  C3iaich  and 
Statai  ftom  two  Plaooi,  for  alfeorlng  the  Reform  (Sool- 
land)  Act— ByAdmind  Adam,  ftom  Clackmannan,  for 
an  Alteration  in  the  Game  Law*.— By  Sir  Aifoaaw 
AoKsw,  from  a  Number  of  Placet,  for  the  Better  Obterr- 
anoe  of  the  Sabbath.— By  Mr.  PAasaa,  and  Mr.  lUu. 
Darb,  ftom  four  Placet,^~-againtt  the  Claims  of  the  Di»- 
lenten. — By  Mr.  T.  AttWood,  ftom  Stoke-npon-Trent, 
for  remitting  the  Seotenoe  of  the  Dmdiciter  Labourent 
from  Birmingham,  for  amfndli^  the  Friendly  Sodetiet 
Act.— By  Colonel  PaacxyAL,  from  Slign,  for  an  Inquiry 
into  the  SUte  of  the  Irish  Fisheries.— By  Mr.  G.  Lanotoit^ 
from  Shepton  Mallet,  for  an  Inquiry  into  the  Charitlee  of 
that  Town.- By  Mr.  A.  SANroao,  ftom  Tanntflo,  ^ainit 
the  Claims  of  the  Dissenteia.- By  Mr.  R.  N.  SiiAwa,  and 
Sir  Jahkb  Orabam,  ftom  three  Places,— for  Relief  to  the 
Agrkulturai  laCanit.--By  thafoODer,  ftooB  saveral  Plaaii» 
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i^yoft  tbm  (Satdk  Ratal  Bi]U-4ly  Mr.  Toon*  fimm 

Jamaica,  for  eoopeuatLaf  CaDgregatknia  tot  the  Destiuo- 
tlon  of  tiidr  Chapeli.— -By  Mr.  Dcrpiiu),  Mr.  Hall 
Duotf  and  Mr.  R.  N.  Skaws,— against  Clamea  in  the 
Poor-Law  AmendmcBt  BUL— By  Sir  Hirbt  Pamtkll, 
ttaai  three  Piece*,  for  an  Alteration  in  the  praient  System 
of  Church  Patronage  in  Scotland;  ftom  Dundee,  in 
ftfoor  of  the  Baakrupta  (Scotland)  BUI.— ^By  Mr.  Black- 


Captain  Atchoon  and  Lieutenant  Dawaon.— By  Sir  A. 
Hops,  fkom  Linlithgow,  fbr  Protection  to  the  Churdi  of 
Sootland. 

Poor  Laws'  Amsndmbnt — Report.^ 
The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  further 
oonsideration  of  the  Report  on  the  Poor 
Laws'  Amendment  Bill  having  been  read. 
Lord  Althor{>  moved,  that  the  Amendments 
be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Granville  Somertei  was  afraid,  that 
under  this  Bill  it  would  be  imposnble  fbr 
poor  persons  to  obtain  relief  if  they  should 
be  opposed  by  the  parochial  authorities. 
The  pauper  had  no  means  of  enfordnff  his 
claim  to  assistance,  except  by  appeal  to  a 
distant  central  board,  or  by  indicting  the 
parish  officers.  That  might  lead  to  starva- 
tion and  cruelty.  He  wished  to  give 
Magistrates  a  power  of  enforcing  relief  in 
cases  of  extreme  emergency.  He  was  also 
desirous,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  should 
exercise  the  same  supervision  with  regard 
to  any  suspension  or  alteration  of  existing 
regulations  by  the  Commissioners  as  in  the 
case  of  new  rules. 

Mr.  Walter  said,  that  the  BiU  being  in 
this  advanced  stage,  he  apprehended  it  was 
the  duty  of  those  who,  like  himself,  had 
opposed  it  on  its  first  introduction,  to  state 
whether  their  aversion  was  removed  or 
diminished  by  the  modifications  it  had 
undergone.  It  was  possible,  certainly,  that 
the  character  of  a  measure  might  be  totally 
altered  by  the  various  provisions  introduced 
with  a  view  to  regulate  its  operation  in  de- 
tail :  and  he  heard  it  said,  with  respect  to 
this  Bill^  when  objections  were  stated: 
*'  Oh,  it  will  come  out  of  the  Committee  a 
totdly  different  thing."  It  had  now  come 
out  of  the  Committee,  and  he  asserted  that 
it  did  not  come  out  of  it  a  totally  different 
thing,  but  that  whatever  objections  were 
entertained  with  respect  to  the  principles 
of  the  measure  at  first,  remained  undi- 
minished, or  very  little  diminished,  in  its 
present  stage.  It  was,  in  truth,  as  it  had 
been  justly  called, — so  far  as  related  to  the 
management  and  support  of  the  poor,  and 
in  reference  to  the  long-established  Poor- 
laws, — a  revolutionary  measure.  He  did 
not  think  the  statesmen  of  this  age  and 
nation  wiser  than  the  statesmen  m  the 
reign  of  Queea  Elizabeth,  and  that  there- 


fore  the  principkB  first  laid  down  by  the 
Ministers  of  that  illustrious  princess,  how- 
ever they  might  be  modified  in  their 
application  to  existing  circumstances,  should 
be  wholly  cast  away,  and  other  pinciplesy 
the  invention  of  speculative  heads,  substi- 
tuted in  their  place.  There  was  this 
difference  also  between  the  law  of  Elisabeth 
and  the  present  BOl— the  former  was  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  containing  in  itself  a 
complete  code  of  Poor-laws,  in  twenty 
brief  and  intelligible  clauses,  upon  which 
the  country  acted  from  1601  to  166%; 
whilst  the  latter,  containing  upwards  of 
four- score  clauses,  neither  brief  nor  very 
intelligible,  was  only  part  and  parcel  of  a 
code  consisting  at  present  of  1 18  statutes. 
If  from  such  a  nucleus,  for  the  present  Bill 
was  no  more  than  a  nucleus  of  what  was 
to  be,  it  increased  with  proportionate 
rapidity,  he  concluded  that  the  new  Popr- 
laws  of  England^  before  the  natural  death 
of  the  present  Parliament,  if  it  lasted  the 
usual  time,  would  be  equal  to  those  massive 
volumes  of  which  a  sample  was  lately 
mroduced  by  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Tamworth.  For  the  sake  of  deamess  and 
conciseness,  he  should  confine  his  remarks 
to  three  of  the  chief  provisions — the  Central 
Board,  the  workhouse  system,  and  the 
emigration  scheme.  Now,  with  respect  to 
the  Central  Board,  besides  its  despotic 
power,  the  objection  was,  that  it  created 
not  merely  fresh  patronage,  for  one  might 
have  seen  some  bounds  to  that,  but  a  msh 
source  of  patronage  which  was  immeasur- 
able in  its  effect  and  extent.  We  could 
have  found  fault  before,  for  example^  with 
the  Board  of  Taxes,  the  Victualling  Board, 
the  office  of  the  Commander-in^hief,  and 
many  others,  each  as  having  too  much 
patronage  attached  to  it;  but  then  these 
were  old  institutions,  carried  perhaps  to  a 
considerable  excess.  But  who  could  calcu- 
late beforehand  what  would  be  the  expense 
of  a  Central  Board  of  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners, now  first  invented,  and  to  push 
forth  its  arms  into  every  parish  of  the  king- 
dom }  The  only  change  under  this  head 
was,  that  the  new  Commissioners  were  n6t 
to  have  the  same  power,  immunity,  and 
irresponsibility  as  the  ancient  Judges  of  the 
realm;  they  were  not  to  be  aUowed  to 
imprison  at  will  upon  summary  process ; 
but  the  Commissioners  were  themselves,  in 
one  word,  patronage,  —  newly  created 
patronage — ^patronage  liable  to  yearly  and 
indefinite  increase.  All  objection,  there- 
fore, to  the  Bill  under  this  hesd  was 
undiminished.     Whatever  were  the  evils 
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of  4be  pmeat  FMrJaw  tsnten,  at  at  kait 
poMeased  no  patronage.  With  mpeet  to 
the  workhoun^  had  Uie  Bill  in  Coaimittee 
received  iapioveoieat  of  so  important  a 
characler  as  to  do  away  with  the  ofcgectiooft 
aa  this  head  ?  Workhouses  oertainly  existed 
before,  but  the  change  which  this  Bill 
suggested  in  them  was  of  a  most  severe  and 
oppressive  dianioter.  The  poor  were  liable 
to  be  removed  from  the  vicinage  of  their 
friends,  and  all  those  little  occasional  helps 
which  might  soothe  their  distien  in  their 
native  village^^removed  to  new  faoei^  and 
to  the  severe  custody  of  persons  unao- 
quainted  with  their  previous  habits.  But 
mhat  he  would  most  particularly  wish  the 
House  to  mark  under  this  head  was,  that 
Uie  whole  principle  of  the  new  law  and 
the  motives  for  its  introduction  were 
entirely  violated  and  set  aside  by  the  most 
important  provision  in  the  44th  clause. 
What  said  the  Report  of  theCommissionen 
on  which  the  Bill  was  founded?  That 
the  present  local  authorities  were  ofW 
illiterate  and  ignorant  man  —  that  their 
motives  were  often  as  faulty  as  their 
ciqaacity  for  business  was  deficient — that 
they  were  swayed  by  local  habits,  passioAs, 
and  interests,  and  that  they  were  liable  to 
intimidation.  And  what  said  the  Bill 
itself?  Why,  that  at  that  veiy  moment, 
when  the  inefficocy  of  the  present  local 
authorities  was  most  glaring,  and  might  be 
most  fatal,  the  noor  were  at  that  very  time 
to  be  tossed  back  from  the  ooitral  or  pro- 
vincial boards  upon  the  despised  and  re- 
jected local  authorities.  The  professed 
principle  of  the  Report  was,  that  the  poor 
should  not  be  brought  into  contact  with 
the  local  authorities,  whilst  the  act  and 
operation  of  the  Bill  was  positively  to  put 
them  into  contact,  and  perhaps  into  collision 
with  each  other,  and  that  at  a  time  when 
both  were  in  a  state  of  the  greatest  excite- 
ment ;  for  it  appeared  by  the  44th  clause 
as  it  now  stood,  that  "  if  the  overseers  or 
guardians  of  any  parish  or  union  deem  it 
advisable  that  r^ief  should  be  given  to  any 
aUo-bodied  persons  out  of  the  workhouse, 
or  his  or  their  families,  who  at  the  time  of 
applying  for  such  relief  shall  be  wholly  or 
partially  in  employment,  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  such  overseers  or  guardians,  under  the 
special  circumstances  of  the  case,  to  grant 
relief  to  such  able  bodied  persons  and  their 
families,  although  they  may  at  the  time  be 
wholly  or  partiaUy  employeid.  Here,  there- 
fore, he  said,  the  overseers  were  brought  in 
direct  contact  with  those  poor,  which  con- 
tact it  was  the  professed  object  of  tsbe  Bill 


to  prevent.    The  Poor Janv  Camniiminnarf 
suggested,  that  the  new  loeal  authorities 

should  be  divested  of  all  discretionary  power 
in  the  adauniilrBtioa  of  leUef,  and  the 
enactment  gave  them  thai  dwate^kiti  at  a 
time  when  they  were  likely  to  be  torn  in 
pieoesif  they  did  not  ezeroiseit  in  a  iMnaer 
to  please  those  with  whom  they  wete  in 
contact.  The  third  head  on  which  he 
should  speak  was  emigration,  which  the 
Commissioners  had  been  pleased  to  call 
"  an  ianooBnt  palliative  "  of  the  evils  of  the 
present  system,  and  they  said,  that  "  the 
abolition  of  partial  relief  will  remove  the 
main  discouragement  to  emigration.  It 
will  increase  the  disposition  to  emigrate  on 
the  part  of  those  whose  emigration  is  to  be 
desired."  Objecting  generally  to  the 
principle  and  details  of  the  Bill,  he  should 
particularly  mark  this  clause  with  respect 
to  emigration,  as  cruel,  im^^litic,  and  in 
the  result  not  likely  to  admit  of  complete 
execution.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
clause  by  which  one  portion  of  any  parish 
might  be  allowed  to  tran^Kurt  another  for 
no  other  crime  than  that  of  poverty ;  and 
because  the  transporting  party  did  not  give 
itself  the  trouble  to  find  employment  for 
those  whom  it  might  choose  to  send 
out  of  the  country ;  for  it  must  be  observed 
that  the  "  emigrants,"  as  they  were  mildly 
called,  must  be  pepple  capable  of  work — 
must  be  the  young,  the  healthy,  and  the 
vigorous ;  or  else  sending  them  out  of  the 
country  was  but  sending  them  to  certain 
death  and  destruction,  but  it  might  be 
said,  that  the  persons  emigrating  were  to 
be  voluntary  fugitives;  the  clause  staled 
that  they  were  to  be  persons  willing  to 
emigrate.  Now,  he  said  that  the  will  to 
emigrate — the  inclination  to  be  removed 
from  your  home** to  break  through  all  the 
ties  of  nature  and  the  bonds  of  long 
habitude— -to  quit  the  place  of  your  birth 
—to  divest  yourself  of  the  love  of  andent 
associates  and  the  love  of  country — the 
inclination  to  break  through  all  thc^  ties, 
he  said,  did  not  depend  on  a  man's  self, 
but  upon  the  treatment  which  he  received 
from  others  at  his  home,  at  the  place  where 
he  first  saw  the  light,  and  where  he  must 
naturally  wish  to  lay  his  bones.  There 
might,  no  doubt,  be  here  and  there  volun- 
tary ramblers;  but  in  general  you  must 
reduoe  a  man  to  the  most  abject  state  of 
misery  before  you  could  drive  him  to  that 
heart-rending  condition,  in  which  he  should 
voluntarily  apply  to  be  removed  £at  ever 
from  his  native  land  to  he  knew  not 
whither.    The  will,  therefore,  to  amignoe 
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depended  not  upon  those  wHo  were  thns 
tnn^Knted,  but  upon  those  wlio  tzansported 
them.    In  general  there  neither  was  nor 
could  be  any  such  thix^  as  a  voluntary 
emigrant  for  life.    Extemel  ciroumstances, 
over  which  the  individual  had  no  oontrol, 
drove  the  indinatton  in  at  the  chinls  of  a 
breaking    heart.     Miiton   thus    described 
certain  omigrants  of  his  day,  who  quitted 
their  native  country  on  account  of  religious 
persecution,  and  his  remarks  were  equally 
applicable  to  those  who  quitted  it  under 
the  persdeotian  of  want  and  hard  treat- 
ment : — *'  There  cannot  be  a  more  iU*boding 
sign  to  a  nation  (God  avert  the  omen  fnm 
us !  )  than  when  the  inhabitants^  to  avrad 
insu£^Bable  grievances  at  home,  were  en- 
forced   by    heaps    to    quit     their    native 
country.*'     He  had  said,  that  this  clause 
was   never  likely  to  admit   of  complete 
execution,  and  for  this  reason---it  could  not 
be  said  to  be  so  completed  till  the  debt 
contracted  by  the  parish  sending  forth  the 
emigrants  was  repaid.  And  when  was  that 
likely  to  be,  he  asked?     You  contracted 
your  debt  for  the  purpose  of  sending  these 
voluntary    emigrants     out   of   the    land. 
Your   rates   were  therefore  so  much   di- 
minished  by  the  interest   due  upon   the 
debt;    the  residue   would  not    be    more 
than  sufficient  to  supply  a  oomfbrtable  pro- 
vision for  the  remaining  paupers.      The 
time  for  repayment  i^roached — ^the  clause 
limited  it  to  five  years.     In  the  mean  time, 
what  was   doing?     Could   you  stop  the 
course  of  nature  ?    A  fresh  pauper  p^mla- 
tion  had  been  bom,  was  growing  up,  and 
required    support     What    were    you    to 
do    with   them?     Why,    instead    of   the 
parish  paying  off  its  old  debt,   it  must, 
If  this  dreadful  system  continued,  borrow 
a  fredi  simi  to  send  the  new  race  out  to 
Australia,  to  Canada,    or  wherever   else 
at  miffht  be.    He  did  say,  therefore,  that 
the   oause  was  unnatural,    and  that  it 
would  never  admit  of  complete  execution. 
With    respect    to    emigration    itself,    in 
addition  to  its  violating  the  tenderest  feel- 
ings of  our  nature,  was  it  not  liable  to 
occasional  terrors,  arising  from  accidental 
itauses?     Who  could  have  read  without 
shudderiotf  the  various  melancholy  accounts 
which  had  very  recently  appeared  of  the 
sufierings  of  emigrants  in  their  outward 
bound  voyage?     Several  ships  and  many 
hundred  lives  had  been  lost.  Now,  although 
these  might  be  accidents  which  could  not 
be  reckoned  upon  as  of  frequent  occurrence, 
yet  they  must  naturally  increase  the  terrom 
of  emigration,  and  render  our  population. 


particularly  the  &male  part,  the  fesiak 
part  also  with  children,  more  averse  to 
quit  their  quiet  homes*  Let  it  be  observed, 
also,  that  ships  for  emigration  had  «>t 
tte  same  appointments — not  the  saaoe 
securities^  as  British  ships  of  war,  or  even 
the  trading  vessels  of  rich  commercial 
houses.  Were  he  to  venture  further  into 
the  detailB  of  the  BiU,  he  thou^t  he  could 
[diow  more  at  large  its  severity  and 
probable  inefficiency.  Whoever  would 
tadie  the  trouble  of  comparing  it  with 
the  Bill  introduced  by  Mr.  Pitt  in  1796, 
and  whidi  actually  passed  through  a 
ConmittBe  af  that  House,  would  find 
that  the  meaaare  «f  timt  eminear  fteteanan 
breathed  a  spirit  of  humanity  and  tender- 
ness towards  those  who  were  the  objects 
of  it;  whilst  the  present  measure  was 
harsh,  and  totally  unaooommodating  to  the 
lisetinffs  of  the  poor.  He  feit  very  strongly 
that  £ere  was  no  occasion  fbr  this  measure, 
and  that  the  amendment  of  the  old  system 
was  all  that  was  necessary  for  the  future 
management  of  the  poor.  But  what  he 
had  already  observed  under  the  three  chief 
heads,  of  the  Centxal  Board,  the  work- 
iiouses,  and  emigration,  was  sufficient  to 
determine  htm  with  respect  to  the  vote  he 
should  give,  if  the  sense  of  the  House  should 
be  taken  upon  the  propriety  of  such  a  Bill 
passing  into  a  law. 

Mr.  George  Frederick  Young  considered 
that  it  would  be  an  act  of  morm  cowardice 
on  his  part  if  he  did  not  now  say,  that  he 
still  entertaiaed  towards  the  measure  the 
same  feelines  of  opposition  which  he  ex- 
pressed in  the  beginning  of  the  discussion. , 
He  chatged  the  promoters  of  the  measure 
at  the  time  of  violating  the  soundest  dcKv 
trines  and  principles  of  legislation  when  he 
saw  them  introducing  a  measure  into  that 
House  based  on  ofanions  formed  lirom 
partial  conclusions.  He  knew  many  !&. 
stances  in  which  local  abuses  had  been 
remedied  without  having  recourse  to  gene- 
ral measures  when  parties  on  the  spot 
wished  to  interfere.  The  ConstitutiMi  of 
this  country  was  dependent  on  the  habits 
of  the  people,  and  he  particularly  thought 
all  matters  relating  to  charity,  such  as  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  should  be  left  to  the 
feeling  and  good  sense  of  the  people  with- 
out any  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  He  cordiaUy  concurred  in 
several  of  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  fbr  Berkshire.  It  seemed  that  the 
noble  Lord  meant  to  make  experiments 
upon  Che  institutions  of  the  country.  He 
had  one  consolation  however.    The  Bill 
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-would  not  do  all  the  injurjr  expected  from 
ity  because  it  would  not  be  long  in  ezigt. 
ence.     It  would  not  practically  work,  and 
therefore  would  come  to  an  end.    The 
only  daute  of  the  Bill  that  met  with  his 
consent  was  that  which  limited  the  power 
of  the  Commissioners  as  to  the  duration  of 
time,  and  he  only  wished  that  their  powers 
were  also  limited  as  to  space.    He  wished 
that  their  power  was  confined  to  agricul- 
tural parishes,  and  did  not  extend  to  towns. 
He  had  hoped  fur  a  modification  of  this 
measure;  he  had  got  none;  and  he  was 
now  determined  to  vindicate  his   former 
opinions  by  voting  against  all  the  future 
afeages  of  the  measure. 
,    Mr.  Benett  considered  the  powers  grant- 
ed to  the  Commissioners  as  beins  most  out- 
rageous, and  he  was  surprised  that  any 
hem.  Gentleman  could  consent  to  that  por- 
tioR  of  the   Bill  which  conferred  tnose 
powers.    l*he  intention  of  uniting  parishes 
was  monstrous.    The  pariidies  in  the  coun- 
try and  in  country  towns  would  never 
consent  to  be  united  with  the  parishes  of 
manufacturing  towns.     It  would  be  very 
easy,  however,  to  find  euardians  of  the  poor 
who  would  wish  to  unite  such  parishes,  and 
to  make  the  union  between  them  perma. 
nent.     It  was,  therefore,  his  opinion  that 
the  clause  which  related  to  the  union  of 
parishes  was  an  excessively  unjust  one.  By 
that,  of  course,  he  meant  unjust  towards 
the  affricultural  pari^es.     He  did  not  like 
the  phn  of  having  the  parishes  taken  out 
of  the  hands  of  their  provisional  managen 
and  placed  in  those  of  a  Central  Board  of 
Commissioners.     He  objected  strongly  to 
the  cramming  of  adults  into  workhouses, 
for  in  his  county  there  would  not  be  found 
more  than  one  workhouse  in  every  seven 
parishes.     In  looking  to  the  Report  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  he  found  them 
stating  that  small  parishes  were  well  man. 
aged,  but  the  large  ones  were  badly  man- 
aged, though  the  overseers  of  them  were 
paid.    He  was  convinced  that  the  Bill 
never  could  be  carried  into  <^eration. 

Mr.  Robifuon  said,  that  although  at- 
tempts had  been  made  in  the  Committee 
to  alter  the  objectionable  character  of  this 
Bill,  yet  he  did  not  think  such  alterations 
had  been  made  as  to  justify  the  House  in 
passing  it  at  a  late  period  of  the  Session. 
He  would  ask  what  evidence  there  was 
that  the  people  out  of  doors  entertained 
opinions  mvourable  to  the  Bill,  as  there 
had  been  no  petitions  presented  in  favour 
of  it,  while  a  great  many  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table  against  it^  and  the  latter  were 


signed  by  men  practically  conversant 
tl^  operation  of  the  Poor-laws.  The  M»- 
gistates  and  Overwen  of  the  poor  had 
almost  unanimously  pronounced  their  opin* 
ion  against  the  Bill.  The  only  reason  why 
so  little  opposition  had  been  given  to  it  in 
that  House  was,  that  it  had  been  held  out 
as  a  measure  of  relief  to  the  landed  interest. 
Indeed  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althoip)  had 
stated,  that  he  considered  the  Tithe  KH 
and  this  both  to  be  measures  of  this  nature. 
He  had  said  more  than  once,  that  this  Bill 
would  tend  to  lessen  the  amount  of  the 
poor-rates,  and  thus  benefit  the  agriculture 
ist ;  but  he  was  satisfied  that  it  would  be 
many  years  before  there  could  be  any  mft- 
terid  reduction  in  the  poor-rates  under  this 
Bill,  as  it  would  be  neceasary  to  erect 
workhouses  and  incur  other  heavy  charges; 
He  never  recollected  any  Bill  of  importance 
in  that  House  with  respect  to  which  there 
was  such  a  desire  to  give  support  to  Go- 
vernment in  eveiy  point  He  recommended 
that  the  Bill  should  be  withdrawn,  and  in 
the  meantime  it  could  be  circulated  through- 
out  the  country  in  its  amended  form,  and 
it  could  then  be  brought  forward  under 
better  circumstances  early  in  the  next 
Session.  He  r^retted  that  he  should  feel 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  oppose  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill ;  it  might  not  be  with  any 
prospect  of  success,  but  it  would  show  his 
sense  of  the  conduct  of  the  Government 

Mr.  Slanefjf  contended,  that  no  subject 
had  ever  been  submitted  to  the  Legislature 
which  had  been  more  attentively  examined 
by  the  House  and  the  country  than  the 
present.  For  the  sake  of  the  poor  and 
humble  classes  of  the  community,  and  if 
the  House  was  constituted  of  those  who 
were  truly  the  Re[Mresentatives  of  the 
people,  they  must  be  desirous  of  bettering 
the  condition  of  the  labouring  classes,  they 
should  at  once  pass  either  this  or  some 
other  Bill  equally  efficient  If  he  coeld 
for  a  moment  think,  that  this  Act  would 
prove  in  the  least  degree  injurious  to  the 
poor  he  would  oppose  it  to  the  utmost  of 
his  power;  but  he  was  satisfied  that  it 
would  have  the  iefiect  of  enabling  the  in- 
dustrious poor  to  better  their  situation,  and 
would,  at  the  same  time,  afibrd  great  relief 
to  the  landed  interest  The  present  Go.. 
vemment  had  been  the  first  to  grapple 
with  this  extremely  troublesome  and  diffi- 
cult question,  while  other  Administrations 
had  merely  applied  palliatives,  which,  in- 
stead of  affiirding  relief,  had  tended  to 
increase  the  evil.  He  congratulated  his  noble 
friend  (Lord  Althorp)  at  having  btuugbtf 
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forward  A  meaiure  to  amend  a  system  whichy 
if  allowed  to  continue*  would  ultimately 
ruin  all  the  property  in  theoountry.  Hishon. 
friend  the  member  for  Wiltshire  (  Mr.  Benett) 
never  appeared  to  understand  the  sound 
principles  which  were  acted  upon  in  the 
ncnth  of  England,  where  better  wages  were 
given  to  the  good  workman  than  to  those 
who  were  iSe  and  profligate,  instead  of 
giving  all  men  the  same  rate  of  wages. 
He  trusted^  however,  that  in  the  course  of 
a  few  years,  he  should  see  the  labourers  of 
Wiltshire  in  the  same  situation  as  those  of 
Northumberland  and  Cumberland,  and,  in- 
stead of  an  uniform  scale  of  wages,  that 
the  industrious  man  would  be  enabled  to 
support  his  family  without  going  to  the 
paruh  for  his  pay,  and  that  relief  would 
only  be  given  to  the  helpless.  He  had  no 
doubt  if  the  Bill  passed,  that  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years,  even  in  the  south  of  £ne- 
land,  the  poorer  classes  would  make  provi- 
sjon  for  themselves,  by  means  either  of  the 
Savings'  Bank  or  the  Friendly  SocietieSj 
s^  that  a  sense  of  pride  would  prevent 
their  resorting  to  the  poor.jnates. 

Mr.  Richards  had,  when  the  Bill  was 
originally  introduced,  recommended  that 
the  powers  of  the  Commissioners  should  be 
curtailed  or  controlled.  Much  had  been 
done  in  the  Committee  to  satisfy  him  on 
this  point,  and  he  should  rejoice  extremely 
to  see  it  pass  into  a  law.  He  was  glad, 
notwithstanding  the  attempts  made  by  the 
public  Press  to  excite  a  feeling  against  this 
House  in  consequence  of  the  support  given 
to  this  Billf  that  there  was  such  a  determi- 
nation on  the  part  of  the  Government  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  carry  the  measure  into 
efifeot.  He  trusted,  notwithstanding  the 
violent  articles  which  had  appeared  in  one 
leading  newspaper,  and  especially  in  the 
paper  of  that  morning,  whidi  were  uttorly 
disgraceful  to  that  journal,  that  Govern- 
ment would  continue  to  rely  upon  the  good 
sense  of  the  House  and  the  country.  He 
almost  felt  called  upon  by  a  sense  of  duty 
to  call  the  publisher  of  The  Times  news- 
paper to  the  Bar  of  the  House  for  three 
articles ;  and  the  only  thing  which  induced 
him  to  abstain  from  taking  that  step»  was* 
that  he  was  a  young  Member  not  much 
acquainted  with  the  forms  of  the  House. 
He  was  satisfied  that  this  measure  would 
be  attended  with  the  greatest  advantages  to 
the  country,  although  he  felt  bound  to 
state,  that  he  believed  that  it  might  be 
amended  with  advantage  in  some  of  its 
details.  If  the  present  systom,  however, 
were  not  put  a  stop  to  all  classes  of  the 


community  would  be  involved  in  common 
ruin ;  and,  if  it  should  not  work  so  well  as 
he  wished  he  should  still  feel  bound  to  give 
the  Government  the  greatest  credit  for  the 
manner  in  which  they  had  introduced  it 
into  the  House.  But  great  a  benefit  as 
he  thought  the  BiU  would  confer  on  pro- 
perty, it  was  much  more  for  the  benefit  of 
the  poor  than  for  that  of  any  other  dass. 
He  trusted,  that  the  Ministers  would  extend 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland,  for  if 
that  country  were  left  without  Poor-laws 
it  was  quito  clear  that  no  improvement  in 
their  administration  in  Eneland  would 
tend  to  bettor  the  condition  of  the  labour, 
ing  classes.  Permanently  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  labouring  classes  in  this 
country,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
they  should  also  better  the  situation  of  the 
Iri^  poor.  Merely  to  raise  the  condition 
of  the  labourinff  classes  here  without  pass, 
ing  Poor-laws  tor  Ireland,  would  only  cause 
such  an  immigration  of  the  Irish  poor  as 
would  bear  down  the  rate  of  waces  to 
nearly  the  level  of  what  they  were  in  Ire- 
land, and  throw  a  large  portion  of  the 
labourers  on  the  poor-rates!  He  called 
upon  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Altborp)  not 
to  suffer  Ireland  to  remain  in  its  present 
condition,  as  it  was  a  by*word  throughout 
Europe,  and  most  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  all  classes  in  this  country.  He  would 
only,  in  conclusion*  express  his  earnest 
hope,  that  hon.  Gentlemen,  whether  they 
were  supporters  or  opponents  of  the  Bil^ 
would,  if  it  should  pass,  exert  themselves 
to  see  that  its  enactments  were  carried  into 
effect  in  a  mild  but,  at  the  same  timei,  a 
firm  manner. 

Mr.  Thomas  AUwood  said,  it  had  been 
asserted,  that  the  present  system  had  almost 
doubled  the  Poor-rates  in  the  last  twenty 
years;  but  such  was  not  the  fact.  The 
amount  now  levied  for  the  Poor-rates  was 
only  500,000/,  more  than  the  amount 
raised  in  1814,  twenty  years  ago.  The 
amount  raised  in  1814  was  6,400,000/., 
and  the  amount  raised  Ust  year  was 
6,700,000/.  It  appeared,  from  tlie  popu- 
lation returns,  that  the  population  had 
increased  one-third  during  that  period. 
If  the  Poor-rates  had  increased  in  the 
same  proportion,  they  would  be  now 
9,000,000/.  The  effect  of  this  Bill  would 
be,  not  to  raise  wages,  but  to  lower  them. 
Knowing  the  state  of  the  public  mind  on 
this  subject,  he  could  not  but  consider  that 
this  Bill  was  like  a  firebrand  thrown  into 
a  magazine  of  gunpowder ;  and  he  called 
upon  the  noble  Lord  to  pause  before  he 
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nadfo  iiidi  •  ^ngorom  eipefiiiMnit*  wn 
protested  agaimt  every  pan  of  tlie  Bill— 
agmnst  tliat  monstrous  part  of  k  lelating 
to  itteghiniAte  childvn»--ag8iaBt  that  part 
of  it  whkk  cKaied  a  panel  of  baAaws  to 
rule  tile  coantxy^  bat  to  wkoee  rale  he  was 
sure  ihe  people  of  Eo^and  would  never 
submit.  He  protested  against  the  iiait  of 
it  intended  for  fircing  the  people  into 
workhouses,  as  cniel^  futile,  and  uncoR- 
stitutionalj  and,  in  fine,  he  protested  aeainst 
the  whc^e  BiU,  and  against  aU  its  cSiuses 
and  enactments. 

Mr.  Baring  thought,  that  Government 
deserved  praise  for  endeavouring  to  apply 
a  remedy  to  the  evils  and  abuses  or  the 
Poor-law  system ;  but  he  had  great  appre. 
hensions  as  to  the  consequences  to  be  anti- 
cipated from  this  measure.  Unless  great 
care  was  taken  in  the  administration  of  it, 
especially  in  the  country  districts,  he  looked 
forward  with  dismay  to  the  efiects  that 
might  arise  from  it.  The  eoontry  was 
certainly  indebted  to  the  Government  for 
endeavouring  to  apply  a  remedy  in  this 
case,  and  those  who  obfected  to  the  remedy 
were  undoubtedly  bound  to  bring  forward 
some  other.  He  did  not  think,  that  they 
should  deal  so  abruptly  with  the  labouring 
population  of  the  country.  No  doubt,  the 
final  result  of  the  measure  would  be  to  ef. 
feet  an  improvement  in  the  condition  of  the 
people.  He  was  sure,  that  that  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill,  and  that  the  measure 
would  not  be  for  a  moment  countenanced 
Iw  the  Members  of  that  House  if  such 
were  not  its  object.  If  it  did  not  ulti- 
mately efl^  an  improvement  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  labouring  classes  ki  this  coun- 
try, the  measure  would  be  good  far  nothing. 
It  was  no  answer  to  him  to  point  out  this 
evils  and  difficulties  of  the  present  system, 
or  ef  the  situation  in  which  the  labouring 
dasses  of  this  countiy  were  at  present 
placed,  unless  an  easy  exit  out  of  those 
difficulties  by  some  defined  measure  was 
submitted.  Even  if  it  were  in  his  power 
te  carry  an  opposition  to  the  present  Bill, 
he  should  propose  that  opposition  with 
extreme  reluctance:  but  he  must  reniind 
the  House  of  one,  in  hb  judmftent,  of  the 
most  essential  parts  of  the  Bill ;  he  al- 
luded to  that  which  refused  parochial  as- 
sistence  to  able-bodied  labourers  who 
might  (tarn  circumstances  be  unable  to 
gain  any  part  of  the  means  necessary  lor 
their  own  subsistence.  After  the  month 
of  June  next,  the  labourer  could  not  have 
any  wages  made  up  by  the  aid  gt  assist- 
ance ef  the  palish ;  and  if  hon.  Merabexs 


would  fbr  a  meiMBt  leoaHestwluift  wastlw 
ooM^tien  of  the  kbonring  dassca  «fn  great 
portion  of  die  cotnitry,  at  all  events  in  Us 
own  district,  he  thought  they  wo«M  eon. 
eur  with  him  in  hb  apprshensmt  diat  thia 
change,  efbcted  by  the  clause  to  which  ho 
had  alluded,  would  be  faroof^t  most  ak- 
ruptly  in  operation.  He  eonfessed  hia^ 
sdf  alarmed  at  the  abruptness  of  the  eeo» 
templated  chanee,  and  he  was  of  opinion, 
that  to  its  erocls  the  kbouiing  dassea 
ought  to  have  been  hroaght  by  d^grees^ 
and  by  such  a  course  the  alteratien  mieht 
have  becQ  eflfeeted  with  the  most  perreet 
salcty;  but  now,  1^  this  particular  clause 
of  the  Bill,  the  labouring  classes  would 
have  almost  immediately  to  nwet  the  alter, 
atjon  under  the  infliction  of  all  the  en* 
cttrahrances  under  which  they  at  present 
laboured.  If  the  provirionsof  the  dense 
had  been  confined  to  the  assistanee  to  be 
afibrded  to  chUdren  hereafter  to  he  horn, 
the  minds  of  labouring  men,  who  could 
not  be  supposed  to  he  conversant  with 
Acts  of  Pariiiament,  or  to  be  competent  tn 
entertain  a  notion  oi  what  might  be  the  re* 
suit  ef  the  measure  coming  upon  them, 
would  have  aoeommodafted  themsdves  dur- 
ing the  lapse  of  time  to  the  preparation  for 
the  coming  change.  This  portion  of  die 
Bill,  in  his  opinion,  reauired  and  justly 
called  for,  a  more  graduiu  and  easy  course 
of  legislation  than  had  been  pursued,  and 
in  this  feeling  he  was  borne  out  by  the  evi- 
dence ef  one  respectable  and  intelligent 
witness  examined  beforo  the  Committee 
upon  agriculture  of  last  year.  He  admitted, 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Akborp)  was 
entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  country  for 
baving  introduced  some  measure  for  the 
improvement  of  the  existing  Poor-taw& 
He,  therefmre,  could  hardly  make  up  his 
mhid  to  oppose  the  passing  of  the  present 
Bill,  though  he  oould  not  but  repeat  his  vp^ 
prehensions  Aat  the  Legislature  was  thero- 
by  effecting  too  abrupt  and  rapid  a  chas^^ 
Lord  Atthorp  expressed  the  satisfaetiOR 
with  whidi  he  had  heard  the  speedi  of  the 
hon.  (jentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
because  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  con. 
cur  with  his  Majesty's  Government,  that 
the  present  Bill  was  calculated  t»  effi»t 
that  for  which  it  was  intended,  namely,  the 
amelieration  of  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
eommnnlty.  His  hon.  friend  had  expressed 
his  fears  as  to  the  abnfpt  mode  in  which 
that  amdioratiott  would  be  effected;  and  if 
the  dause  to  which  his  hon.  IHend  had 
referred  was  unaccompanied  by  other 
enactments,  he  should  himself  look  to  the 


^25     Poor  Lavnf  Amendment —      {Juv e  87} 


Mf&fL 


99S 


dflii^  a«ajr  volktheaUDwanM  a^ilem  irilb 
Qooniuable  ap|irelMn8ion&  But  Us  hon. 
fjoead  must  remember,  that  the  dauae 
was  accom|Minieck  by  pvoTisians,  enabling 
tbe  Comndssioaefs  to  bring  the  operation 
of  the  change  in  the  allowance  system  gsa^ 
dually  mto  eftct  Under  sudi  circum. 
stances,  he  hoped  his  hon.  friend  would  see 
that  his  ol^edion  was  remored.  A  noble 
Lord,  not  then  in  his  place,  (Lord  G. 
Somerset)  had  expresssed  an  opinion,  that 
too  mndi  power  was  given  by  this  measure 
to-  the  parochial  authorities  to  refuse  relief 
in  caees  of  emergency.  He  must  say,  that  he 
thought  the  Eul  strengthened  the  law 
under  which^  as  he  believed,  overseers  were 
indictable,  if  they  did  not  aftrd  relief  in 
cases  of  extreme  necessity.  Though  the 
noble  Lord  wished  that  Magistrates  shooid 
have  the  power  to  order  relief  in  cases  of 
ecB^gency^  he  should  bear  in  mind  that 
one  of  the  provisisns  in  Mr.  Sturges 
Bourne's  Bitt  made  that  measure  nugatory. 
In  reference  to  the  observation  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  too  much  power  was  given  by 
this  Bill  to  the  Conuniasionen  to  rescind 
and  make  ocdeiSy  he  (Lord  Al thorp) 
thought  the  objection  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  met  by  the  necessity,  under  this  mea. 
sure,  ef  such  proeeedings  being  referred, 
before  adopted,  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
The  hon.  member  for  Berkshire  had  said, 
that  the  Bill  had  net  been  maierially  al<» 
tcted  in  its  passage  through  Comnsittee. 
Hie  hon.  Member  had  previoii^  thought, 
that  the  Bill  would  have  been  eut  into 
pieces  in  Committee;  hut  he  was  glad 
to  find  that  tile  hon.  Member  could  now 
admit,  that,  in  that  ordeal,  no  material 
change  had  been  efibcted.  The  hon.  mem. 
her  for  Worcester  had  alluded  to  the  num. 
her  of  petitions  which  had  been  pvesented 
against  the  Bill ;  but  the  hon.  M^raiber  had 
foreotlen  that  tfaongh  on  the  Journals  the 
petitions  appeared  to  have  been  presented 
against  the  Bili  generally,  yet  the  minority 
of  them  were  directed  aoainst  particular 
clauses,  and  not  against  the  measure  as  a 
whole,  to.  which  he  was  satisfied  the  ohjee^ 
tions  were  comparatively  but  few.  He 
admitted,  that  the  (^position  had  been 
mere  general  in  the  metropolitan  than  in 
the  country  districts ;  but  from  what  he 
had  beard  and  seen  in  the  country  journals, 
he  was  satisfied,  that  the  psesent  Bill  was, 
generally  speaking,  a  pimular  measure. 
He  was  convinced^  that  this  Bill  would 
be  productive  of  the  greatest  possible  good 
to  those  very  indiviSutds  wkh  vespect  to 
whom  it  had  been  described  as  a  harsh  mea^ 


suae.  The  fiMrmer  and  his  lahourar  wenkl 
both  he  benefited;  the  latter  being  made 
independent  by  increased  wagss,  and  tho 
former,  in  consequence  of  that  increase, 
would  have  his  work  much  moie  effectually 
and  aealously  done  and  performed.  Under 
all  these  circuasstanoes,  he  confidently  trusts 
ed  the  House  would  give  its  continued  sup- 
port to  i3bA  measure. 

The  Clauses,  Arom  A  to  £  indnsive,  were 
agreed  tex 

Clause  F  was  withdrawn. 

On  Clause  G  being  put  from  the  Chmr, 

Ms.  LangdMk  said,  that  he  had  met  wit^ 
fii^eqnent  instances  where  parents  at  the 
point  of  death  were  extremely  anxious  that 
their  children  should  be  biooghit  np  in  the 
tenets  of  the  religion  to  which  they  them- 
selves belonged ;  and  he  should  therefinre 
propose,  thai  where  the  children  ef  persons 
dying  in  workhouses  wove  directed  by  their 
parents  to  be  educated  according  to  a  par«> 
ticularfi)rm  of  religion,  their  instructions 
should  be  attended  to.  He  alluded  more 
particulaily  to  those  whose  religion  he 
himsdif  professed,  and>  in  some  parts  of  the 
kingdem,  especially   Lancashire,  a   great 

Cof  the  inmatea  of  workhoases  wtwt 
an  CathoMcs.  He  acknowledged,  that 
hiB  object  was  to  protect  those  indivi^ 
duals^  who^  it  was  well  known,  were  veiy 
dcttrous  that  dwir  diildren  should  be  taught 
the  fom  of  lehgion  which  they  themselves 
believied  the  true  onei.  He  moved  an 
Amendment  accordingly. 

Laid  AUhorp  observed,  if  parents  M 
ol^ect  te  their  children  being  educated  ac- 
cording to  the  doctrines  of  £e  Established 
Chuseb,  they  certainly  ought  to  have  the 
power  of  preventing  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  O  being  pn^Kised, 

Mr.  Jervie  rose  to  repeat  objections 
which  he  had  formerly  urged  against 
the  immunity  given  to>  the  Cmmissioners 
by  this  clause.  It  had  been  agreed  upon 
aU  hands,  that  these  Commissioners  were 
to  he  regarded  merely  as  agents  for  car- 
rying the  Foor-lawsT  Amendment  Bill  into 
effect ;  and  that  they  were  not  to  he  at  ail 
regarded  in  the  light  of  Judges;  it  was^ 
consequently,  an  anomaly  m  legislation  to 
exempt  them  from  the  liability  to  actions ; 
nor  was  it  necessary  for  the  due  performance 
of  their  duties.  The  House,  he  would  as- 
sume, was  willing  to  give  these  COmmis. 
sioners  groat  authority,  and  te  repose  great 
confidence  in  them;  but  the  greater  the 
authority  eommitted  to  them,  the  greater 
^  confidence  reposed  in  them,  the  less 
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mion  was  there  wh j  they  •hoold  reoeiTe 
this  eztraordiiwry  protectioii.  It  was 
poasiMe  that,  acting  as  a  Board  in  ajudidal 
capacity,  they  might  he  guilty  of  mss  in- 
justice and  oppreanon ;  and  yet  the  indi- 
vidual injured  hy  them,  if  he  happened 
to  he  poor,  was  to  he  virtually  denied  all 
xedress.  To  proceed  against  a  Commis- 
sioner hy  indictment  was  a  course  which 
no  poor  person  could  adopt.  It  would  he 
productive  of  no  pecuniary  remuneratbn 
to  him ;  on  the  contrary,  he  would  he  ex- 
posed to  a  heavy  expense.  He  alto  pro- 
tested against  allovnng  Commissioners 
treUe  costs,  which  would  not  alone  cover 
the  expenses  to  which  they  were  exposed, 
but  actually  exceed  them. 

Lord  AUkorp  observed,  that  the  question 
really  was,  would  they  allow  actions  to  be 
brought  affainst  the  CommissionerB  sitting 
as  a  Board  There  was  no  desire  or  inten- 
tion to  screen  individual  Commissioners 
from  the  consequences  of  any  misconduct 
of  which  they  might  be  guilty.  He  appre- 
hended, that  the  pnicticd  meaning  of  treble 
costs  was,  in  fact,  that  no  action  should 
be  brought  against  the  Commissbners 
under  the  circumstances  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  He  thought,  that  if  actions  were 
allowed  against  them,  they  would  be 
so  annoyed,  bo  crsmped  thereby,  as  to  be 
rendered  altogether  inefficient.  Actions 
on  the  most  frivolous  and  vexatious  subjects 
would  be  brought  against  them,  and  he  did 
not  believe  they  could  get  on  at  all  with 
the  business,  if  they  were  exposed  to  the 
multiplied  annoyances  that  would  ensue. 

Mr.  Peate  thought,  it  would  be  enough 
to  give  the  Commissioners  full  costs,  as  be- 
tween solicitor  and  client 

Tlk^Attomey  General  recommended  his 
noble  friend  to  substitute  for  '  treble  costs' 
the  wo^  *  full  costs'  as  between  attorney 
and  dietit. 

This  Amendment  was  carried,  and  the 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Pouleti  Scrope  moved  a  clause  to  be 
added  after  the  84th  clause,  as  follows :  *- 
**  And  whereas  it  is  contrary  to  the  humane 
spirit  of  the  English  laws,  that  any  indi- 
vidual shall  be  permitted  to  perish  for 
want  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  or  of  medu 
cal  assistance,  and  that  whoever  is  by 
sudden  emergency,  or  urgent  distress, 
deprived  of  the  ordinary  means  of  subsist- 
ence, ought  to  be  relieved  immediately  by 
the  overseers  of  the  parish  in  which  he  may 
be  at  the  time,  whether  his  legal  settle- 
ment be  there  or  not ;  be  it  enacted,  that  in 
case  any  overseer  of  any  parish  or  union 


shall  refuse  or  wiUiilly  ne^ect  to  afird 
due  relief,  according  to  the  drcumstancea 
of  the  case,  to  any  poor  person  so  situ- 
ated, every  such  overseer  shall,  upon  con- 
viction thereof  before  any  two  Justices, 
forfeit  and  pay  for  every  such  oflfence,  any 
som  not  exceeding  5/.  Provided,  also,  that 
when  such  oflence  shall  appear  to  any  two 
Justices  to  be  of  a  nature  to  merit  a  heavier 
punishment,  it  shall  he  lawful  for  such 
Justices  to  direct  such  overseer  to  be  in- 
dicted for  such  oflence  as  a  misdemeanour 
at  the  next  general  Quarter  Sessions  for 
the  county  m  which  the  said  parish  or 
union  shall  be  situate ;  and  the  said  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions  shall  have  power,  if 
they  think  fit,  to  direct  the  costs  of  such 
prosecution  by  indictment  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  Poor-rate  of  the  said  parish 
or  union.*' 

Lord  AUhorp  thought,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  mistaken  in  his  view  of  the 
necessity  for  this  clause.  Overseers  were 
liable  under  the  existing  law  to  indictment, 
if  they  refused  relief  in  cases  of  extreme 
distress,  and  might  be  indicted  for  murder 
if  death  was  the  consequence ;  but  he  did 
not  think  that,  in  cases  of  prosecution,  the 
costs  should  be  paid  out  of  the  rates,  and  he 
therefore  could  not  see  the  advantage  of 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member,  the  effect  of  which  might  be  to 
produce  indictments  where  there  was  no 
ground  for  them.  By  the  present  law, 
overseers  were  bound  to  afford  relief  in 
emergency. 

Sir  Thonuu  Freemantle  aaid,  that  the 
Bill,  as  it  at  present  stood,  left  the  pauper 
at  the  mercy  of  the  vestry,  without  any 
control  or  appeal  whatever.  Much  as  he 
approved  of  the  Bill,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  go  the  length  of  leaving  him  without 
control  or  appeal.  There  were  interme- 
diate cases  between  ordinary  ones,  and 
where  the  pauper  was  dying  for  want  of 
relief.  He  saw  no  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction  of  the  clause. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  the 
allowance  of  costs  in  such  cases  led  to  in- 
convenience ;  it  oflten  swelled  the  criminal 
calendar.  Overseers  were  now  liable  to 
punishment,  as  proposed ;  but  if  the  costs 
of  a  prosecution  were  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
rates,  it  would  tend  to  encourage  unneces- 
sary indictments. 

Mr.  Poulett  Scrope,  in  reply,  observed, 
that  by  the  existing  law  of  £lisabeth.  Ma- 
gistrates, had  the  power  of  compelling  over- 
seers to  grant  relief;  that  power,  however^ 
would  not  exist  under  the  present  Bill. 
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The  Clause  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Baines  proposed  a  clause  to  restrain 
the  Commissioners  from  the  exercise  of 
their  powers  in  any  parish  or  township 
maintaining  its  own  poor,  where  the  rates, 
on  an  average  of  the  three  last  years,  shall 
not  have  exceeded  2s,  6tL  in  the  pound, 
unless  at  the  requisition  of  the  rate-payers 
in  special  vestry.  The  hon.  Member  ob- 
served, that  the  majority  of  the  petitions 
presented  to  the  riouse  against  this  Bill 
were  opposed  to  the  power  given  to  the 
Commissioners,   and  its  extension  to   all 

Srts  of  the  country,  where,  such  as  at 
anchester,  and  other  places,  there  was  no 
necessity  for  the  exercise  of  that  power,  the 
parishes  being  well  administered.  Instead 
of  5s.  and  1 5s.  in  the  pound,  in  most  of  the 
manufacturing  parishes,  the  rates  were 
scarcely  one-eighth  of  the  annua,  rental. 
The  measure  here  recommended  wouldwith- 
draw  one  quarter  of  the  population  of  the 
country  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  remaining  three-fourths  were  quite 
sufficient  for  the  Administration  of  the 
Commissioners.  If  these  three-fourths 
were  well  administered,  then  it  would  be 
an  inducement  to  parishes  to  require  their 
superintendence.  The  exception  he  pro- 
posed would  not  vitiate  the  Bill,  or 
prevent  the  experiment  being  tried;  on 
the  contrary,  it  would  facilitate  the  expe- 
riment. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Clause  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  he  could  not 
think  the  clause  an  improvement.  It 
would  destroy  one  of  the  principal  advan- 
tages of  the  measure,  namely,  uniformity 
of  practice,  to  exempt  some  patches  of  the 
oountry  from  its  operation.  He  could  not 
conceive  that  good  could  arise  from  the 
adoption  of  the  proposition.  The  hon. 
Member  said,  that  many  parishes  were  averse 
to  the  interference  of  the  Commissioners.  If 
that  interference  was  likely  to  increase  the 
amount  of  the  rates,  that  might  be  a  reason 
for  the  objection  ;  but  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  not  be  to  increase  the  amount  The 
object  of  this  measure  was,  that  the  poor 
should  be  raised  from  their  present  condi- 
tion ;  but,  in  the  manufacturing  and  other 
places,  however  low  might  be  the  rates  in 
many  cases,  the  situation  of  the  poor  was 
not  what  it  ought  to  be.  If  the  House 
acted  upon  the  principle  of  lowering  the 
rates  merely,  it  would  make  the  Bill  what 
they  had  been  accused  of  wishing  to  make 
it,  a  plan  to  save  the  pockets  of  the  rate- 
payers only.    . 

VOL.  XXIV.  {2s;} 


The  Clause  was  negatived.  * 

Mr.  Tooke  proposed  to  add  the  following 
clause  to  the  Bill : — "  And  whereas  there 
are  several  districts,  precincts,  or  places  in 
England  and  Wales  which,  not  having 
been  rated  to  the  relief  of  the  poor  of  the 
respective  parishes  or  townships  in  or  near 
which  they  axe  situated,  axe  through 
such  usage  alleged  to  be  extnuparochial, 
and  the  occupiers  of  lands,  tenements,  and 
hereditaments  and  premises  within  the 
same,  claim  to  be  exempt  from  payment  of 
the  rates  made  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  of 
such  parishes  or  townships,  but  support  the 
poor  within  their  own  respective  districts, 
precincts  or  places :  and  whereas  it  is  exu 
pedient  for  the  purpose  of  simplifying  and 
equalising  the  payment  and  collection  of 
the  rates  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  and 
their  settlement  andmainteni&nce,  that  suck 
districts,  precincts,  and  places,  should  be 
rated  with  the  parishes  or  townships  in  or 
near  which  they  are  situated;  and  that 
the  poor  within  the  same  should  be  re. 
lieved  and  maintained  in  common  with 
such  parishes  or  townships ; — ^be  it  there- 
fore enacted,  that  all  and  every  such  dis- 
tricts, precincts,  and  places,  whether  having 
overseers  or  not  (save  and  except  any  dis- 
trict, precinct,  or  place  within  the  two 
Universities  of  Oxfmd  and  Cambridge,  and 
any  place  declared  by  Act  of  Parliament  to 
be  extra-parochial),  shall  for  the  purpose 
of  making  and  collecting  such  rates  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  for  their  set* 
tlement,  maintenance,  and  relief,  from  and 
after  the  time  at  which  this  Act  is  to  take 
effect,  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  within 
and  part  and  parcel  of  the  parish  or  town^- 
Hhip  in  which  they  are  respectively  situ- 
ated, or  of  the  paridi  or  township  to  which 
they  are  respectively  nearest  or  adjoin  for 
the  greatest  space ;  and  if  any  such  district, 
precinct,  or  place,  shall  be  equally  near, 
and  adjoin  two  or  more  parishes  or  town- 
ships then,  and  in  such  case,  tha  dis- 
trict, precinct,  or  place  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
within  the  most  populous  of  such  parishes, 
according  to  the  last  census  for  the  time 
being." 

Mr.  Pollock,  in  rising  to  oppose  this 
clause,  said  that  he  did  not  rise  to  perform 
an  act  of  self-deniaL  This  clause  was 
calculated  to  bring  a  charge  varying  from 
ten  to  twenty  per  cent,  on.  property  that 
had  hitherto  been  exempt  from  it.  In 
Gray's-inn,  for  instance — a  society  with 
which  he  was  not  connected — the  cham- 
bers were  not  the  property  of  the  society, 
bat  of  individuals,  who  had  purchased  leases 
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ofthem  fran  the  lociely.  Hm  kiprpart 
^  tbe  Inner  Tempk,  nod  a  etill  larger  part 
of  the  Middle  Temple,  wai  in  the  faanda  of 
individuals  who  had  purchased  chambers 
on  kaaes  £nr  one  or  two  Itves,  and  who  had 
hitherto  reoeived  a  fair  rate  of  interest  on 
their  purchase-money.  These  extra-paio- 
chial  places  created  no  charge  on  the  pa- 
rishes to  which  they  were  contiguous.  If 
they  did  create  any  diarge,  he  bad  no  ob- 
jection to  compel  them  by  the  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  all  persons  reduced  to  distress 
within  their  boundaries.  Now,  in  the  case 
of  Gra/s-innt  which  was  extra-parochial, 
and  contained  property  to  the  amount  of 
10,000^  or  12,0001,  was  it  fair  to  pass  a 
clause  of  this  kind,  which  would  impose  a 
tax  of  8s,  or  4#.  in  the  pound  on  that  pro- 
perty }  What  would  be  said  if  a  law  were 
passed  inflicting  a  rate  of  3s»  or  4«.  in  the 
pound  all  over  the  country?  Would  it 
not  be  called  a  monstrous— he  would  not 
say  a  dishonest — pieceof  legidation  ?  Would 
it  not  be  to  that  extent  a  confiscation  of  pro. 
perty?  However  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  might  be  pressed  by  parties  out  of 
the  House,  he  could  not  pretend  to  call 
this  proposition  of  his  a  proposition  of  jufr- 
tioe.  But  why  should  this  new  tax  be  im- 
posed upon  this  species  of  property  ?  The 
property  had  grown  up  long  before  the  en- 
actment of  tbe  Poor-laws.  He  would  also 
ask  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  whether  he 
thought  it  fair,  after  having  been  beaten 
in  the  claim  which  he  made  upon  Gray's- 
inn  on  behalf  of  the  parish  of  St.  Andrew's 
Holborn^  to  endeavour  to  reverse  the  sor 
lemn  verdict  of  a  Jury  given  affainst  him 
by  a  clause  of  this  nature  ?  He  thoueht 
that  it  was  not,  and  he  should  thererore 
give  his  most  strenuous  opposition  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  LUUeUm  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  look  upon  this  clause  as  one 
merely  affecting  the  Inns  of  Court.  It 
affected  the  country  generally.  He  thou^t 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
not  considered  it  fairly.  He  said,  that  these 
extra-parochial  places  ought  to  maintain 
their  own  poor.  But  tl^  hon.  Member 
said,  that  they  ought  to  maintain  the  poor 
of  the  adjoining  parishes.  Now  that  went, 
as  he  thought,  beyond  the  necessity  of  the 
case.  He  should  be  glad  to  support  tbe 
proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Chester, 
which  met,  as  he  conceived,  the  evil  of  the 
case.  This  clause  went  far  beyond  the 
necessity  of  the  case,  and  as  such  he  should 
oppose  it. 

Hxn  Tooke  said,  that  he  had  no  personal 


interest  in  the  question*  ttm  he  was  a 
member  of  the  Temple  and  a  proprietor  of 
Gray's-inn.  His  <^ect  in  moving  the 
clause  was  to  render  tbe  system  of  Poor- 
laws  uniform* 

Mr.  Blackbume  said,  it  was  a  sinnge 
uniformity  which  the  hon.  Member  wished 
to  produce,  when  his  own  clause  contained 
five  exceptions  to  it. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Colonel  Wood  moved  a  clause  author- 
ixine  the  Justices  of  Peace  asieaibled  in 
Session  to  appoint  a  suitor  Sox  the  poor  in 
each  county.  His  reason  for  making  the 
prtqposition  was,  that  the  nine  assistant-con- 
miBsioners  would  have  more  business  in 
settling  the  complaints  of  the  poor  than 
they  could  by  any  ponibillty  aeoomplidu 
It  also  prescribed  the  mode  of  their  eleo 
tion,  but  we  were  unable  to  catch  the  de- 
tails of  it. 

Lord  AUkarp  thought,  that  such  a 
clause  was  quite  unnecessary.  He  con- 
sidered that  a  separate  visiter  in  each  sepa- 
rate county  would  not  be  wanted.  If 
such  a  provision  were  necessary  to  asiut 
the  exeeution  of  the  Bill,  the  mode  of  elect- 
ing the  officers  proposed  by  this  clause  was 
not  advisable.  When  the  zeeulations  of  the 
Commissioners  were  publi£ed,  it  would 
be  found,  that  no  such  vident  dianges  as 
gentlemen  expected  would  take  place,  nor 
would  there  be  any  difficulty  in  carrying 
the  regulations  into  effect.  The  new  ar- 
rangements would  not  require  many  per- 
sons to  carry  them  into  execution.  The 
provision  of  the  gallant  Officer  was  imne- 
oessary,  and  if  it  were  necessary,  it  was  by 
no  means  the  best  mode  of  effecting  the 
object  which  he  had  at  heart. 

The  Clause  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Hodges  proposed  a  clause  giving  to 
the  mayor  and  corporation  of  borough 
towns  jurisdiction  over  the  workhouses  of 
such  towns^  in  cases  where  the  workhouse 
was  in  the  parish,  but  not  the  corporate 
town.  This  clause,  he  said,  was  necessary 
to  meet  a  set  of  cases,  in  which  the  parijdi 
being  larger  than  the  borough  town,  the 
borough  Magistrates  had  no  authori^  over 
the  workhouse,  because  it  was  out  of  the 
borough  whilst  it  was  in  the  parish. 

Loro  AUharp  said,  that  he  could  not 
consent  to  this  clause  at  present,  as  he  had 
not  had  sufficient  time  to  consider  its  bear- 
ing. 

The  Clause  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Cayletf  proposed  to  leave  out  dauae 
60,  and  to  insert  the  following  clause :— « 
''  And  be  it  further  enacted,  tmU  from  and 
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after  the  pMiing  of  this  Aot,  no  MttlBasnt 
ahall  be  acquired  or  completed  bj  oeou- 
pying  a  tenemrat,  unkM  such  tenement 
flhall  have  been  aiseaaed,  or  have  been  liable 
to  be  QgBcasod,  to  the  poor-rate  for  one  year, 
durinff  the  occupancy  of  the  party  claim* 
ing  the  aektlement."  He  thought  the 
adoption  of  this  amendment  would  be  for 
the  relief  of  the  agricultural  interest 

Lord  AUkorp  did  not  see  any  material 
difference  between  the  clause  in  the  Bill 
and  that  proposed  by  his  hon*  friend.  He 
did  not  b^eve,  that  even  under  the 
clause  proposed  by  his  hon*  friend  any 
House  under  lOL  would  confer  a  good 
settlement.  The  clause  in  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  did  not  alter  the  law  as  to  giving 
settlement  by  occupancy.  He  only  added 
to  the  existing  law  that  the  persons  so  oo* 
cupyinff  shoum  be  rated.  His  hon.  friend's 
proposms  wa^  that  the  houses  should  be 
rated.  The  clause  which  his  hon.  friend 
poposed  would  not  eflfi^ct  the  object  which 
be  had  in  view,  nor  would  it  give  any  ad* 
vantage  to  the  agricultural  interest. 

The  Clause  was  negatived. 

Sir  Henry  WiUottghby  proposed  the  in- 
sertion of  a  clause  to  the  eftct:-—*  that  the 
powen  of  the  Poor-law  Gonunissioners  and 
the  Assststent  CommiBsionerBshall  not  be  ex* 
excised  in  any  parish  or  township  maintaining 
its  own  poor,  in  which  rdlief  is  confmed  to 
the  aged,  to  the  orphan,  to  the  maimed,  to 
the  liMine,  to  the  bHad,  to  the  idiot,  to  the 
lunatii^  and  to  those  who  suffer  fnun  sick- 
ness, accident,  or  infirmity. 

l^Did  AUharp  said,  dnt  the  power  of 
inspection,  even  in  well  administered  pa- 
rishes, would  not  in  his  opinion,  be  a  hard- 
ship. He  was  sure  that  the  measure 
would  not  be  a  law  of  pains  and  penaltiei^ 
as  some  had  described,  but  Uiat  it  would 
effect  general  good  for  the  country. 

Mr.  Hedges  also  supported  the  dense. 
He  wished  to  know  from  the  noUe  Lord 
with  regard  to  the  power  of  inspection, 
whether  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Com* 
missioDen  to  include  in  unions  all  the  pa» 
lishcs  in  England  and  Wales.  If  such 
should  be  the  case^  the  Bill  would  really  be 
a  Bin  of  pains  and  penalties. 

Lord  Alihorp  said,  they  would  do  no 
such  thing.  Tne  power  was  merely  given 
to  the  Commissioners  to  unite  parnhes  as 
mis^t  to  them  seem  expedient. 

The  clause  was  negatived. 

The  Bill  with  the  amendments,  to  be 
cagrossed,and  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

MBmCHAMT  SSAMBN — RsaiSTRATION.] 


On  the  Motion  of  Sir  James  Ottham 
the  Merchant  Seamen's  Registration  Bill 
was  recommitted. 

On  the  Sid  clause  being  put,  which  com- 
pelled masters  of  vesseb,  on  clearing  out  of 
port,  to  deposit  with  the  colkctor  or  comph 
troUer  of  the  Customs,  a  true  copy  of  llie 
agreement  entered  into  with  the  orew, 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  objected  to  the 
clause,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible, from  the  nature  of  his  duties  on 
leaving  port,  for  a  captain  to  make  out  the 
requireid  copy,  in  order  to  return  it  by  the 
pilot.  The  hon.  Member  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect,  that  all  masters  of  vessels 
should  have  the  option  of  delivering  copies 
of  their  agreements  with  their  crews  either 
to  the  {Hlots  on  board*  for  the  purpose  of 
beinff  transmitted  to  ihe  Register-office,  or 
to  the  consul  or  Vice-consul  at  the  first 
foreign  port  at  which  the  ships  touched. 

Sir  Jamee  Graham  supported  the  clause, 
which  he  said,  had  been  prepared  with 
every  view  to  the  convenience  of  the  ship- 
owners and  the  masters  of  vessels.  The 
hon.  Member  had  failed  to  point  out  any 
inconvenience  which  would  arise  from  the 
operation  of  the  clause  as  it  at  present 
stood. 

Mr.  OConneU  said,  the  dauie  had  been 
met  by  objections  put  forward  by  the 
chambers  of  commerce  both  of  Belfast  and 
Dublin.  Those  objections  were,  that  ships 
frequently  left  port  with  only  a  portion  of 
their  crews  on  board,  but  completed  them 
at  olher  places  where  men  could  be  olV- 
tained  at  a  cheaper  rate.  Under  such  dr- 
cumstanoes,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
captain  on  leaving  port  to  make  the  return 
required  of  him ;  and  though  the  alterna- 
tive remained  of  his  lodging  it  at  the  first 
port  at  which  he  might  touch  with  the 
consul  or  vice<i«onsul,  yet  the  dause  con- 
tained no  provision  to  exempt  the  captain 
from  the  penalty  imposed  in  ease  of  the 
neglect  of  those  offioers  to  make  the  return 
to  this  country  prior  to  the  arrival  at  home 
of  the  particular  ship. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  the  great 
obiect  of  the  dause  was*  to  protect  the 
sadors  from  the  liability  when  they  entered 
for  an  outward  and  homeward  voyage*  of 
bdng  left  ashore  on  fordgn  stations,  where 
other  hands  could  be  procured  at  a  cheaper 
rate  to  work  the  vesseLhome,  while  the 
British  seaman  was  left  to  perish  from  dis- 
ease and  other  causes  attencAnt  upon  fo- 
reign dimates.  From  tins  system  much  in** 
jury  was  done  to  the  men,  and  to  prevent 
it  was  the  oMect  of  this  clause. 
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Mr.  George  F.  Young  laid,  that  to  far 
from  tbe  lailon  being  ao  treated,  it  was 
well  known,  that  many  secreted  themiehea 
in  foreifi^  ports  in  order  to  set  hicfaer 
wases  for  the  yqyage  home.  Indeed,  to 
such  an  extent  did  this  at  one  time  prevail, 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  paaaKl,  the 
object  of  which  was,  to  limit  sailors  working 
home  from  a  foreign  port  to  double  wages. 

Admiral  Fleming  concurred  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Graham)  in 
condemning  the  present  system,  and  which 
was  well  Imown  by  every  individual  who 
l|ad  visited  the  West  Indies  to  prevail 
to  a  great  extent.  He  should  support  the 
daoife. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  if  time 
were  allowed  him,  he  could  move  for 
returns  of  documents  which  had  been 
received  from  consuls  abroad,  which  de- 
scribed scenes,  especially  in  the  Pacific, 
of  a  most  heart-rending  character,  arising 
from  the  circumstance  of  sailors  being 
left  on  shore  and  otherwise  being  most 
barbarously  treated  by  the  captains  of 
vessels,  anid  which  documents  would  fully 
bear  out  his  assertion. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  George 
Young's  Amendment : — Ayes  S5 ;  Noes 
47;  Majority  12. 

Several  Clauses  were  agreed  to.  The 
House  resumed-* the  Committee  to  sit 
again. 
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O'Coonell,  Daniel 
0*Connell,  J. 
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Sandon,  Lord 
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TELLSa. 

Young,  G.  F. 


POSTAOR  ON  NBW8PAPEB8  AcT.]      The 

House    in    Committee  on    Postage    on 
Newspapers  Act. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smkh  then  moved,  that  a 
charge  of  S<^  be  made  on  each  British 
newspaper  sent  by  packet  to  the  o(doniesor 
foreign  countnes,  and  that  there  riiould 


also  be  a  charge  of  2d.  on  every  foteign 
newmper  sent  by  post  to  this  country. 
The  non.  Gentleman  stated,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  this  Resolution  was,  to  enaUe  the 
Government  to  enter  into  arrangementa 
with  foreign  coantries  with  wiewee  to 
the  transmission  of  newspapers,  ao  asto 
enable  the  Poat-<iffiee  to  redtioe  the  chanm 
of  postage  for  newapapeti  ftom  thosecD^ 
tries  which  admitted  EngUsh  newspapers  oo 
similar  tenns. 

Lord  Lomiker  complained,  that  a  greater 
chai]^  was  made  at  the  Post-omce  at 
ChanDg«cross  for  sending  a  Newnaper 
afaKoad,  than  was  made  at  the  General  reat- 
offioe  in  the  city. 

Mr.  Verwon  Smiih  admitted,  that  sudi 
was  the  case.  The  main  olject  of  his  Re* 
sohition  was,  to  enable  foreien  countries 
to  send  newspapers  to  £ng^nd  almost  fiee 
of  expense,  provided  English  newspapers 
were  admitted  to  those  countries  on  e^al 
terms.  He  had  another  Resolu^on  to  pro^ 
pose,  by  which  this  ground  of  oomphdnt 
would  be  got  rid  of;  namely,  by  giving 
compensation  to  the  cleric  so  as  to  get  rid 
of  the  fees  now  allowed  to  them  hy  the 
conveyance  of  newspapers.  He  did  not 
know  how  any  arrangement  could  be  en- 
tered into  on  other  terms  than  thoae  he 
had  proposed. 

The  Resolution  was  Agreed  ta 

Mr.  Vernon  SmM  then  proposed  a  Re- 
solution to  the  effect  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Post- 
master.General  be  empowered  to  send  by 
post  certain  stamped  papers  free  of  ex- 
pense ;  and  also  that  he  be  allowed  to  mtke 
compensation  to  the  clerks  of  the  roads  and 
others  now  entitled  to  fees.  It  was  con- 
sidered but  just,  that  compensation  should 
be  given  to  the  deiks  for  the  privileges 
that  were  to  be  aboli^ed. 

Lord  Lowther  regretted,  that  the  hon. 
Gientleman  was  not  prepared  to  go  a  little 
further  towards  brrakine<down  the  M 
system.  He  wished  to  know  why  there 
was  such  an  enormous  charge  made  fiv  the 
postage  of  foreign  letters  ?  In  consequence 
of  this  charge,  letters  from  abroad  were  sent 
by  private  individuals,  and  every  Ambaa- 
sadoi^s  bag  was  filled  with  the  private 
letters  of  those  who  had  the  least  influenee. 
In  most  foreign  countries,  the  postage  was 
not  one  half  Si  the  charge  for  letters  from 
England  as  it  was  in  this  country  for  letten 
from  the  continent. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  knew,  thai  the  rate 
of  postage  for  foreign  letters  was  high  in 
this  country,  and  agreed  that  it -was  a  fit 
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subject  for  ike  oonnderatioa*  of  the  Post. 
master-General  to  sec  whether  a  remedy 
could  not  be  applied. 

The  Resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
House  resumed. 

Gbkbral  Mobbno — Mr.  Botd.]  Mr. 
ODwyer  expressed  a  hope,  that  although 
at  that  late  hour,  (it  was  psst  two  o'clock) 
the  House  would  not  object  to  receive  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
The  subject  was  one  of  very  considerable 
importance,  which  deeply  affected  the 
honour  and  character  of  this  country. 
His  Motion  was  for  documents  relating  to 
the  conduct -of  General  Moreno,  who,  it 
was  well  known,  had  invited  the  brave 
General  Torriios,  and  several  of  his  com- 
panions to  Malaga,  and  had  there  become 
the  instrument  of  their  destruction,  and, 
what  more  immediately  concerned  this 
country,  the  destruction  of  Mr.  Boyd,  an 
Englishman.  Moreno  was  now  in  this 
country,  having  recently  landed  on  our 
shores,  and  for  the  character  of  the  country 
itself,  and  for  the  future  security  of  the 
lives  of  British  subjects,  some  steps  ought 
to  be  immediately  taken  to  obtain  satisfac- 
tion for  this  violent  outrage.  It  was  well 
known,  that  at  the  time  of  this  transaction 
the  British  authorities  in  Malaga  had 
strongly  remonstrated  against  the  assassi- 
nation of  Mr.  Boyd,  though,  unfortunately, 
without  effect.  It  coum  be  proved,  he 
understood,  that  Torriios  and  his  compa- 
nions had  been  notonly  invited,  but  strongly 
urged  by  Moreno  to  come  to  Malaga.  He 
had  been  informed,  that  there  were  at  this 
moment,  documents  within  reach  of  the 
Government,  which  would  fully  show  the 
nature  of  the  invitation  that  had  been  sent. 
There  was  one  letter  in  which,  as  he  was 
instructed  to  state,  would  be  found  these 
words — "  We  burn  to  join  your  glorious 
constitutional  cause."  This  letter  was 
from  Moreno,  and  professed  to  speak  the 
sentiments  of  himself  and  the  people  of 
Malaga.  Thb  letter,  he  understood,  was  at 
this  moment  in  possession  of  a  person  con- 
nected with  the  Government.  It  would 
be  for  the  noUe  Lord  (Lord  Palmerston) 
to  make  inquiry  into  this  subject,  for  Go- 
vernment was  bound  to  see  the  honour  of 
the  country  asserted,  and  to  bring,  if  possi- 
ble, the  murderer  of  one  of  ita  subjects  to 
justice.  He  would  move  '*  An  address  for 
aretum  of  the  names  of  all  male  persons  ac- 
companying Don  Carlos,  the  Infant  of  Spain, 
to  this  country,  whose  arrival  has  been  no- 
tified to  the  Foreign  Department :  copy  of 


all  correspondence  between  the  Foreign 
Department  and  the  authorities  of  Spain, 
re^urding  the  seizure,  and  putting  to  death 
of  Mr.  JBoyd,  a  subject  of  his  Majesty." 
Viscount  Palmerston  had  no  objection 
to  the  hon.  Member's  Motion,  but  he  would 
suggest  to  him  an  alteration  in  the  latter 
part  of  it,  making  it  rather  for  the  corre- 
spondence of  this  Government  with  our 
Minister  at  Madrid,  and  also  with  the 
authorities  at  Malaga,  on  the  subject  of  the 
detention  and  execution  of  Mr.  Boyd. 
These  letters,  when  produced,  would  speak 
for  themselves.  On  one  point  he  must 
say,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  and 
misinformed,  and  that  was  in  supposing 
that  he,  or  that  the  Grovemment,  was  in 
possession  of  any  such  letter  as  that  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  or  even  that  he  had 
ever  read  any  such  letter.  The  circum- 
stances of  General  Torrijos's  entry  into 
^min  were  well  known.  In  1831  General 
Torrijos  went  from  thb  country,  accompa- 
nied by  several  of  his  countiymen,  with 
the  intention  of  landing  in  Spain  for  the 
purpose  of  forwarding  their  own  particular 
political  views.  They  first  cut  to  Gibral- 
tar, and  their  presence  and  object  there 
becoming  known  to  the  Spanish  govern, 
ment,  a  representation  was  made  by  that 
government  to  this  country,  remonstrating 
against  an  English  garrison  being  allowed 
to  harbour  persons  menacing  with  a  hostile 
attack  a  country  in  amity  and  alliance  with 
us.  This  Government  felt,  that  our  garri- 
son ought  not  to  be  used  for  such  a  pur- 
pose, and  the  Governor  of  Gibraltar,  as  he 
had  authority  to  do,  took  steps  to  find  out 
the  parties  in  order  to  prevent  their  making 
a  descent  on  Spain  from  that  place.  Un- 
fortunately, he  was  not  successful  in  his 
search ;  he  said  unfortunately,  for  if  they 
had  been  found  they  would  have  been 
placed  on  board  a  British  ship,  and  thus 
the  fate  which  they  afterwards  met  would 
have  been  averted.  The  parties  went  from 
Gibraltar  to  Malaga,  in  pursuance  of  an 
invitation  from  some  persons  there,  and  an 
intimation  that  they  would  be  kindly  re- 
ceived. This  was  his  belief.  The  moment 
they  arrived  at  Malaga  they  were  arrested, 
and  an  account  was  transmitted  by  Moreno 
to  Madrid  stating  the  fact.  In  five  days 
af^r  that,  an  order  came  from  the  Spanish 
government  directing  that  they  should  all 
be  shot.  A  claim  was  made  on  the  part  of 
the  British  authorities  in  behalf  of  Mr. 
Boyd,  as  a  British  subject ;  that  claim  was 
not  recognized,  and  the  demands  trans- 
mitted by  the  British  authorities  were  of 
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no  avBiL  The  execotioii  took  place,  and 
he  belieyedy  that  in  ttrictneMy  at  fiff  as  the 
Spaniardu  were  oonoeraed,  it  was  quite  in 
acooTdanoe  with  the  laws  of  Spain.  A$  to 
Mr.  fiqyd,  he  was  afndd,  howeyer  they 
might  lament  his  fate,  that  his  deatli  was 
justifiable  according  to  the  law  of  nationSi 
Mr.  BojA  was  found  in  arms  acting  against 
Spain,  acting  against  its  authonties,  in 
union  with  persons  who  were  considered 
traitors  to  its  government.  This  was  not 
merely  his  own  opinion,  but  that  of  per- 
sons much  better  qualified  to  fonn  an  omn- 
iqn  on  the  suUect  than  he  was^  The 
remonstrances  of  Mr.  Mark  at  Malasa,  and 
of  Mr.  Addington,  at  Madrid,  had  been 
▼ery  strong  to  the  Spanish  government  on 
the  subject,  but  Mr.  Boyd  had  ceased  to 
exist  before  any  intimation  of  the  fact 
reached  Government  here.  All  the  Minis- 
ten  here  could  do,  was  to  remonstrate  with 
the  government  of  Spain  against  the  course 
it  had  pursued,  and  that  had  been  done. 
The  nature  of  the  remonstrances  thai  had 
been  thus  made  would  be  seen  when  the 
papers  were  laid  before  the  House.  He 
noped,  after  what  he  had  stated,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  alter  his 
Motion,  so  as  that  it  diould  include  the 
documents  to  which  he  had  just  referred. 

Mr.  ODwyer  had  no  olgection  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  the  noUe  Lord,  but  he 
would  beg  to  ask  whether,  since  the  arrival 
of  Moreno  in  this  country,  any  reference 
had  been  made  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  as  to  whether  any  and  what  mode 
existed  of  bringing  that  man  to  punishment 

Viscount  PahnerHon  said,  that  he  had 
directed  such  reference  to  be  made  for  the 
satisfaction  of  the  public  feeling  on  this 
subject,  but  though  he  had  adopted  that 
course,  he  himsett  had  very  little  doubt 
what  the  nature  of  the  answer  returned 
would  be. 

Mr.  Cuihbert  Rippon  said,  that  there 
was  a  letter  in  the  possession  of  an  indivi- 
dual at  this  moment  in  this  country,  ad- 
dressed by  Moreno  to  General  Tonijos,  in 
which  the  words  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  "  I  bum  to  join 
voor  constitutional  expedition,"  occurred. 
He  was  ready  to  put  this  letter  into  the 
hands  of  the  noble  Lord.  Now,  after  this 
fact,  could  the  noble  Lord  hesitate  to  go 
into  an  immediate  inquiry  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  how  far  Uie  country  could 
receive  satisfaction  for  the  outrage  coounit- 
ted  on  one  of  its  subjects  ? 

Mr.  QCoanell  was  sure,  that  the  law  of 
nations  would  not  permit  that  a  man  who 


waa  in  our  power,  who  bad  eotioed  a 
British  suljeet  into  his  hands  and  thea 
cruelly  murdered  him,  should  be  suflbiwl 
to  escape  with  impunity.  In  the  law  of 
nations  some  provisons  must  exist,  and  09 
doubt  did  exist,  to  punish  the  subject  of 
one  country  for  the  nuuder  of  the  sobject 
of  another.  It  would  not  permit  that  a 
monster  of  this  kind  should  be  snftied  to 
escape,  and  he  was  sore  that  every  good 
man  would  rejcnoe  at  seeing  a  murderer  of 
this  description  broo^  to  justice. 

Viscount  Paimersim  said,  the  questioii 
was,  whether  Mr.  Bo/fi  was  placed  in  sudi 
a  situation  as  that  he  could  be  protected 
by  the  law  of  nations?  Was  an  enterprise 
which  had  been  previously  undertaken 
against  Spain,  but  which  haa  been  accele- 
rated by  the  acts  of  others— he  would  not 
say  how  fairly— was  not  that,  he  would 
ask^  such  a  drcumstanoe  as  took  the  case  of 
Mr.  Boyd  out  of  the  protection  of  the  law 
of  nations?  He  could  not  think  that  that 
law  could  be  construed  to  afford  protection 
to  an  individual  circumstanced  as  Mr. 
Boyd  was. 

Mr.  (/ConneU  thought,  that  if  an  a^t 
of  a  foreign  government  enticed  a  Bndsh 
subject  into  his  power,  and  then  put  him 
to  death,  there  must  be  some  law  which 
would  reach  an  act  of  that  kiudy  and  if  to, 
our  Government  ought  at  least^  now  that 
this  monster  was  in  its  power,  to  put  the 
question  into  a  train  of  judicial  investigao 
tion.  Language  was  not  strong  enough 
to  express  the  feelings  of  detestation  which 
every  man  must  have  for  atrocious  perhdy 
of  this  kind;  and  yet  this  wretui  had 
polluted  the  Press  of  this  country  by  hia 
name  affixed  to  an  attempted  vindication 
of  his  horrid  deed.  He  must  repeat,  that 
he  did  think  this  was  a  case  to  which  the 
law  of  nations  would  apply,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord  would  take 
steps  for  having  an  opinion  on  the  snbjsct 
from  proper  quarters. 

Viscount  Pulmersttm :  I  have  done  sa 

Mr.  Hutt  add,  he  had  known  the  brav^ 
General  Tonijos  intimately,  and  he  was 
aware  of  the  cruel  treachery  by  which  he 
had  been  invited  to  Malaga,  and  there 
betrayed  by  the  blood-thirsty  Moreno.  He 
knew  that  the  Gieneral  and  his  eompaniona 
were  sacrificed  to  the  blood-thirsty  amlntioa 
of  that  cruel  tyrant,  who  had  made  theur 
bodies  the  steps  by  which  to  ascend  to 
power  and  favour  under  the  Spanish  go* 
vemment.  If  that  man  were  now  in  this 
country,  if  he  were  in  our  power,  he  ought 
not  10  be  sufiered  lo  depart  until  amie 
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means  had  been  tried  to  bring  him  to 
justice.  Human  nature  recoiled  at  the 
cold-blooded  atrocity  of  inviting  a  man 
under  the  mask  of  friendship  and  attach- 
ment to  a  meeting  that  he  might  be  lured 
to  his  destruction,  for  the  mete  selfish 
purpose  of  personal  advancement.  If  then> 
he  repeated,  there  were  any  means  by 
which  this  dastardly  and  Uood-thirsty 
coward  could  be  brought  to  justice,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  not  fail  to 
have  recourse  to  them. 
The  Mbtion  agreed  to. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDSi 
Saturday^  June  28,  1834. 

Brbach  of  PBrviLBGS  —  Morning 
Post.]  The  Order  of  the  Day  was  read, 
on  the  Motion  of  Earl  Grey,  and  Thomas 
Payne,  the  printer  of  the  Morning  Post, 
was  called  to  the  Bar.  Mr.  Payne  was 
questioned  at  some  length ;  but  as  he  stated, 
that  he  was  only  the  publisher,  and  neither 
the  printer  nor  the  editor  of  the  paper,  and 
that  Mr.  Bittleston  was  the  editor ;  he  was 
ordered  to  withdraw. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  felt  sorry  to  de- 
tain their  Lordships  by  stating  what  was 
quite  clear  and  evident.  After  what  he 
had  heard  from  the  person  at  the  Bar  it 
seemed  impossible  to  press  the  Order  of 
the  House  aoainst  him.  The  rules  of  their 
Lordships'  House  on  such  occasions  showed, 
that  they  had  a  right,  strictly  speaking 
(on  the  admission  of  the  party  that  he  was 
registered  publisher  at  the  Stamp-office), 
to  visit  upon  him  the  consequences  of  the 
offence.  Upon  that  admission  he  was  re- 
sponsible by  the  law  of  Parliament  and 
by  the  law  of  the  land.  He  would  be  re- 
sponsible in  an  action  at  law,  responsible 
upon  a  criminal  information,  and  respon- 
sible upon  an  indictment ;  and  he  was  re- 
sponsible to  that  House  for  a  breach  of  its 
privileges  by  the  laws  of  Parliament, 
which  were  in  fact  a  part  of  the  law  of 
the  land,  as  far  at  least  as  they  were 
recognized  by  the  laws  of  the  land.  The 
offence  was  cognizable  by  the  House  whose 
privileges  had  been  violated;  but  it  was  a 
matter  of  discretion  whether  their  Lord, 
ships  should  think  it  just  or  advisable  to 
visit  on  this  individual  the  puni^ment  due 
to  the  offence  that  had  been  committed. 
It  clearly  appeared,  that  technically  speak, 
ing,  this  was  the  guilty  person,  whilst 
morally  speaking,  he  was  not  guilty.  He 
did  not  interfere  in  any  manner  or  way 


whatever  with  the  articles  that  were  pub- 
lished in  the  paper.  He  neither  could  put 
an  article  in  or  keep  it  out  He  could  not 
alter  or  modify  it ;  and  it  appeared  by  his 
own  statement,  that  he  did  not  always  even 
read  the  paper  after  it  was  published,  so 
that  he  was  in  point  of  fact  probably  more 
ignorant  of  its  contents  than  the  general 
body  of  its  subscribers  or  purchasers.  It 
was  evident  that  he  possessed  no  power  of 
control,  no  privilege  of  advice,  no  privilege 
of  Counsel,  no  discretion,  no  permission  of 
giving  an  opinion,  no  means  of  information; 
in  fact,  that  in  no  one  way  whatever  did 
he  interfere;  and  therefore  he  would  at 
once  submit  to  the  House,  that  Mr.  Payne 
be  discharged  from  custody.  He  had  not 
wished  to  urge  anything  further  on  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships,  but  he  was 
bound  to  mention  what  he  could  not  but 
consider  a  very  extraordinary  course  that 
had  been  pursued  by  the  journal  in  question. 
After  a  breach  of  privilege  of  that  House 
of  so  gross  and  flagrant  a  nature,  it  could 
not  but  be  deemed  a  very  gross  thing 
for  the  paper  to  aggravate  its  offence  in 
the  way  it  had  done,  by  repeating  its 
conduct  even  whilst  its  responsible  agent 
was  under  the  summons  of  the  House. 
He  had  stated  only  yesterday,  in  the 
most  distinct,  unequivocal,  and  positive 
manner,  that  as  Counsel  in  the  case 
of  Solarte  v.  Palmer,  he  had  never 
advised  that  any  appeal  should  be  made  to- 
their  Lordships'  House.  He  had  clearly 
shown,  that  it  was  an  absolute  impossibility 
that  he  could  have  given  any  such  advice, 
for  the  cause  had  been  decided  six  or  seven 
months  after  he  had  left  the  Bar,  and  be., 
come  the  chief  functionary  to  whom  the 
appeal  was  to  be  made.  Notwithstanding 
this  dear  and  positive  denial,  the  same  party 
had  repeated  the  charge  that  he  had  advised 
such  ft  course  as  Counsel,  and  that  he  had 
afterwards  reprobated  it  as  a  Judge.  He 
had  never  blamed  the  appeal  to  the  Judges 
in  the  Exchequer  Chamber.  He  had  never 
said  one  single  word,  or  given  by  any 
means  one  single  intimation,  that  could  be 
construed  into  a  disapproval  of  that  course. 
All  that  he  had  blamed  was  the  appeal  to 
their  Lordships'  House  after  the  decision 
in  the  Exchequer,  which  was,  in  point  of 
fact,  nothing  more  than  to  bring  the  Judees 
from  one  side  of  Westminster  Hall  to  the 
other  to  go  over  the  same  case,  at  a  very 
great  expense  to  the  parties  concerned. 
Probably  an  ignorance  of  the  law,  con- 
joined to  an  ignorance  of  the  truth,  might 
have  caused  that  misconception  which  had 
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been  the  mands  of  such  an  nnjiudfiaUe 
attack  on  nim.  He  did  not  wish  to  say 
one  word,  except  what  he  deemed  neoeiMiry 
to  his  defence,  and  he  had  now  only  to 
move  their  Lordships,  if  his  noUe  inend 
(Earl  Grey^  did  not  objeet,  that  the  indi* 
vidua!  be  discharge  from  custody. 

Earl  Greif  had  no  objection  whatever  to 
the  individual  being  discharged,  inasmuch 
as  it  appeared,  that  he  was  only  a  man  of 
straw,  who,  as  his  noble  and  learned  friend 
said,  was  legally  subject  to  the  consequences 
of  the  ofience,  but  not  morally  responsible, 
and,  considering  the  whob  case,  he  ima- 
gined that  their  Lordships  would  not 
think  him  a  fit  person  to  be  visited  with 
punishment  by  that  House.  But  there  was 
another  pomt  which  demanded  the  serious 
attention  of  their  Lordships.  Whilst  he 
had  no  objection  to  adopt  the  recommenda- 
tion of  his  noble  and  learned  friend,  he 
could  not  but  feel  that  their  Lorddiips 
would  not  be  discharging  their  duty  if 
such  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  that 
House  was  to  be  permitted  to  pass  off  with 
impunity.  The  person  who  attacked  the 
official  and  personal  character  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and 
outraged  the  dimity  of  the  House,  openly 
stated  his  consciousness  that  he  was  com- 
mitting  a  breach  of  its  privileges,  and  he 
challenged  the  House  to  assert  its  dignity. 
He  acknowledged  that  he  was  fully  aware, 
that  he  was  committing  a  breach  of  privi* 
le^e,  and  he  had  repeated  the  charges 
without  taking  one  single  step  to  ascertain 
whether  there  was  any  foundation  what- 
ever for  them.  This  was  an  offence  in 
every  respect  of  the  most  aggravated  nar- 
ture,  and  it  was  impossible,  that  their  Lord- 
ships could  pass  it  over.  On  his  own  part 
he  felt  it  impossible  to  allow  such  conduct 
to  be  repeated  with  impunity,  unless  by 
sacrificing  the  dignity  of  the  House  and 
the  character  of  its  Members,  As  the  per. 
son  at  the  bar  had  riven  to  the  House  the 
name  of  the  real  editor  of  the  Paper,  who 
had  precognition  of  the  articles  that  ap. 
peared  in  the  publication,  and  who  pos- 
sessed a  discretion  as  to  their  insertion  or 
rejection,  he  maintained,  that  the  House 
would  not  be  doing  its  duty,  unless  it 
called  for  the  attendance  of  that  person  at 
the  bar.  In  the  first  place,  he  would  as. 
sent  to  the  motion  of  his  noble  and  learned 
friend ;  but^  that  motion  being  disposed  of, 
he  should  move  "  that  Thomas  Bittleston 
be  ordered  to  attend  at  their  Lordships' 
Bar  on  Monday  next,  to  answer  for  his 
offence." 


Loid  Whmmdifi  could  hsve  no  ohfae. 
tion  to  thisproceedinff;  but  could  not  rft- 
frain  from  drawing  Uie  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  the  conduct  of  other  parties 
concerned  in  misrepresenting  the  noUe  and 
learned  Lord.  He  alluded  to  the  assertitm, 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  at  one 
time  advised  that  an  appeal  should  be  made 
to  the  House.  The  solicitors  in  the  case, 
in  a  letter  which  they  puhlished  in  one  of 
the  newmapers,  contrived  to  miilead  the 
public  He  could  not  acquit  the  soliciton 
of  improper  conduct  when  he  read  the 
letter  that  was  reoe^y  published  in  the 
Papers.  On  referring  to  that  letter  this 
morning,  he  found  that  it  stated,  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  did,  in  point  of 
fact,  advise  an  appeal  to  this  House.  Now, 
that  statement  had  been  dearly  proved  to  be 
contrary  to  fact,  and  he  therefore  thouf^t 
that  it  was  impossible  forthe  House  to  be  s»» 
tisfied  by  merely  bringing  the  editor  of  this 
Paper  before  the  House.  Their  Lordshipa 
must  mark  their  displeasure  upon  other 
parties. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  had  die  greatest 
possible  respect  for  the  noble  L<vd,  bufc 
really  could  not  agree  in  the  propriety  of 
the  course  which  he  had  recommended. 
He  thought  it  his  duty  to  make  some  re- 
marks upon  the  conduct  of  those  profea* 
sumal  men  (and  it  was  always  with  pain 
that  he  did  so),  and  they  were  natundly 
much  hurt  at  l^ose  animadversicMis.  This 
might  form  their  excuse.  He  therefore 
be^^,  as  a  personal  favour  to  himself, 
that  thu  part  of  the  case  might  not  be 
pressed.  He  threw  himself  upon  the 
House. 

Lord  WharncUffe:  Gross  as  the  libel  is, 
directed  as  it  is  against  the  highest  judicial 
functionary  in  the  country  (and  therefore 
the  more  dangerous),  yet  I  should  be  sorry 
if  the  editor  were  the  only  party  who  was 
brought  to  account.  I  have  already  stated 
my  reasons. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor:  My  Lords,  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  state, — and  I  do  so  on  very 
good  grounds,— that  the  fault  referred  to 
does  not  rest  with  the  solicitors.  I  was 
present  when  the  appeal  was  before  the 
House,  and  I  heard  one  of  the  learned 
Counsel  at  the  Bar  state  that  very  circum- 
stance which  has  been  held  up  as  a  libd. 
against  the  noble  and  learned  Lord.  The 
learned  Counsel  most  distinctly  stated, 
that  the  noble  Lord  recommended  at  one 
time,  that  an  appeal  should  be  made  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  misrepresentation^ 
therefore,  does  not  rest  either  with  the 
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Ikiton  or  with  the  edifcor  of-  thii  P«per. 
The  learned  Ccuittel  went  out  of  the 
waj  to  make  that  statement.  The  printed 
paper  put  cm  the  TaUe  of  the  House  gave 
an  unfair  representation  of  its  decision. 
This  is  a  thing  of  which  I  maintam  the 
House  has  the  greatest  reason  to  complain. 
Lay  Lords  are  liable  to  he  deceived  by  it. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  has 
prasided  over  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas, 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  now  pre- 
ndes  as  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
other  learned  Lordsyimay  have  an  oppor. 
tunity  of  sifting  such  causes,  and  under- 
standing what  is  their  real  nature ;  but,  by 
the  theory  of  the  Constitution,  the  lay 
Lords  of  this  House  are  as  much  Judges 
in  these  eases  as  any  learned  Lords  what- 
ever, and  yet  they  are  liable  to  be  misled 
by  the  printed  papers  giving  an  unfair  r^ 
presentation  of  decisions.  Although  every 
lay  Lord  will  pay  all  deference  and  respect 
to  learned  Lords  in  proceedings  on  such 
cases,  yet,  in  some  degree,  every  lay  Lord 
must  act  upon  his  own  opinion,  and  how 
can  he  do  this  when  a  Counsel  at  the  Bar 
g^ves  an  unfair  opinion,  and  when  the 
papers  on  the  TaUe  of  that  House  give 
unfair,  yes,  unfair,  representations  of  deci- 
sions? 

Lord  Lyndhurti:  I  think,  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  totally  misapprehended 
what  fell  from  the  learned  Counsel  re- 
ferred to,  and  who  is  also  a  Member  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  I  believe,  that 
learned  and  eminent  Counsel  did  not  state 
that  the  appeal  had  been  recommended  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor.  I  believe  that  he 
stated,  that  the  Bill  of  Exceptions  had  been 
recommended  by  himself.  Sir  James  Scar- 
lett, and  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 
It  was  to  that  proceeding  that  the  learned 
counsel  referred.  I  thiiUE,  that  before  the 
noble  Lord  made  a  charge  of  such  a  nature 
against  the  learned  Counsel,  a  charge 
founded  on  his  own  individual  opinion,  he 
should  have  taken  some  steps  to  ascertain 
the  fact  with  accuracy.  I  am  sure  the 
learned  Counsel  never  expressed  himself  in 
the  way  which  he  is  said  to  have  done.  I 
do  not  think,  that  the  noble  Lord  inten- 
tionally misrepresented  what  fell  from  that 
learned  Counsel ;  yet  as  a  lay  Lord,  and 
likely  to  fall  into  error  respecting  what  a 
barrister  said,  I  do  think  that  he  should 
have  taken  care  to  ascertain  the  accuracy 
of  the  statement  before  he  made  such  a 
charae. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor:  My  Lends,  I  am 


peifeojdy  oanvinced  that  I  labour  under  no 
misapprehension  whatever.  I  had  never 
heard  of  the  case  before.  I  had  no  know- 
ledge of  its  existence,  and  I  could  have  no 
feelings,  nothing  in  my  mind,  to  lead  me 
into  error  or  misconstruction.  The  learned 
gentleman  who  said  this  to  me,  said  it 
most  clearly  to  my  understanding,  and 
with  reference  to  the  costs  of  the  proceed- 
ings having  gone  by  compromise.  He  had 
added,  that  no  barrister  ought  to  recom- 
mend an  appeal  to  this  House,  and  act  as 
the  Lord  who  was  to  give  the  judgment 
on  the  reference.  This,  my  Lords,  was 
my  clear  and  distinct  understanding  at 
the  time.  I  went  away  with  this  impres- 
sion, and  nothing  that  I  have  heard  since 
is  of  a  nature  to  alter  it. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington :  I  apprehend, 
my  Lords,  that  the  question  before  the 
House  is,  whether  a  certain  person  shall  be 
ordered  to  attend  at  the  bar  of  the  House 
to  answer  for  a  breach  of  privilege  which 
he  has  committed.  The  observations  made 
by  the  learned  Counsel  respecting  the  con- 
duct of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  have 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  case.  Sup^ 
posing  it  was  true,  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  advised  that  an  appeal 
should  be  made,  whether  it  be  true  or  not, 
still  I  do  not  see  what  we  have  to  do  with 
it.  It  is  no  libel  on  the  learned  Lord  to 
say,  that  at  the  bar  he  advised  an  appeal  of 
which,  when  he  had  formed  a  more  mature 
judffment,  he  could  not  approve.  He 
mi^t  have  thought  proper  to  animadvert 
upon  the  appeal,  and  to  affirm  it  with 
costs,  although  he  had  when  a  banister, 
and  in  a  situation  so  essentially  different, 
advised  that  very  appeal.  That  (;^n  be  no 
excuse  for  libelling  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  and  interfermg  with  the  privileges 
of  this  House. 

It  was  ordered,  that  Mr.  Payne  be  dis. 
charged,  and  that  Thomas  Bittleston  at- 
tend here  on  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  June  30,  1834. 

MmirrM.]  fftUtlom  prwunted.  By  ttw  Duks  of  Wbl* 
UNOTov,  Earl  CAWDOUt  and  Lonl  Romjlu,  firom  a  gmt 
Nttfflbor  of  FteoBi,— ftv  ProCecdan  to  the  E«taldiahed 
Church,  and  against  tha  Sepaiation  at  Church  and  State. 
—By  Eari  Cawsob.  fton  eattin  Individuakt  hi  flvour  of 
the  London  and  WflMmfaiitcr  Bank  BUL 

Brbach  of  Privilege — Morning 
Post.]]  Mr.  Bittleston,  the  editor  of  the 
Morning  Pott,  in  obedience  to  the  order 
of  their  Lofcships,  appeared  at  the  Bar  ; 
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Und  the  Lord  Cbaoodlor,  havtti^  eaolion- 
ed  him  that  he  was  not  bound  to  make 
any  answer  which  might  tend  to  criminate 
him  proceeded  to  pot  the  following  among 
other  questions  to  him  :— 

Q.  Were  youtheactlDg  editor  of  the  Mom^ 
itig  Pa$t  last  week— «n  Thuraday  and  Friday 
last  week,  for  instance  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  voar  situation  as  the 
acting  editor  do  you  see  toe  matters  published 
in  the  paper  before  they  are  inserted  I 

Q.  Before  they  are  printed  T 
A.  Yes,  before  they  are  printed. 
Q,  Have  you  the  power  of  inserting,  reject- 
ing, and  altering  articles  for  publication  in 

that  paper  f 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  leading  articles,  those 
that  are  in  larger  characters  and  wider  lines  ? 
Did  you  see  those  articles  ? 

^L.  X  es. 

Q.  Did  you  read  them  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Could  yon  have  suppressed  or  prevented 
their  being  printed  ? 

A.  I  could. 

Q.  Were  those  articles  inserted  by  your 
authority  ? 

A.  They  were. 

Q.  Now,  hare  you  anything  to  say  respect- 
ing the  article  in  the  Mommg  Poti  of  Friday 
which  the  House  has  thought  proper  to  declare 
a  gross  breach  of  the  privileges  ot  this  House  f 
You  are  aware  of  the  vote  of  the  House  I 
suppose  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  Was  that  article— and  for  the  third  time 
I  caution  you  that  no  one  can  injure  you ;  it 
will  be  no  contempt  in  any  way  if  you  refuse 
to  answer  the  question  I  am  about  to  put — 
did  you  write  that  article,  or  get  it  from  any 
other  person  ? 

A.  I  object  to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  Very  well.  Do  I  understand  you  to 
say— mind  I  do  not  blame  you — ^that  you 
decline  giving  any  farther  information,  not 
only  as  to  who  is  the  author,  but  as  to  the 
hand  from  which  vou  received  it  ? 

A.  I  respectfully  decline  giving  any  further 
information*  excepting  that  I  admit  my  re- 
sponsibility for  the  article. 

Q.  That  is  a  conclusion  in  law;  but  you 
decline  answering  the  question  ? 

A.  I  do. 

The  Lord  CkamM» :  Before  any  other 
Peer  puts  any  question  to  you,  I  ask  you 
whether  you  have  any  thing  to  state  to  the 
House  respecting  the  article  upon  which  the 
House  has  expressed  an  opinion,  with  a  view 
to  alter  that  opinion,  which  you  may  be  able 
to  do,  notwithstanding  the  vote  of  the  House ; 
or  if  you  have  anything  to  offer  in  extenuation 
of  the  offence  ? 

Mr.  Bittleston :  I  thank  your  Lordship  for 


the  ptrmissioD  yoa  have  given  me  to  addtess 
yon  in  extenuation^  but,  as  in  the  paiuM 
novelty  of  my  present  situation,  I  cannot  trust 
to  my  own  self-possessioo,  I  hope  I  may  be 
indulged  in  the  liberty  of  referring  to  written 
memoranda. 

The  JLord  ChmceUori  (concurrently  with 
several  Peers) — Certainly,  Perhaps  it  would 
be  more  advisable  if  any  other  Peer  has  any 

3uestion  to  put  that  it  should  be  put  before 
le  gentleman  proceeds  with  bis  address. 

£ari  Grey :  I  find  in  the  paper  the  following 
passMC : — 

^  Thm  Morning  Hetaldf  which  contains  the 
fullest  report  of  Lord  Brougham's  speech  in 
moving  tne  judgment  of  the  House  of  Lords 
upon  the  case,  states  that  Lord  Brougham  ooa- 
cluded  in  these  words : — ^  I  move,  my  Lords, 
that  the  judgment  of  the  Court  below  be 
affirmed,  with  costs  not  exceeding  350/."  And 
the  AfomtN^  Herald  proceeds  to  tell  us  that 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  below  was  *'  aflbm- 
ed  accordingly." 

<<  The  Morning  Heroli  is  not  alone.  The 
solicitors,  the  short-hand  writers,  the  Peersy 
all  concur  in  asserting  that  Lord  Brougham 
moved,  "  that  the  judgment  be  affirmed,^  and 
that  the  judgment  was  **  affirmed  accordingly." 

Now,  I  vrish  the  witness  to  be  asked  if  it  is 
meant  that  the  information  here  alluded  to 
was  fiimisbed  by  certain  Peers? 

Mr.  Bittleston — I  do  not  understand  it  so. 

The  Lord  ChanctUar:  Do  you  mean  thai 
you  do  not  think  that  is  the  meaning  of  the 
passage  ? 

A.  I  am  sure  it  is  not  the  meaning  of  the 
passage. 

Earl  Grey :  You  say,  that  the  meaning  is 
not  that  it  was  founded  on  the  information  of 
Peers? 

A.  I  am  sure  that  is  not  the  meaning.* 

Earl  Grey  concnrred  entirely  in  the 
propriety  of  the  practice  of  cautioning 
persons  under  examination  that  they  were 
not  under  the  necessity  of  answering  any 
questions  tending  to  criminate  themselves. 
It  appeared,  however,  to  him  that  the 
person  at  the  Bar  could  say  nothing  that 
could  criminate  himself  more  than  what 
he  had  already  stated.  He  admitted  that 
he  was  the  editor,  that  he  had  the  general 
superintendence  of  the  paper,  and  directed 
the  publication  of  all  the  articles  that 
appeared  in  it ;  that  he  had  the  inspection 
of  all,  and  approved,  rejected,  or  inserted 
at  pleasure.  He  had  further  admitted 
that  he  was  fully  responsible  for  the  pub- 
lication ;  and  it  did  not  appear  to  him 
that  the  House  could  desire  further  in- 
formation to  criminate  the  individual  at 
the  Bar.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
wished  to  put  it  to  the  House  whether 
this  individual  could  claim  the  benefit  of 
the  rule  of  exemption,  upon  the  ground 
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of  not  crifninating  himself,  and  refuse  to 
answer  the  question  as  to  whether  he 
received  the  article,  voted  by  their  Lord- 
ships a  breach  of  privilege,  from  any  other 
pe^on,  and  from  whomf  ^ 

The  Lord  Chancellor  admitted,  that  his 
noble  friend  had,  as  he  always  did,  very 
fairly  submitted  the  question  to  the  con- 
sideration of  their  Lordships.     He  differed 
from  his  noble  friend ;  and  it  was  his  duty 
to  give  their  Lordships  his  opinion  as  a 
lawyer,  which  he  did  with  all   possible 
deference  and  humility.    If  he  could  see 
that  the  answering  this  question  could  not 
tend  to  criminate  or  injure  the  witness,  he 
should  say  that  his  protection  was  at  an 
end,  fbr  it  was  clear  he  could  not  refuse 
to  criminate  another,  although    he  was 
himself  protected.    No  person  was  pro* 
iected  there  or  in  the  Courts  of  Law  from 
disclosing  the  authorship  of  others.     Al- 
though entitled  to  protection  for  himself 
as  a  witness,  no  individual  was  entitled  to 
extend  that  protection  to  another.    Now, 
if  their  Lordships  would  attend   to  the 
tendency  of  the  course  of  examination 
proposed  by  his  noble  friend,  they  would 
see  that  the  witness  would  be  entitled  to 
claim  exemption.  The  witness  had  avowed 
bts  responsibility.     Quoad  hoc,  then,  he 
was  answerable  and  punishable,  and  no 
disclosure  of  any  other  party's  culpability 
would  relieve  him,  for  his  hand  had  given 
the  article  to  be  printed.    But  there  were 
two  things  to  be  determined :  first,  whe- 
ther the  party  at  the  Bar  was  guilty  or 
not  guilty ;  and  next,  what  ought  to  be 
the  amount  of  punishment.      Now  the 
question  proposed  by  his    noble    friend 
could  not  be  answered  either  one  way  or 
the  other  without  bringing  the    witness 
within  the  scope  of  the  second  head  of 
inquiry,  viz.,  what  amount  of  punishment 
was  to  be  inflicted  upon  him  ?    For,  sup* 
pose  he  answered  the  question  by  stating 
that  he  alone  was  concerned  in  composing 
the  article  in  question,  suppose  he  said 
that  he  himself  wrote  it,  that  would  be  an 
answer  in  aggravation  of  punishment,  for 
he  would  avow  himself  to  be  the  uninsti- 
gated  author  of  a  deliberate  and  wilful 
act  in  violation  of  their  Lordships  privi- 
leges.    If,  on  the  other  hand,  he  disclosed 
the  names  of  one  or  more  persons  as  part- 
ners with  him,  then  would  his  conduct 
(all  within  another  descriptbn  of  ofience. 
He  would  then  stand  at  the  Bar  of  their 
Lordships'  House  as  having  confessedly 
conspired    with   others   to  violate  their 


Lordships'  privileges,  and  conspiracy  was 
always  an  aggravation  of  every  offence* 
The  mildest  form  of  that  offence,  in  the 
present  case,  would  be  that  the  individual 
at  the  Bar  had  printed  what  another  had 
written ;  but  even  that  would  be  a  grave 
offence.  If  the  witness  said,  that  he  had 
written  the  article  it  would  be  an  offence, 
and  punishment  must  follow ;  but  if  he 
said,  that  he  had  partly  composed  it  with 
another,  then  he  would  appear  as  having 
embarked  in  a  conspiracy  with  another 
wilfully  and  scandalously  to  violate  their 
Lordships'  privileges.  The  mode  of  fur- 
ther examination  proposed  by  his  noble 
friend  was  not  such  as  ought  to  receive 
the  sanction  of  their  Lordships.  If  bis 
noble  friend,  however,  thought  fit  to  ask 
if  A.  B.  gave  the  article  in  question  to  the 
witness,  that  was  a  different  matter,  and 
that  question  the  individual  at  the  Bar 
could  safely  answer.  But  that  was  not 
the  nature  of  his  noble  friend's  question. 

Earl  Chrey  was  in  candour  bound  to 
state,  that  he  was  not  convinced  by  the 
argument  of  his  noble  friend  that  the 
course  of  examination  he  had  proposed 
was  not  such  as  he  might  with  propriety 
follow.  The  person  at  the  Bar  having 
avowed  his  responsibility  for  the  article 
which  had  appeared  in  the  paper  of  which 
he  was  editor,  he  merely  wished  to  ask 
him  who  was  the  writer  of  that  article^ 
and  he  could  not  see,  that  the  question  of 
conspiracy  could  be  brought  into  the 
matter  at  all,  in  the  event  of  the  answer 
being  that  he  had  received  it  from  some 
other  person.  He  would  not,  however, 
persevere  in  putting  a  question  which  his 
noble  and  learned  friend  had  stated  to  be 
an  improper  question. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  feared  he  had 
been  ill  understood.  There  was  a  differ* 
ence  between  the  conspiracy  of  two  p^- 
sons  to  commit  an  offence,  and  the  com- 
mission of  that  offence  by  concert  between 
two  or  more  individuals.  If  his  noble 
friend  asked  whether  John  Nokes  gave  the 
particular  article  complained  of,  and  the 
answer  was  in  the  affirmative,  that  would 
not  prove  a  conspiracy.  It  would  be  no 
conspiracy  according  even  to  the  technical, 
refined,  and  subtle  definition  of  conspiracy 
that  one  man  printed  what  another  wrote. 
But  the  ease  would  be  very  different  if  two 
or  more  persons  laid  their  heads  together 
to  compose  a  calumny  to  the  injury  of 
another. 

Earl  Orey  observed,  that  the  question 


951         Breach  qfPrmUse-^         {LORDS} 


mCTfUnff 


952 


be  proposed  was,  whether  any  other  per-  of  czoeptiooi,  the  noble  and  learned  Loid  o<v 
aoa  gave  the  article  io  question  to  the  in-  cupied  the  litaation  which  he  now  occupies  ; 
dividual  at  the  bar.  i  "^  >^  never  was  suspected  or  insinaated^  that 

The  Lord  ChanceUor  contended,  that  *^®  °°^'®  *°^  ^®*™***  ^'^  ,*>«*  }^^^  occasion 
in  whatever  way  the  question  conid  be  £jS*me?t  *''^°"'  Lordships  against 
answered  the  same  result,  that  of  making  b«,  myUid*,  it  was  asserted,  that  at  the 
the  situation  of  the  witness  worse,  must  be  trial  in  18S8,  in  which  the  noble  and  learned 
the  consequence.  j  Lord  was  concerned  as  Counsel,  Lord  Ten- 

Mr.  Bittleston  addressed  their  Lord-  ;  terden  clearly  expressed  his  opinion,  that  the 
ships  as  follows : —  j  point  raised  was  so  doubtful,  and  the  sum 

i  disputed  so  considerable,  that  the  question 
My  Lords — I  trust  I  may  be  allowed,  in  the  '  ought  to  be  brought  before  the  highest  tn- 
first  place,  to  state  to  your  Lordships,  that  I  bunal  in  the  country,  by  which  he  can  have 
have  been  advised  that  since  I  am  not  entered  '  meant  no  tribunal  but  this  House.  And  it 
at  the  Sump- office  as  in  any  way  connected  was  further  asserted,  that  the  noble  and 
with  this  paper,  I  might  with  safety  have  de-  learned  Lord  at  that  time,  and  on  that  ooca- 
clined  Jto  answer  any  questions  put  to  roe  to-    sion,  testified  his  perfect  acquiescence  in  the 


day.  But  it  seems  to  me,  my  Loids,  that  I 
best  show  how  little  I  have  been  influenced 
by  any  malignant  motive  when  I  come  forward 
to  give  to  yoVir  Lordships  all  the  information 
which  I  can  give,  consistently  with  my  duty 
to  my  employers— justifying  where  justifica^ 
tion  is  possible,  apologising  where  apology  is 
manifestly  due,  and  professing  my  readiness 
to  submit  to  punishment  where  no  justification 
can  be  attempted,  and  no  apology  received. 

My  Lords — I  cannot  for  a  moment  dispute, 
that  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House 
has  been  committed,  because  I  know  that  any 
mention  of  the  proceedings  of  this  House  in  a 
newspaper  is  a  breach  of  those  privileges. 
But  I  trust  that  the  observations  which  the 
indulgence  of  your  Lordships  allows  me  to  sul- 


opinion  so  expressed  by  Lord  Tenterden.  The 
course,  my  Lords,  pursued  by  the  parties  was, 
as  I  am  instructed,  the  only  course  by  whidi 
they  could,  in  compliance  with  the  opinion 
of  the  Chief  Justice,  and  the  advice  of  their 
Counsel,  bring  the  case  before  this  House. 

My  Lords— The  fact  that  the  noUe  and 
learned  Lord  did  on  that  occasion  testify  his 
acquiescence  in  Lord  Tenterden*s  opinion  was 
not  first  stated  in  the  Morning  Pott,  It  was 
stated  in  other  papers,  and  by  the  solicitors  for 
one  of  the  parties  in  the  cause,  who  vouched, 
by  the  addition  of  their  names,  for  the  truth 
of  their  assertion.  Before  the  statement  wan 
repeated  in  the  Morning  Poil,  eveiy  efiort 
was  made  to  test  its  accuracy.  The  short- 
hand writers'  notes  of  the  original  trial  were 


dress  to  you  will,  in  some  respects,  materially    referred  to.    The  impression  on  the  mind  of 


alter  your  impressions  as  to  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  offence. 

My  Lords-— The  paper  which  your  Lord- 
ships have  pronounced  to  be  a  libel,  contains 
two  allegations  respecting  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  The  first  al- 
legation is,  that  as  a  Judge  he  has  reproved 
and  punished  parties  for  following  a  course 
which,  as  counsel,  he  recommended.  The 
second  allegation  is,  that  upon  the  discovery 
of  this  circumstance,  an  improper  interference 
took  place  in  the  entry  of  the  occurrence  upon 
your  Lordships'  minutes.  I  beg  to  remark 
separately  upon  these  two  allegations,  because 
the  defence  which  I  shall  respectfully  offer  as 
to  one  of  them  would  be  wholly  inapplicable 
to  the  other. 

Beginning,  therefore,  my  Lords,  with  the 
first  allegation,  that  which  imputes  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  the  condemnation  of  the 
course  he  hud  himself  advised,  I  beg  to  recall 
to  your  recollection  the  case  upon  which  the 
allegation  is  made.  The  case  of  Solarte  v. 
Palmer  was  tried  before  Lord  Tenterden  in 
the  year  1828.  It  was  afterwards  taken  by  a 
Bill  of  Exceptions  into  the  Exchequer  Cham- 
ber;— and  finally  brought  by  a  vnit  of  error 
before  your  Lordships. 

My  Lords — ^It  was  always  perfectly  under- 
stood, that  when  the  judgment  of  the  Exche- 
quer Chamber  was  pronounced  upon  the  Bill 


the  eminent  counsel  who  w*re  employed  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  ascertained. 
My  Lords,  after  making  every  inquiry,  there 
seemed  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  fiict  was  as 
it  was  stated  to  be. 

My  Lords— I  understand  that  it  has  been 
urged  in  a^i^gravation  of  the  offence,  that  the 
truth  of  this  statement  was  re-asserted  after 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  denied  it. 
In  the  re-assertion  of  it,  there  was  not  the 
most  remote  purpose  of  imputing  a  wilful  sup- 
pression of  the  truth  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord;  and  I  very  humbly  hope,  that  your 
Lordships  will  not  find  anything  in  the  para- 
graph referred  to,  which  demonstrates  such. a 
purpose.  It  was  imagined  from  the  first,  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  when  he  moved 
the  judgment  of  your  Lordships,  did  not  re- 
collect the  opinion  he  had  formerly  expressed 
as  counsel  in  the  cause.  It  appeared,  that  in 
moving  the  judgment  of  your  Lordships,  tho 
noble  and  learned  Lord  treated  the  pomt 
raised  as  one  of  clear  and  indisputable  law» 
without  any  allusion  to  the  circumstance  that 
he  had  formerly  concurred  with  Lord  Ten- 
terden in  a  very  different  view  of  it.  It  ap- 
peared also,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
assumed  the  case  to  be  entirely  and  abso- 
lutely governed  by  the  precedent  of  Hartley  r. 
Case,vrithout  any  allusion  to  thecircumstanoe* 
that  Lord  Tenterden  had  suggested  the  refer* 
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ence  of  the  case  to  the  highest  trihi^ial  in  the 
country,  expresisly  that  the  precedent  of  Hartley 
V.  Ctoe  might  be  reconsidered  by  your  Lord- 
ships. These  circumstances^'  my  Lords,  in- 
duced a  belief,  that  the  memory  of  the  no- 
'ble  and  learned  Lord  was  inaccurate  in  this 
particular.  Confidence  was  placed  rather  on 
the  notes  of  the  short-hand  writer,  and  in  the 
recollection  of  other  individuals  concerned  in 
,the  cause.  My  Lords,  I  most  respectfully 
submit,  that  a  suggestion  that  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord  does  not  distinctly  remember  in 
1834,  all  that  happened  in  one  of  the  many 
causes  which  engaged  his  attention  in  1828, 
eren  if  it  can  be  construed  into  a  breach  of 
privilege^  can  scarcely  be  held  a  very  malig- 
nant libel ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say,  however 
reluctant  I  may  be  to  incur  your  Lordships' 
further  displeasure,  that  I  have  not  yet  seen 
reason  to  alter  the  opinion  which,  upon  such 
testimony  as  I  have  described,  I  could  not 
hesitate  to  form. 

My  Lords — I  have  dwelt  thus  long  upon 
this  allegation,  because  I  should  regret  much 
to  be  supposed  to  have  wantonly  aggravated 
my  offence  by  a  repetition  of  it,  after  it  had 
attracted  your  Lordships'  notice.  I  humbly 
assure  your  Lordships  that,  in  re-asserting  my 
belief  in  the  statement  which  had  been  made 
in  other  papers  and  transferred  to  the  Morning 
Post,  I  had  no  suspicion  that  I  was  repeating 
any  part  of  the  offence  of  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  complained. 
.  My  Lords— It  had  appeared  to  me  that  the 
second  allegation  in  the  paper  before  you-^the 
allegation  that  the  minutes  of  your  Lordships' 
House  had  been  garbled — was  the  allegation 
which  had  subjected  me  to  the  displeasure  of 
your  Lordships. 

My  Lords — I  shall  say  little  upon  this  point, 
because  I  am  aware  that  it  is  impossinle  to 
justify  what  has  been  done.  I  had  information 
from  an  informant  on  whom  I  could  perfectly 
rely,  that  a  judgment  had  been  '  affirmed '  by 
your  Lordships,  and  that  it  was  entered  as 
*  postponed  sine  die*  I  confess  it  did  not  occur 
to  my  mind  that  any  existing  usage  of  this 
House,  could  by  possibility  reconcile  the  dis- 
crepancy between  the  fact  and  the  record.  If 
such  an  idea  had  occurred  to  me,  I  should 
have  undoubtedly  made  further  inquiry  before 
I  suffered  myself  to  suppose  that  the  minutes 
of  this  House  bad  been  garbled.  But  having 
ascertained  the  correctness  of  the  facts,  I 
thought  the  inference  drawn  followed  of  neces- 
sity from  them.  My  Lords,  I  understand  that 
the  facts  are  actually  true;  that  the  printed 
minute  of  your  Lordships'  vote  differs  from  the 
written  minute ;  and  that  neither  the  printed 
minute  nor  the  written  minute  records  correctly 
the  vote  actually  passed.  I  am  informed 
further,  my  Lords,  that  the  facts  by  which  I 
was  misled,  misled  also  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships ;  and  that  the  inference  which  I 
improperly  drew  seemed  to  some  of  your 
Lordships  the  only  inference  that  could  be 
drawn.    To  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  I 


have  already  tendered  the  apology,  which  is 
the  only  atonement  I  can  offer  him  for  my 
attack  upon  his  character ;  and  I  desire  to  ex- 
press to  your  Lordships  the  sincere  i«gret  I 
feel  for  the  violation  ot  your  privileges,  which 
that  attack  involved. 

My  Lords — I  have  already  trespassed  long 
upon  your  Lordships'  time.  But  I  beg  to  be 
permitted  to  say  further,  that  I  have  been  for 
many  years  in  various  situations  connected 
with  this  paper,  and  that  during  that  time  I 
have  so  conducted  myself  as  to  fear  no  inquiry 
into  the  motives  by  which  I  have  been  person- 
ally influenced.  Smce  I  have  had  the  exclusive 
responsibility  of  the  Morning  Post,  that  journal 
has  been  severe  in  its  strictures  upon  the 
public  character  of  public  men;  but  it  has 
never  violated,  by  calumnious  scandal,  the 
sanctity  of  domestic  life.  It  has  frequently 
urged  direct  accusations  against  many  indi- 
viduals which  might  be  met  and  disproved ; 
but  it  has  scrupulously  avoided  dark  innuendo 
and  ambiguous  insinuation.  In  the  very  ex- 
ample before  you,  the  distinctness  ^ith  which 
the  facts  are  stated,  and  the  inferences  drawn, 
is  surely  a  proof  that  the  facts  were  believed 
to  be  true,  and  the  inferences  supposed  to  he 
correct.  And,  m^  Lords,  whatever  may  be  the 
legal  interpretation  of  the  offence  for  which  I 
now  await  the  censure  of  your  Lordships,  I 
trust  I  may  without  presumption  remark,  that 
it  is  not  possible  you  can  attribute  a  desire  to 
infringe  your  privileges  to  the  conductors  of  a 
journal  in  which  those  privileges  have  been 
uniformly  supported  with  humble  abilityi 
indeed,  but  with  conscientious  zeal." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  to  their  Lordships  before  they 
proceeded  to  take  any  steps  with  regard 
to  the  individual  who  had  just  addressed 
them,  who,  of  course,  was  supposed  to 
have  withdrawn.  As  few  of  their  Lord- 
ships were  acquainted  with  the  coarse  of 
the  proceedings  in  appeals,  he  was  anxious 
to  state  that  the  attorneys  in  the  cause  od 
the  losing  side,  had  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  individual  at  the  Bar  a  letter  which 
was  calculated  most  grossly  to  mislead. 
He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  could  not  believe 
that  Lord  Tenterden  had  doubted  at  all 
in  the  matter  of  "  Hartley  v.  Case."  That 
decision  in  that  case  had  never  been 
doubted  by  any  Judge,  and  it  was  the 
decision  of  Lord  Tenterden  himself.  What 
probability  was  there  then  of  his  having 
doubted  it  ?  He  argued  it, '  and  Lord 
Tenterden  gave  judgment  for  himself  and 
all  his  learned  brethren.  It  was  not  the 
practice  of  that  noble  and  learned  Lord  to 
call  for  the  re-consideration  of  a  case 
involving  no  principle,  but  merely  a  ques- 
tion of  practice.  Supposing,  however, 
that  it  was  true  that,  that  noble    and 
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learned  Lord  recommended  the  reoon* 
eideration  of  the  case,  that  was  not  af^r 
it  had  been  argued  in  the  Exchequer 
Chamber.  If  it  had  come  at  once  to  that 
Hoase  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  should  he  have 
▼isited  the  party  with  costs  ?  Certainly 
not.  The  reason  of  his  indignation,  and 
which  he  still  felt,  was,  that  a  vexatious, 
unnecessary,  and  most  cosily  writ  of  error 
was  brought  into  that  House,  after  the 
opinion  of  the  Exchequer  Chamber  was 
given.  Not  satisBed  with  the  opinion  of 
all  the  Judges  who  decided  the  matter  in 
the  Exchequer  Chamber,  and  upon  the 
authority  of  **  Hartley  v.  Case,"  which  was 
directly  in  point,  the  parties  insisted  upon 
coming  to  that  House ;  and  for  what  ?  For 
the  purpose  merely  of  having  the  same 
Judges,  who  had  all  unanimously,  un^ 
hesitatingly,  given  their  opinion  in  the 
Exchequer  Chamber,  step  across  the  Hall, 
after  two  years  delay  and  a  great  expense, 
to  repeat  their  opinion.  And  this  the 
gentleman  at  the  Bar,  who  was  evidently 
a  very  acute  man,  with  all  the  attention 
he  had  given  to  the  subject,  could  not  see. 
He  could  not  see  that  the  only  result  of 
the  proceeding  would  be,  that  the  learned 
Judges  would  step  across  the  Hall  to 
deliver  the  same  opinion  in  that  House 
that  they  had  delivered  elsewhere  two 
years  ago.  If  the  object  of  the  appeal 
had  been,  to  obtain  a  reversal  of  any  judg- 
ment in  Chancery  it  might  have  been  a 
difPerent  thing ;  but  who  could  not  see  the 
absurdity  of  expecting  that  the  learned 
Judges  would  one  day  entertain  one  opin- 
ion and  the  next  day  another,  and  that 
upon  a  matter  of  every-day  common  law 
practice  ?  That  part  of  the  matter,  there- 
fore, was  wide  of  the  question,  and  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it.  He  could 
not  help  remarking  upon  one  statement 
which  he  had  heard  from  Mr.  Bittleston 
with  great  astonishment.  He  had  told 
their  Lordships  that  he  was  misled  by  the 
entry  upon  their  minutes ;  but  why  sup- 
pose that  the  Speaker  of  that  House  had 
garbled  the  minutes  ?  That  construction 
surely  was  an  uncharitable  one,  another 
being  open.  But,  not  content  with  that 
false  construction^  he  said  that  many  of 
their  Lordships  fell  into  the  same  error. 
He  and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  heard 
Mr.  Bittleston  so  express  himself,  and  he 
thought  he  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  explaining  if  there  was  any  ground  for 
doubt  on  the  subject.    If  he  had  said  so, 


it  wu  supposing  that  some  of  Ibatr  Laid- 
ships  were  not  only  socharitable,  but  tiiat 
they  were  not  very  wise.  He  would  ex- 
plain how  this  was.  Mr.  Bittleston  said 
that  he  must  have  garbled  the  minutes, 
and  that  some  of  their  Lordships  were  of 
the  same  opinion  upon  the  same  facts. 
Now,  the  same  persons,  if  they  saw  oae 
of  their  Lordships  with  another's  hat, 
would  conclude  that  that  noble  Lord  had 
been  guilty  of  larceny ;  but  in  his  case  the 
conclusion  was  much  more  illogical,  more 
foul,  slanderous,  and  uncharitable,  Mr. 
Bittleston  told  them  that  because  the 
minutes  did  not  appear  to  him  to  cone- 
spond  with  the  acts  done  by  their  Lord- 
snips,  he  was  led  to  imagine  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  been  guilty  of  the 
baseness  of  garbling  the  mtnutes.  He 
wondered  it  had  not  struck  the  author  of 
this  composition,  that  of  all  the  follies 
man  could  commit,  none  could  be  equal 
to  that  imputed  to  him ;  ibr  the  judgment 
was  delivered  not  only  before  several  of 
their  Lordships,  but  in  presence  of  the 
parties  in  the  cause  against  whom  the 
aecision  was,  and  whom  he  had  severdy 
censured.  Most  wicked  men,  he  thanked 
God,  were  foolish ;  but  here  would  have 
been  such  a  mixture  of  folly,  meanness, 
and  wickedness  as  it  would  baffle  the 
keenest  ingenuity  to  say  which  predomin- 
ated. With  these  observations  he  would 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  their 
Lordships. 

Lord  Denman  said,  that  it  was  with  the 
greatest  reluctance,  he  rose  to  address 
their  Lordships ;  but  he  was  induced  to  do 
so  because  this  question  was  one  of  very 
great  importance,  especially  with  reference 
to  the  administration  of  justice  in  that 
House,  and  in  every  court  throughout  the 
country.  If  the  offence  against  their 
Lordships'  privileges*-*- an  offence  which 
had  been  proved— was  lightly  passed  over, 
there  was  not  a  judge  in  the  land  who 
could  feel  that  ne  had  any  protection 
against  the  foulest  and  basest  calumny 
which  it  might  please  any  interested  and 
disappointed  party  to  pour  upon  him. 
God  knew  that  all  persons  in  official 
situations  were  sufficiently  exposed  to 
such  malicious  attacks  1  God  knew  that 
there  was  too  prevalent  a  feeling  in 
society,  arising  from  various  motives, — 
from  disappointed  interest,  from  defeated 
speculations — to  raise  an  outcry  against 
those  who  presided  in  courts  (^justice. 
There  was,  and  it  grieved  him  te  state  it^ 
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a  dis|Misition  to  decrv  individuala  who 
filled  high  sitaations,  although  the  charges 
adtaoced  against  them  by  disappointed 
and  unprincipled  men,  rested  only  on  the 
loosest  rumour.  This  was  the  course 
pursued  from  the  abandoned  renegade 
down  to  the  money-making  libeller,  who 
sent  forth  his  daily  venom  against  those 
who  ought  to  be  respected  and  revered. 
He  believed  that  there  was  no  Judge  in 
or  out  of  that  House  who  wished  unneces- 
sarily to  call  for  any  summary  proceeding. 
Everything  in  the  nature  of  a  contempt, 
the  Judges  had  it  in  their  own  power  to 
punish*  Thus  far  they  could  protect 
themselves.  But  he  hoped  that  they 
would  alwav8>feel  that  their  best  security 
was  to  be  round  in  the  upright  character 
which  they  maintained,  and  in  the  honour- 
able course  of  conduct  which  they  pur- 
sued. In  the  same  manner,  if  any  of 
their  Lordships  body  were  made  the  sub- 
ject of  even  severe  observation,  he  for  one 
would  be  anxious,  if  it  were  possible,  to 
pass  it  over.  He  said  this,  because  he 
felt  that  there  would  be  no  safety  for  the 
liberty  of  the  press  if  a  very  nice  and 
critical  feeling  should  be  exercised  with 
reference  to  observations  on  the  conduct 
of  public  men.  This,  however,  was  a  most 
peculiar  case ;  and  he  begged  their  Lord- 
ships to  consider  in  what  situation  those 
individuals  who  were  roost  liable  to  attack 
would  be  placed,  if  they  permitted  the 
most  groundless  and  the  foulest  abuse  to 
be  poured  on  them  with  impunity.  In 
this  instance,  the  charge  was  one  of  the 
foulest  which  could  be  imagined,  at  the 
same  time  that  the  circumstances  to  which 
it  referred  were  ludicrously  trifling  in 
themselves;  but,  trifling  as  they  were, 
they  became  matters  of  vast  importance 
when  they  were  made  the  foundation  upon 
which  virulent  attacks,  levelled  at  those 
individuals  who  acted  judicially  in  their 
Lordships'  House,  were  founded.  He 
wished,  for  himself,  to  know  in  what 
situation  he  should  be  placed  hereafter  if 
his  motives  were  to  be  impugned,  as  those 
of  his  noble  and  learned  friend  had  been  ? 
He  should  wish  to  know  in  what  situation 
he  should  stand  if,  at  some  future  time,  some 
unknownindividualshouldimpute  falsehood 
and  forgery  to  him — falsehood  and  forgery 
perpetrated  in  the  course  of  bis  judicial 
career?  Was  such  an  attack  to  be  sufiered 
to  pais  by  unnoticed  ?  He  knew  that  the 
power  which  their  Lordships  had  in  their 
bands  was,  at  the  best,  an  insufficient,  an 


invidious*  an  unsatisfactory  kind  of  pro- 
tection ;  but  their  Lordships  would  permit 
him  to  say,  that  it  was  the  only  remedy 
which  they  possessed.  As  to  the  case 
immediately  before  them,  he  was  astonished 
that  blind  malignity  and  vile  party  spirit 
could  have  worked  any  person  up  to  cast 
forth  such  an  imputation  as  had  been  cast 
on  his  noble  and  learned  friend.  Good 
God!  was  there  ever  such  a  miserable 
attack  as  that  which  had  been  thus  sent 
forth  against  his  noble  and  learned  friend  ? 
It  was  stated,  that  he  had  given  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  some  hint  on  the  case 
when  it  was  under  consideration.  It  was 
asserted  that  he  insinuated  certain  doubts 
on  the  question.  When  he  read  the  case 
some  time  ago,  he  candidly  confessed  that 
he  thought  there  was  a  room  for  doubt. 
With  a  faded  recollection  of  the  case,  he 
came  to  his  learned  friend,  and  he  believed 
he  said  that  the  case  might  have  been 
decided  either  way.  But  vras  the  Mom- 
ing  Post  present  ?  Was  the  observation 
of  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  King's  Bench 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  be  reported  by 
somebody  who  thought  proper  to  listen  ? 
If  he  were  to  be  thus  reported,  it  ought  to 
have  been  added,  that  he  had  approved  of 
all  that  had  been  done,  and  that  his  opin- 
ion had  been  completely  altered  before  he 
left  that  House.  He  was  bow  quite  certain 
that  this  case  could  not  properly  have 
been  otherwise  decided  than  it  was.  Unless 
he  had  it  under  the  hand  of  Lord  Tenter- 
den  himself,  or  from  some  one  upon  whose 
authority  he  could  implicitly  rely,  he  would 
not  believe  that  Lord  Tenterden  ever 
entertained  any  doubt  on  the  subject. 
That  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  decided 
another  case  on  exactly  the  same  grounds* 
The  fact  was,  that  no  principle  was  in- 
volved in  this  question:  they  all  knew, 
that  when  a  Bill  was  dishonoured,  it  wa/i 
necessary  to  give  due  notice  to  the  party 
who  was  liable ;  and  in  this  case  the  whole 
point  at  issue,  was  the  construction  to  be 
put  upon  a  letter  from  Solarte  to  Palmer, 
the  parties  in  the  case.  Now,  was  it 
because  this  case  was  removed  from  a 
Court  of  Law  and  brought  before  the 
twelve  Judges  in  the  first  instance,  that 
costs  were  awarded  to  the  amount  of  350/.  ? 
No  such  thing.  It  was  because,  after  the 
opinion  of  the  Judges  had  been  received 
in  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  the  same 
opinion  came  from  the  same  parties  in 
that  House.  There  was  no  point  of  law 
in  the  case ;  the  thing  was  perfectly  clear, 
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and  that  Lord  Tenterden  wished  it  to 
come  before  that  House  he  totally  dis- 
believed. What  Lord  Tenterden  stated 
with  respect  to  e^ing  before  a  superior 
Court  did  not  alter  his  opinion  on  that 
subject.  He  knew  that  it  was  very  com- 
raon  for  Judges  to  say,  even  when  they 
felt  no  doubt  whatsoever  with  respect  to 
a  case,  ^  If  you  are  dissatisfied  with  my 
decision,  you  may  take  this  case  to  a 
higher  tribunal,  if  you  please."  Lord 
Tenterden  had  said  this,  and  the  case  was 
taken  to  the  Exchequer  Chamber.  There 
Chief  Justice  Tindal  gave  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  all  the  assembled  Judges  in 
favour  of  the  original  decision  of  Lord 
Tenterden.  After  three  years  had  elapsed 
the  losing  parties  came  forward  and  called 
on  the  same  Judges  to  revise  and  alter 
their  solemn  decision.  Such  were  the 
facts.  The  case  stood  on  its  own  merits ; 
and  he  must  say  that  if  there  ever  was  a 
case  in  which  an  appellant  was  called  on 
to  pay  costs  that  was  unquestionably  the 
case.  His  noble  and  learned  friend  on 
the  Woolsack  was  right  in  coming  to  the 
decision  that  he  had,  and  if  those  who  had 
made  the  application  to  that  House  sup- 
posed that  his  noble  and  learned  friend, 
because  he  entertained  a  particular  opinion 
when  he  was  at  the  Bar  with  respect  to 
the  case,  would,  in  consequence,  favour 
their  application  in  his  judicial  capacity, 
that  was  a  reason  that  made  it  more 
proper  and  more  just  that  those  who  en- 
tertained such  an  idea  should  be  visited 
with  costs.  With  respect  to  the  entry  on 
the  journals,  it  could  not  be  inserted  that 
the  case  was  at  an  end,  and  that  judgment 
was  finally  given,  until  the  amount  of  costs 
was  ascertained.  Some  of  their  Lordships 
thought  it  strange  that  a  difference  should 
appear  between  that  which  was  stated  in 
their  minutes  and  that  which  they  supposed 
was  the  fact.  That  discrepancy  was,  how- 
ever,  fully  accounted  for.  But  he  would 
ask  how  came  it  that  the  Morning  Post 
should  be  acquainted  with  the  written 
Minutes  of  their  Lordships*  House.  That 
was  a  matter  worthy  of  their  Lordships' 
attention.  But  was  his  noble  and  learned 
friend,  in  consequence  of  that  discrepancy, 
which  had  been  fully  explained,  to  be 
dragged  beneath  the  chariot-wheels  of 
this  Juggernaut  of  slander  ?  Were  their 
Lordships  to  be  told,  that  his  noble  and 
learned  friend  was  ready  to  falsify  their 
Journals,  in  order  to  screen  himself  from 
censure  for  a  judgment  he  had  given  ? 


When  the  eentleman  who  had  been  at  the 
Bar,  stated  in  his  address,  that  it  was 
supposed  that  some  of  their  Lordships 
thought,  that  the  statement  contained  m 
this  paragraph  was  true,  be  would  say, 
that  it  was  a  libel  upon  any  individual  to 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  a  feeling  of 
that  description  existed  in  the  mind  of 
any  person.  It  was  monstrous  to  think 
that  the  great  organ  of  Justice  in  that  House 
should  be  thus  attacked,  and  attacked  on 
erounds  that  did  not  even  justify  suspicion. 
If  suspicion  existed,  it  was  only  necessary 
to  have  called  for  an  explanation,  and 
such  an  explanation  would  at  once  have 
been  given  as  would  have  satisfied  every 
reasonable  and  unbiassed  mifld.  The  whole 
case  was  now  before  their  Lordships. 
The  individual  who  had  published  the 
libel  was  also  before  them,  and  it  was 
with  extreme  reluctance  that  he  had 
troubled  their  Lordships  in  addressing 
them  at  this  length.  He  deeply,  regretted, 
that  the  first  Motion  he  made  in  their 
Lordships'  House  should  be  one  of  this 
description.  He  should  take  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  ordinary  course  upon 
such  occasions ;  but  God  knew,  that  he 
acted  withoutthe  slightest  personal  feeling 
towards  this  man.  He  also  must  say, 
that  he  proceeded  without  having  had  the 
slightest  communication  with  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  on  the  subject;  but 
perhaps  he  might  have  a  feeling  of  sym- 
pathy with  reference  to  what  his  own  case 
might  hereafter  be,  if  Judges  were  allowed 
to  be  libelled  with  impunity.  His  Lord- 
ship concluded  by  moving,  "  That  Thomas 
Bittleston  be  taken  into  custody.*' 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  LordChancellor  said,  that  he  had 
listened  attentively  to  the  dignified  and 
impressive  statement  of  his  noble  and 
learned  friend.  He  agreed  with  him  in 
the  necessity  of  protecting  the  Judges  of 
the  land,  and  the  judicial  functionaries  of 
their  Lordships*  House,  and  those  on  whom 
the  duties  connected  with  those  functions 
devolved.  But,  although  he  was  duly 
impressed  with  these  sentiments,  and  was 
of  opinion,  that  as  against  their  Lordships 
a  grave,  unjustifiable,  and  unpalliative 
offence  had  been  committed,  he  craved 
their  attention  to  a  single  observation  in 
his  own  behalf.  He  entreated  their  Lord- 
ships, as  ai  favour  to  himself  personally, 
he  being  the  individual  against  whom  this 
gross  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House 
had  been  perpetrated — he  being  the  only 
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person  indiTidoally  agg^rieved — and  if  it 
had  been  any  other  Member  of  the  House 
his  inouth  would  be  sealed ;  but,  as  he 
was  the  only  one  attacked,  he  preferred  to 
their  Lordships  his  humble  solicitations, 
that  uo  further  punishment  •  might  be 
visited  upon  the  individual  in  custody. 
In  9)aking  this,  request,  he  would  enter 
into  a  solemn  engagement,  that  if  they 
would  grant  his  suit,  and  allow  the  indi- 
vidual to  be  reprimanded  and  discharged, 
in  no  case  in  which  their  privileges  should 
be  again  violated,  either  in  his  person  or 
in  the  person  of  any  one  else  engaged  in 
the  judicial  duties  of  their  Lordships' 
House, 'Would  he  interfere  to  beg  off  the 
offender.  He  intreated  their  Lordships  to 
consider,  that  it  was  the  request  of  the 
party  sought  to  be  injured, — he  would 
not  say  injured, — that  justice  might  be 
tempered  with  mercy,  and  that  the 
emending  individual  might  be  discharged 
af^r  being  reprimanded.  Was  it  the 
pleasure  of  their  Lordships,  that  Thomas 
Bittlestoa  should  be  brought  to  the 
Bar,  reprimanded,  and  thereupon  dis- 
charged ? 

Earl  Orey  was  ready  to  pay  every  re- 
spect to  the  appeal  of  his  noble  and  learned 
friend  in  mitigation  of  punishment.  It 
was  with  great  reluctance  that  he  appeared 
to  address  their  Lordships  in  aggravation  ; 
but  considering  how  grave  was  the  offence, 
and  still  more  the  manner  in  which  it  had 
been  attempted  to  justify  it,  and  agreeing 
entirely  in  the  character  which  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  had  given  to  the  offence, 
he  thought  the  House  ought  to  consider, 
setting  aside  all  personal  feeling,  and  de- 
siring only  to  maintain  its  character,  and, 
above  all,  the  interests  of  justice,  whether 
it  could  possibly  allow  this  case  to  pass 
over  as  proposed  by  his  noble  and  learned 
friend  ?  He  certamly  was  not  disposed 
to  deal  severely  with  persons  in  the 
situation  of  the  individual  at  the  Bar, 
and  he  should  be  ready  to  bow  with 
deference  to  their  Lordships'  opinion; 
but,  referring  to  former  proceedings  of 
a  similar  nature,  he  must  say,  that  he 
looked  upon  this,  as  the  most  aggravated 
case  which  had  ever  come  under  his  notice, 
because  it  was  an  invasion  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  by  that  House.  For 
these  reasons,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
right  for  them  to  dismiss  the  person  at  the 
Bar  upon  so  slight  a  visitation  of  the  dis- 
pleasure of  the  House.  He  threw  -out 
tbcise  observations  for  the  coosideratioa  of 
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their  Lordships.  He  doubted  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  the  course-  proposea  by 
his  noble  and  learned  friend  on  the. Wool- 
sack ;  but  he  should  be  ready  to  concur  in 
any  decision  their  Lordships  might  be  dis- 
posed to  come  to. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  as 
he  was  the  person  who,  upon  a  former 
discussion  upon  this  question,  had  given 
his  opinion  respecting  the  manner  in  which 
the  Records  of  that  House  were  kept,  and 
particularly  upon  this  subject,  and  as  this* 
point  bad  been  adverted  to  by  the  gentle- 
man at  the  Bar,  who  had  been  misunder- 
stood, he  thought,  in  that  part  of  his 
address — he  would  venture  to  offer  a  few 
observations  to  their  Lordships.  It'  would 
be  recollected,  that  the  appeal  out  of  which, 
this  question  arose  was  one  which  attracted 
particularly  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships. The  Report  of  the  Judges,  as  their 
Lordships  would  recollect,  had  been  re- 
ceived by  a  noble  Lord  who  did  not 
belong  to  the  legal  profession,  and  that 
circumstance  had  been  adverted  to  by  a 
nobleand  learned  friendof  his  in  that  House. 
The  subject,  therefore,  had  attracted  the 
public  attention.  When  he  first  saw  the 
paragraph  in  question,  he  confessed  he 
was  much  surprised,  and  he  was  induced 
to  make  inquiries.  The  result  of  those 
inquiries  was,  that,  although  he  found  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  moved  the  House  to 
confirm  the  judgment  referred  to,  and 
although  particular  proceedings  were  had 
upon  that  occasion,  yet  not  only  was  there 
no  written  record  of  those  proceedings 
giving  an  accurate  account  of  them  for 
the  informaition  of  the  House  or  the  public, 
but  there  was  a  printed  record  which  did 
not  give  an  accurate  account  Both  these 
records,  the  written  and  the  printed, 
differed  from  each  other,  and  both  differed^ 
from  the  fact.  He  did  not  mean  to  blame 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack in  this  transaction,  neither  did  he 
blame  the  gentlemen  at  the  Table  of  the. 
House ;  but  he  could  not  help  observing^ 
that  such  a  state  of  things  was  productive* 
of  great  inconvenience.  He  meant  by. 
what  he  formerly  said,  to  observe,  that 
this  state  of  things  might  have  misled  the 
gentleman  at  the  Bar.  He  understood 
that  gentleman  to  have  referred  in  his* 
address  to  whftt  fell  from  him  on  a  former 
evening.  He  could  only  say,  that  if  he 
had  been  instrumental  in  misleading  thafr 
gentleman  to  form  an  erroneous  judgment 
.  be  regFetted  it.    •  Nothing  was  wrthep 
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from  hit  intention  than  to  entt  any  teflee* 
tion  on  tka  noble  end  learned  Loid*  If 
be  had  entefetaioed  any  opinion  of  that 
kind  he  tbiluld  have  laid  so  without  any 
hetitalion;  but  be  folly  acquitted  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  npon  that  subject. 
He  noet  Bay»  howefery  that  the  mode  of 
keeping  the  records  of  that  House,  both 
vritten  and  printed,  was  anything  but 
satisfaolory. 

The  Lord  Ckanc$lUr  wished  to  explain 
on  behalf  of  the  clerks  of  the  Table.  He 
need  not  remind  their  Loidships,  that 
whatever  had  been  done  in  this  case  as 
to  the  minutes,  had  not  been  done  by  him. 
The  mode  might  be  right,  or  it  might  be 
wrong ;  but  he  was  not  the  aathor  of  the 
practice.  Upon  this  occasion,  as  upon 
all  others,  he  gate  no  direction  either  to 
write  or  to  leave  out  anything.  But  the 
mode  complained  of  was  not  peculiar  to 
that  House.  The  same  practice  was  fol- 
lowed in  every  Court  m  Westminster 
Hall.  They  must,  therefore,  take  a  little 
time  to  reflect  before  they  altered  it 
The  judgment  was  never  regularly  en- 
tered up  on  the  postea  until  the  costs  were 
taxed.  The  case  might  be  decided  mid 
reported  in  Bameww  and  Alderson,  or 
any  other  reports,  and  yet  the  pestea  not 
finally  entered  until  the  costs  were  pre- 
cisely ascertained.  The  entry  alluded  to 
was  a  mere  private  memorandum  of  the 
clerk  of  the  House,  and  formed  no  part 
whatever  of  the  Minutes  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House.  It  was  only  meant  as  a 
security,  that  the  regular  entry  should 
afterwards  be  made  upon  the  Journals. 
.^  The  Eari  of  Limerick  said,  that  in  jus- 
tice to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack,  he  mast  say,  that  theBoUe  and 
learned  Lord  treated  with  great  modera- 
tion the  groundless  attack  that  had  been 
made  upon  him.  It  did  not  seem  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  done 
anything  wrong  in  the  performance  of  his 
judicial  functioas.  It  was  the  doty  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  give  his  opinion 
on  the  case  that  had  come  before  him  for 
judgment.  He  was  a  great  friend  to  the 
safe  and  proper  administratioa  of  justice, 
and  he  should  therefore  be  always  ready 
to  protect  the  judicial  authorities  of  tbe 
country  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 
He  reoollected  a  former  oceasion,  when  a 
person  brought  to  the  Bar  under  similar 
circumstaDces  to  the  present,  for  a  breach 
of  privilege,  declined  to  give  any  explana- 
tion or  information   whatever  to    their 


Lordshipsi  or  to  make  any  apology,  and 
that  peison  had  the  advantage  of  receiv- 
iag  a  very  leoieiit  judgment,  as  well  m 
having  had  the  advocacy  of  the  noble  and 
learnSd  Loid.  He  thought  that  the  indi- 
vidual who  had  that  da]f  been  called  to 
the  Bar  had  a  better  daim  to  the  leaieot 
cottsideralion  of  their  Lordsbips  than  tlMS 
person  towhom  he  badalloded.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  tbe  Motion  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  for  calling  him  again  to 
the  Bar,  and  ordering  his  disehanpe  after 
a  raMimaad,  would  be  acceded  to  bf 
the  House.  He  should  be  one  of  the  laet 
men  living  to  sanction  the  publication  of 
any  matter  that  might  be  burtfiri  to  tbe 
feelings  of  another;  and  in  supporting 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Loidt 
hn  only  ob^t  was*  to  have  jostkae  ad- 
ministered m  mercy. 

The  Marquess  of  Lmidmukrrf  oould 
not  see  why  the  noUe  Eeri  oppoaile 
(Earl  Grey)  should  wish  to  visit  with  a 
difierent  and  more  severe  degree  of 
puniihment  a  panon  who  might  o£Read 
against  the  Ministefial  party  in  the  Houee, 
than  one  who  might,  in  like  meaner  un- 
justly assail  an  individual  attached  to  the 
Opposition  side.  He  trusted  the  aoUe 
Earl  would  not  press  his  inteiierenee  be- 
tween^  the  generosity  of  the  noUe  and 
learaed  Loidon  the  Woolsack  and  the 
Individual  at  the  Bar.  He  eboukt  he 
sorry  to  see  any  difference  made  between 
the  oaees  of  two  persons  who  had  oieaded 
alike  because  their  offence  applied  to  dif- 
ferent parties  in  that  House* 

Eari  Chrey  was  sure  their  Loidshipa 
would  acquit  him  of  entertaining  any 
other  feeling  upon  Uiis  occasion  than  a 
desire  lo  uphold  the  character,  the  dig- 
nity, and  the  privileges  of  that  House. 
He  could  beve  no  personal  feeling  what- 
ever on  the  matter.  He  confessed  that 
he  was  surprised,  often  as  he  had  been 
sul^ected  to  the  attacks  of  the  noble  Mar« 
quess  who  spoke  last,  that  that  noUe 
Marquess  should  attribute  to  him  the  dis- 
position to  visit  with  difiereut  degmes  of 
punishment  any  persons  who  might  ofiend 
against  their  LMOshtps*  privilram  because 
they  weie  the  advocates  of  diimrent  opin- 
ions. He  did  not,  he  ooofeased,  expect 
this  imputation  f«em  the  noUe  Marquess, 
much  %»  he  was  oppoaed  to  him.  This 
was  a  difference  to  which  he  never  for  « 
moment  gave  the  slightest  cooaideiation. 
In  tbe  case  that  had  been  alluded  to  by 
the  noble  Eaxl  (the  Earl  ^  limerick)*  aa 
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wiHI  <s  in  fb^  yroMBt  qvpiB,  4  bMob  of  Ibe 
privileges  of  thfir  LoindBkips'  Hoate  iMd 
hefiQ  j^mmtledi  ^od  io  conning  |o  a  lunlg- 
ment  upoo  either,  be  hoped  bt  shoBld  not 
be  suspected  of  being  influenced  by  any 
oitar  fcirfipg  Ih^  paDety  a  sense  of  jds- 
tioe  end  duly,  and  :lhat  no  prnitte  con- 
sidevatioa  coidd  enter  inlo  liis  mind  id 
gjivjog  his  opinion.  He  had  bnt  one  ob- 
ject, namely,  to  mmntain  the  chaiacter  of 
that  itoiae  and  the  prop^  administration 
of  justice.  ^Mhipg  could  be  nKwe  necessary 
to  tbe  dee  e^a^nistratioii  of  justice  than  to 
protect  the  jiidicial  authorities  against  snch 
attacks  as  had  been  levelled  at  his  noUe 
and  leamedfriend.  On  this  ground  chiefly 
it  was,  Ihait  he  was  not  disposed  to  passover 
the  present  ease  in  the  lenient  manner 
whid^  had  been  suggealed  by  the  gene- 
rosity of  his  noble  and  learned  friend. 
As  to  the  entry  which  had  been  made  in^ 
the  Journals  of  the  House,  to  which  sot 
much  allusion  had  been  made,  lie  looked 
upon  it  as  aquesiion  not  at  aU  connected 
in  the  present  caoe.  With  respeot  to  the 
other  case,  that  had  been  quoted,  he  beg- 
ged leikve  to  say,  that  he  wae  .not  one  of 
those  who  on  any  occasion  of  this  nature 
lecpmraended  a  severe  measure  of  punish- • 
ment  But  let  the  House  see  what  was 
the  course  pursued  in  that  case.  A  very 
atrocious  libel  had  been  mblished  on  the 
noUe  Earl  opposite  (the  Sad  of  Limeridc) 
apid  it  was  quite  impossible  that  the  of- 
fiending  paffty  could  be  sufiered  to  escape ; 
and  the  eoiiiae  then  taken  was  pieoisely 
what  be  reeommeaded  now,  naesely,  that 
tbe  pfieudittg  partv  was  committed, to  the 
custody  of  the  Usher  of  tbe  Black  Rod, 
and  was  not  dtsehacged  ufitil  after  he  had 
presented  a  petition  to  their  Lordships, 
and  had  been  reprimanded  at  their  Bar. 
God  knew  he  entertained  no  other  feeling 
or  desire  as  regarded  the  individual  at  the 
Bar  than  to  8ee,'that  the  oharacler  and 
privileges  of  tlieir  Lordships  were  main- 
tained, although  he  certainly  hxdced  upon 
the  present  case  to  be  by  fiw  the  aMst 
aggravated  that  bad  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  their  LordsUpe ;  and  he  did 
net  think,  that  it  would  stand  well  upon 
their  Lordships'  Joomals,  if  suek  a  ease, 
after  having  been  noticed,  were  passed 
over  without  the  visitation  of  severe 
punishment.  Having  said  thus  much,  he 
wes  quite  willing  to  acauiesce  in  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  n&le  ana  learned  frtend  on 
the  Woolsack  ;  ^t  he  could  assure  the 
Hpusei  that  he  was  net  biassed  in  any 


opinion  be  had  give«  by  a  wish  to  deal 
out  one  measi»e  of  justice  to  the  advo- 
cates of  one  side  of  the  House,  and  ano- 
ther to  those  of  the  oppdite  side. 

The  Marquess  (kandsn  looked  upon 
this  libel  as  a  most  atrocions  one,  and 
which  many  woutd  imagine  could  not 
have  been  made  unless  there  bsd  been 
some  foundation.  It  bad,  however,  no 
foundation  whatever.  It  was  proved  to 
be  as  /blse  as  it  was  virulent,  and  he 
thought  it  should  not  be  suffered  to  es- 
cape without  some  marked  expression  of 
their  Lordships^  consure.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  bound  to  protect  those  who 
were  engaged  in  the'  administration  of 
justice.  I&  was  not  disposed  to  visit 
tUs  CMC  with  any  VAUsual  severitr ;  but 
he  could  not  pmvdl  upon  himself 
to  let  the  party  at  the  Bar  escape  altoge^ 
ther.  He  would,  therefore,  move  that  he 
be  taken  into  the  custody  of  the  Black 
Rod." 

The  Lofd  Ckamelhr  t  He  is  already 
in  custody. 

The  Duke  of  JSamUtam  was  anxious 
that  some  conciliatory  course  should  be 
adopted.  He  adm^ed  the  moderation 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  ^ 
cqome  which  he  had  suggested.  That 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  come  forward 
to  request  their  Lordships  to  treat  the 
persou  at  tbe  Bar  with  lenitv ;  and  he 
(tb^  noble  Duke)  hoped  that  that  sugges* 
tion  would  be  adopted,  and  that  their 
Lordships  would  be  lenient  towards  the 
person  at  the  Bar.  From  what  appeared 
to  be  the  general  feeling  of  their  Lord- 
ships, he  trusted  they  would  pass  the 
matter  over  leniently.  He  would  not 
apologiae  for  the  gross  libels  which  ap- 
peared in  every  public  paper  every  day  in 
the  week— -that  oe  would  admit  was  no 
defence  for  this,  but  it  might  be  looked 
upon  as  a  sort  ef  palliation,  that  he  fol- 
lowed a  too  general  custom. 

The  Earl  of  Borrow^  sakl,  he  was 
not  disposed  to  visit  this  libel  with  aU  the 
severity  it  deserved,  bnt  still  he  thougirt 
it  was  one  which  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  escape  with  impunity.  He  should  like 
to  follow  the  precedent  established  in  the 
case  of  the  publisher  of  another  paper 
who.  had  been  brought  before  their  Lord- 
ships. That  individual  had  been  ordered 
into  the  custodv  of  the  Black  Aod,  and 
was  dischargee!  only  on  his  petition. 
There  wns,however,  a  difference  between 
the  two  cases.    The  foroMr,  though  an 
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atrocioas  Ubel,  was  obly  an  attack  on  an 
individual  Peer»  and  valuable  as  roust  be 
the  character  of  every  Member  of  thftt 
House,  an  attack  upon  any  individual 
Member  must  fall  short  of  a  gross  charge 
up6n  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
represented  the  House  in  its  judicial  func- 
tions. They  had  visited  an  attack  upon  the 
character  of  a  noble  Lord  by  ordering  the 
publbher  of -the  paper  in  which  the  attack 
was  made  into  custody,  and  he  did  not 
think,  that  an  attack  on  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  represented  that  House 
in  its  judicial  character  should  be  visited 
more  lightly  than  one  on  any  other  indi- 
vidual Member.  Instead,  therefore;  of 
reprfmanding  the  person  at  the  Bar,  and 
ordering  his  discharge,  he  thought,  that 
their  Lordships  ought  to  mark  Uie  sense 
of  the  libel  by  extending  the  punish- 
ment. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  could  well  see  why 
his  noble  and  learned  friend  should  not 
wish  to  press  the  case  against  the  person 
at  the  Bar ;  but,  with  every  respect  for  the 
fedlngs'of  his  noble  and  learned  friend 
on  this  occasion,  he  did  not  think  that 
they  ought  to  weigh  with  the  House. 
The  attack  made  was  not  only  a  gross 
charge  on  an  individual  member,  but  it 
was  an  attack  on  the  House  itself  in  its 
jndfcial  character.  It  was  a  charge  that 
its  records  had  been  garbled  and  falsified. 
It  was,  therefore,  the  afiair  of  the  House 
itself  and  not  of  any  individual  Peer. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  concurred 
with  the  noble '  Earl  (Harrowby)  and  the 
noble  Marquess  (Camden),  that  something 
further  ought  to  be  done  than  merely  re- 
primanding the  person  at  the  Bar.  In- 
deed, there  was  no  precedent,  after  a 
vote  declaring  that  a  gross  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  that  House  had  been  com- 
mitted, for  discharging  the  person  at  the 
Bar  without  sending  him  to  Newgate,  or 
ordering  him  into  custody ;  and  then  the 
practice  was,  not  to  discharge  the  party 
except  on  his  petition,  acknowledging  his 
ofience,  and  expressing  his  regret  for  it. 
If,  therefore,  their  Lordships  had  a  due  re* 
gard  for  their  privileges,  they  would  not 
suffer-  such  an  attack  on  th^m  to  pass 
with  impunity,  and  an  attack  made  on 
the  most  futile  grounds ;  for  if  the  party 
who  wrote  that  article  had  sought  for  an 
explanation  from  the  clerks  at  the  Table, 
he  could  easily  have  ascertained  the  fact, 
and  then  he  might  have  avoided  the  gross 
charge  he  had  made. 


The  Earl  of  Harrowby  moved,  that  fim 
House  pass  to  the  Order  of  the  Day. 

The  Motion  agreed  to,  and  Mr.  Bittle-' 
ston  was  vemoved  in  custody. 

BaiBBmT  AT  Elbctxovs.]  The  Mar-  * 
quess  of  Lamdomne  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  moving  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill, 
which  had  been  sent  up  from  the  other' 
House  of  Parliament,  having  for  its  object 
the  more  effectual  prevention  of  bribery  at 
elections.  This  Bui  could  not  be  strictlv 
called  a  Government  measure,  though  it 
had  been  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons  by  a  member  of  his  Majesty's 
Government ;  but  it  had  the  advantage  of 
having  been  formed  on  suggestions  pro- 
ceeding from  various  quarters,  and  of  re- 
ceiving the  support  of  men  of  different 
parties,  who  were  all  equally  anxious  to 
give  their  aid  in  checking,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  practice  of  bribery  and  corruption  at 
elections.  On  the  necessity  of  maintaining 
the  electkxis  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people  pure  and  unpolluted,  there  could 
exist  no  difference  of  opinion  whatever; 
and  while  he  admitted,  that  it  was  difficult 
to  propose  any  plan  by  which  this  desirable 
object  might  effectually  be  attained  (as 
generally,  ia  cases  of  bribery,  no  third' 
person  was  present,  and  both  the  person 
bribed  and  the  person  bribing  were  in- 
terested in  the  concealment  of  Uieircor- 
ruption),  yet  the  Bill,  which  he  trusted 
their  Lordships  would  be  induced  to  read 
a  second  time,  would  so  hx  amend -the 
existing  law  as  to  furnish  additional  (abili- 
ties for  the  detection  and  punishment  of 
bribery.  If  the  Bill  were  albwed  to  g6 
to  a  Committee,  it  was  his  intention  to 
propose  an  Amendment  to  that  chiuae 
which  empowered  the  Committee  appoint'^ 
ed  by  the  other  Hbuse  to  issue  a  Com- 
mission for  the  purpose  of  taking  evidence. 
He  thought,  the  more  convenient  course 
would  be  to  enact,  that  the  Comnitttee 
should  report  to  the  House  on  the  subject 
of  the  appointment  of  a  Commission,  and 
that  the  whole  House  ahould,  on  the  re- 
ceipt of  such  report,  address  the  Crown  to 
appoint  a  Commission.  He  was  of  opinion, 
that  the  proceeding  which  he  proposed  to^ 
substitute  in  the  place  of  that  Wtiich  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood  at  present,  made  necessary,* 
would  give  more  weight  and  authority  to' 
the  Commission.  This  was  the  only 
Amendment  which  he  at  present  thought 
fit  to  propose ;  but  if  any  objection  should 
be  made  to  a  particular  proriston  in  'the* 
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^Bill,  which  posteued,  in  tome  dagiee^  an 
ex-poit-fiicto  oharacler — he  aUaded  to  the 
elapse  which  directed,  that  the  enact- 
ments contained  in  the  present  measure 
should  extend  to  proceedings  now  pending 
as  to  the  borough  of  Garrtckfergns — ^he^ 
for  one,  not  deeming  that  clause  to  be 
connected  with  the  general  provisions  of 
the  Billy  should  not  resist  any  proposition 
for  its  removal.  The  noble  Marquess 
moved,  *'  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Lord  Famham  did  not  mean  to  offer 
any  opposition  to  the  principle  of  the 
.measure,  and  he  thought,  the  machinery 
which  it  created  well  calculated  to  effecb 
.the  object  in  view,  as  far  as  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  was  concerned;  but 
he  was  of  opinion,  that  their  Lordships 
would  not  be  acting  rightly  in  agreeing  to 
address  the  Crown  to  deprive  any  borough 
of  the  important  right  of  sending  repre- 
sentatives to  Parliament  without  having 
first  instituted  an  inquiry  at  the  bar  of 
their  House,  or  before  some  tribunal  within 
their  own  body,  as  to  the  general  pre- 
valence of  bribery  and  corruption  all^psd 
•against  that  borough.  He  was  ready  to 
admit,  that  some  nxKle  ought  to  be  adopted 
.by  which  their  Lordshios  might  be  relieved 
from  the  trouble  ana  loss  •  of  time  of 
going  through  such  a  painful  investigation 
at  the.  bar  of  the  House ;  and,  though  he 
could  not  give  his  consent  to  disfranchise 
any  borough  on  evidence  collected  by  a 
board  of  Commissioners^  he  believed,  that 
all  4he  information  required  by  their  Lord- 
ships might  be  satisfactorily  obtained  by 
the  appointment  of  Committees  up-stairs, 
acting  simultaneously,  whenever  two  or 
more  Bills  of  disfranchisement  happened 
to  be  sent  up  to  that  House  at  one  time. 

The  Marquess  of  Lanidown  observed, 
that  the  House  of  Lords  would  not  be 
obliged,  on  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  concur  in 
an  address  praying,  the  Crown  to  withhold 
the  issuing  of  the  writ*  to  any  borough 
which  it  might  be  proposed  to  disfranchise; 
bnt  cases  might  occur,  in  which  the  House 
of  Lords  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
evidence  collected  by  the  Commission 
appointed,  by  the  Crown,  provided  the 
House  of  Commons  was  satisfied  with  it. 

Lord  EHenboTtmgh  was  sure,  that  their 
Lordships,  if  they  bore  in  mind  the  long 
period  which  the  proceedings  in  the  War- 
wick case  had  already  occupied^  and  if 
tbey  recollected  the  time  consumed  in  the 


examination  of  witnesses  in  the  East  Ret- 
ford case,  must  be  of  opinion,  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  consider  of  some 
mode  of  proceeding  on  Bills  of  disfran- 
chisement, by  which  the  general  business 
of  the  House  might  not  be  interfered  with. 
This  was  a  subject  which  he  trusted  their 
Lordships,  whether  they  agreed  to  or  re- 
jected, as  he  hoped  they  would,  this  Bill, 
in  its  present  stage,  would  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee to  take  into  consideration.  He 
admitted,  that  the  Bill  did  not  expressly 
prohibit  their  Lordships  from  entering 
into  such  investigation  with  respect  to 
boroughs  which  it  might  hereafter  be  pro- 
posed to  disfranchise  as  they  thought  fit ; 
but  still  its  whole  object  was,  to  give  to 
the  inquiries  instituted  by  the  House  of 
Commons  an  exclusive  importance,  and 
to  pass  by  the  House  of  Lords,  except  in 
so  far  as  its  concurrence  in  an  address  for 
disfranchisement  was  necessary.  By  one 
single  vote,  from  which  there  would  be  no 
appeal,  they  would  proceed  to  denounce 
a  whole  bosough;  but  if  it  should  be 
desired  to  alter  the  limits,  or  increase  the 
number  of  electors  of  a  borough,  it  would 
then  be  necessarv  to  resort  to  the  usual 
and  constitutional  mode  of  introducing  a 
Bill;  but  all  that  would  be  necessary  to 
deprive  a  borough  entirely  of  its  elective 
franchise  was  a  joint  address  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  Hius  for  a  minor 
case  they  were  to  proceed  by  Bill,  and,  in 
the  more  important  case,  they  were  to  be 
content  with  an  address.  To  that  he 
could  not  consent ;  and  it  was  a  mode  of 
proceeding  which  their  Lordships,  he 
trusted,  would  never  sanction.  If,  how- 
ever, their  Lordships  should  refuse  to  con- 
cur in  the  proposed  address,  it  would  then 
become  necessary  to  proceed  by  Bill, 
which  would  thus,  contrary  to  all  prece- 
dent, originate  in  that  House.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Amendment  which  the  noble 
Marquess  had  intimated  his  intention  of 
proposing  to  the  clause  relative  to  the 
Commission,  he  believed,  that  its  only 
effect  would  be  to  give  to  the  Government, 
instead  of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  appointment  of  the  three 
barristers,  who  were  to  act  as  Commis- 
sioners. It  was  provided  by  the  Bill,  that 
parties  petitioning  the  House  of  Commons 
against  any  borough,  on  the  ground  of 
general  bribery,  must  deliver  in  a  list  of 
the  persons  whom  it  was  intended  to 
charge  with  the  offence  of  bribery,  and 
give  to  such  persons  fourteen  days'  notice 
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preriout  to  the  sittiog  of  tbe  Committeei 
ui  order  that  they  might  be  prepared  to 
defend  themselves  either  in  person  or  by 
ooaosel  against  that  charge.  But,  by  a 
subsequent  part  of  the  Billy  power  was 
^▼en  to  charge  other  persons  not  included 
in  the  list  delivered  to  the  clerk  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  who  were  not  to  be 
permitted,  without  leave  of  the  Committee, 
to  attend  either  personally,  or  by  counsel, 
to  cross-examine  the  witnesses  produced 
agaiust  them,  or  call  evidence  in  their 
own  defence.  And  in  what  situation 
were  those  persons  placed?  They  had 
no  power  to  appear  by  themselves  or 
counsel ;  they  had  no  power  to  cross-ex- 
amine witnesses  for  the  petition;  to  eall 
witnesses  on  their  own  part;  and  to 
take  other  means  of  rebutting  the  charges 
against  them.  It  was  true  the  Com- 
mittee, if  they  chose,  might  give  them 
that  power,  but  of  what  use  would  it  be 
to  them  when  they  were  not  aware  of  the 
precise  nature  of  the  charge  ?  If,  indeed, 
a  Commission  were  appointed  to  investi- 
gate the  charge  in  the  country,  then,  in- 
deed, the  persons  who  were  not  compre- 
hended in  the  list  given  in  by  the  peti- 
tiouers  were  as  competent  as  the  persons 
comprehended  in  that  list  to  examine 
witnesses  and  rebut  the  charge.  As  soon, 
however,  as  the  report  waa  made  by  the 
Commissioners  in  town,  all  those  equal 
advantages  ceased,  and  the  persons  who 
were  not  comprehended  in  the  list  given 
in  by  the  petitioners  were  no  longer  en- 
titled to  the  privileres  of  the  persons  who 
were  comprehended  in  that  list.  But  that 
was  not  all.  The  report  of  the  Committee, 
when  made,  was  at  once  published,  and 
the  names  of  persons  charged  with  being 
guilty  of  bribery  and  corruption,  and  who 
had  had  no  possible  opportunity  of  rebat- 
ing that  charge,  were  liable  to  be  posted 
upon  Church  doors  and  in  Town-halls, 
and  the  parties  themselves  exposed  to  all 
that  derision  which  was  the  necessary 
consequence  of  such  an  exposure.  He 
could  not  imagine  how  it  was,  that  such 
an  enactment  had  been  proposed  by  the 
collective  wisdom,  which,  according  to  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Marquess,  assisted 
in  the  concoction  of  the  present  measure; 
or  how  it  had  contrived  to  escape  the 
observation  of  the  noble  Marquess  him- 
self, who  now  appeared  to  be  reading  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  for  the  first  time. 
By  one  part  of  the  measure,  provision  was 
made  for  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of 


those  who  broudit  a  charge  of  bftberr 
against  a  borough ;  but  there  wu  no  tucn 
provision  in  favour  of  those  who  had  to 
defend  themselTes  against  Aat  charge, 
unless  the  petition  would  be  declared 
frivolous  and  Texatious— an  event  which 
was  likely  to  occur  but  seldom.  But  when 
proceedings  were  instituted,  in  consequence 
of  the  special  report  of  the  Committee  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  in  that 
case,  however  frivolous  and  vexations  ths 
charge  mightbe,  thepartiesdefendingthem- 
selves  would  have  no  relief  whatever.  This 
was  a  matter  worthy  of  their  Lordships' 
serious  consideration,  because,  relating  as 
it  did  to  costs,  their  Lordships  had  not 
the  power  of  making  any  alteratkm,  and 
if  they  resolved  to  pass  the  Bill,  they 
would  be  obliged  to  pass  it  with  all  its 
imperfectwns.  He  had  every  desire  to  give 
the  House  of  Commons  power  to  establidh 
a  better  tribunal  than  at  present  existed 
for  the  investigation  of  cases  of  bribery 
and  corraption,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  advantageous  if  the  witnesses  summoned 
in  fuch  cases  wera  always  examined  on 
oath ;  yet  he  could  not  give  his  assent  to 
the  plan  contained  in  the  present  mea- 
sure. A  very  important  principle  was 
involved  in  the  enactment  wbwh  em- 
powered the  Speaker  of  the  other  Honse 
of  Parliament  to  select  eleren  persons  out 
of  thirty-three  drawn  by  ballot,  fbr  the 
purpose  of  investigating  charges  of  bri* 
Dery  and  corruption.  He  had  great 
confidence  in  the  honour  and  impaftiality 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  now 
filled  the  chair  of  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
but  this  was  a  questfon  not  to  be  deter- 
mined by  personal  considerations,  k 
was  well  known  that  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  being  appointed  by 
the  mqority  of  that  House,  in  general 
partook  of  the  predominating  politicsd 
opinions  of  that  House.  Tbe  Speaker 
was  appointed  immediately  after  the  elec«- 
tion,  and  the  power  which  he  possessed 
of  reducing  the  number  of  Memners  con^ 
templated  by  the  present  Bill,  from  thirty^ 
three  to  eleven,  gave  htm  tibe  means  of 
disfranchising  any  borough  in  4ie  kingw 
dom.  It  gave  him  the  pbwerof  seleedng, 
not  merely  the  Jury,  but  the  Judge  and 
Jury.  By  adopting  the  proposition  their 
Lordships  would  abandon  Uistt  privilege 
of  challenging  a  Jury,  which  was  one  cV 
the  most  powerful  safeguards  of  the  rights 
of  Englishmen.  A  valoabte  principle  was 
sacrificed,  and  for  no  beneficial  pnrpoat^ 
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Undtt  aU  theie  eiccaautaaoeSy  he  was 
desirous,  that  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  might  be  postponed,  and  a  Select 
Committee  of  their  Lordships  might  be 
appointed  to  consider  of  the  best  mode  oF 
proceeding  in  the  measure.  He  repeated 
that  he  was  desirous  to  give  the  House 
of  Commons  additional  facilities  in  the 
prosecution  of  cases  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption, while  at  the  same  time  he  felt 
that  th«e  was  great  difficulty  as  to  the 
way  in  which  those  facilities  should  be 
furnished.  Above  all,  he  was  desirous 
that  means  of  securing  the  purity  of  the 
exercise  of  the  elective  franchise  should 
be  devised,  without  exposing  innocent 
persons  to  the  injury,  insult^  and  degra- 
aation  to  which  &ey  were  exposed  under 
present  circumstances. 

The  Lard  Chancellor  fully  agreed  with 
the  noble  Baron  who  spoke  last  as  to  the 
importance  of  the  Bill,  and  he  was  sure 
that  the  House  generally  would  agree  w'lth 
him  that  there  was  an  absolute  necessity 
to  pass  some  such  Bill.  The  present 
measure,  as  it  stood,  he  should  attempt 
to  support  on  two  grounds,  the  first  of 
which  was  one  of  principle.  No  man 
could  entertain  the  slightest  doubt  that  if 
each  inquiry  arising  out  of  the  afleged 
delinquency  of  any  place  returning  Mem- 
bers to  Parliament  became  the  subject  of 
a  legislative  inquiry,  they  must  go  fully 
through  all  the  forms,  through  every  stage 
of  proceeding  necessary  to  a  Bill,  and 
witnesses  must  be  examined  at  the  Bar 
of  both  Houses.  That  cumbrous,  incon- 
venient, expensive,  and  tedious — and  be- 
cause cumbrous,  inconvenient,  expensive, 
and  tedious,  therefore  less  efficient  — 
remedy,  would  not  by  any  means  be  so 
frequently  pursued  as  the  modes  of  punish- 
ment and  prevention  provided  by  the  BilL 
The  reluctance  to  have  recourse  to  the 
remedy,  as  it  at  present  existed,  would 
always  be  in  proportion  to  the  inconve* 
nience,  expense  and  delay  consequent 
upon  establishing  the  claim  for  a  remedy. 
If  all  those  difficulties,  then,  were  expe- 
rienced —  as  aadoubtedly  they  would  be 
in  any  given  case — a  second  accusation, 
chough  standing  upon  similar  grounds, 
would  be  brought  forward,  if  at  all,  with 
still  greater  vehictance  than  the  first,  for 
the  severity  of  sodi  a  lesson  could  scarcely 
be  thrown  away  upon  parties  feeling  a 
disposition  to  prosecute  in  anysupposable 
ioitaoce.  The  other  ground  which  he 
{Nuposed  to  submit  to  ihtit  Lordships* 


consideration  was  one  of  practice,  and 

was  suggested  to  his  mind  by  the  late 
proceedings  with  respect  to  the  borough 
of  Warwick.     He  did  not,  he  assured  the 
House,  think  of  those  examinations  with 
any  sentiments  of  revenge,  although  he 
certainly  had  suffered  most  severely  under 
them.    Well,  the  inquiry  was  proceeding, 
and  in  the  fulness  of  time,  they  might 
arrive  at  a  conclusion,  and  eventually 
pass  the  Bill.    Upon  the  merits  of  that 
question,  toward  the  elucidation  of  which 
that  enquiry  was  directed,  he,  of  course, 
could  not  think  of  pronouncing  any  opin- 
ion, when,  as  they  at  present  were  in  the 
middle  of  that  inquiry,  it  would  be,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  indecent  in  him  to  give 
expression  to  any  opinion ;  but  thus  much, 
at  least,  he  might  without  any  impro- 
priety, be  permitted  to  say,  that  no  man 
who  paid  the  most  cursory  attention  to 
the  progress  of  the  measure  could  permit 
himself  to  entertain  the  shadow  of  a  doubt 
that  the  costf,  the  annoyance  which  it  had 
occasioned,  would  efiectually  prevent  the 
repetition  of  similar  inquiries;   and  the 
necessary    consequence  of   the    present 
state  of  the  law  would  be,  that  after  the 
Warwick  Borouefh  Bill,  no  parties  would  be 
found  to  come  forward,  were  the  grounds 
of  complaint  tenfold  stronger.    The  ine- 
vitable result  of  permitting  the  law  to 
remain  in  its  present  state  must  be  perfect 
impunity  to  the  corruption  of  boroughs. 
He  begged  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  then  before  them ; 
it  was,  that  the  Crown  should,  on  receiv- 
ing a  joint  address  from  both  Houses,  issue 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  accu- 
sation made,  and  the  grounds  upon  which 
it  rested,  and  to  examine  witnesses.    Did 
any  noble  Lord  suppose  if  a  Bill  were 
introduced  for  disfranchising  any  borough, 
that  it  was  read  a  first  time,  and  a  second 
time,  and  committed,  and  finally  read  a 
third  time,  that  anything  contained  in  the 
Bill  then  before  their  Lordships  would 
preclude   either    House    of   Parliament 
from  proceeding  with  the  examination  of 
witnesses  at  their  Bar,  if  to  them  such  a 
proceeding   appeared  to  be   necessary? 
But  he  need  scarcely  remind  their  Lora- 
ships  that  long  experience  had  proved 
that  that  mode  was  not,  and  could  not  be 
satisfactory ;   and  that  there  must  exist, 
under  all  circumstances,  the  greatest  re- 
pugnance to  have  recourse  to  it.    Under 
the  Bill  it  was  provided,  that  before  the 
Petition  was  proceeded  wi(h,  due  notice 
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'should  be  gifen,  that  the  Crown  might 
'  iMue  a  Gommistion  "which  was  to  report 
to  both  Houses.     He  was  uot  sure  that 
the  Report  by  the  Bill  was  to  be  made 
to  both  Houses,  but  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  so  made,  and  he  was  quite  sure,  that 
from  thence,  and  from  the  general  ope- 
.  ration  of  the  Bill,  would  arise  a  system 
and  mode  of  proceeding  in  such  cases, 
much  more  compendious,  economical,  and 
satisfactory,  than  had  ever  yet  been  ap- 
plied to  borough  corruptions.     He  should 
now  come  to  that  point  upon  which  he 
dissented  from  the  noble  Baron  who  spoke 
last.    That  noble  Baron  had  said,  the 
remedy  proposed  under  the  Bill  would 
supersede  the  power  of  Parliament  by  the 
creation  of  a  new  body  to  do  that  which 
hitherto  Parliament  alone  was  considered 
to  be  competent  to.    Surely  it  took  away 
no  power  from    Parliament;    it  would 
still  be  in  the  power  of  either  House  to 
originate  a  Bill  for  the  disfranchisement 
of  any  borough.     In  his  apprehension,  it 
woald  be  anything  but  degrading  to  the 
dignity,   or  injurious   to    the  privileges, 
of  either  House,    that   theT  should  be 
required  to  concur  in  an  address  to  the 
Crown  before  a  Commission  issued.    It 
had  long  been  the  practice  for  the  House 
of  Commons  to  delegate  its  powers  to  a 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
into  proceedings  connected  with  one  of 
its   roost    important  privileges — namely, 
who  should  or  who  should  not  sit  for  any 
particular  place :  they  were,  as  he  said, 
m  the  habit  of  delegating  that  power  to  a 
Committee   which    formerly   the    whole 
House  itself  exercised,  and  a  worse  tri- 
bunal there  could  not  possibly  be,  unless, 
indeed  the  Irish  House    of  Commons. 
How  was  that  most  important  matter  at 
present  decided  ?    Why  a  Committee  of 
eleven  possessed  that  power,  which  no- 
thing less  than  the  House  of  Commons 
before  exercised.     Under  this  Bill,  Com- 
missioners appointed  at  the  instance,  of 
both  Houses  would  perform  those  duties 
which  at  present  were  so  imperfectly  per- 
formed.   But  would  the  House  of  Lords 
or  the  House  of  Commons  be  bound  by 
the  report  of  the  Commissioners  ?     Cer- 
tainly not. — If  their  Lordships  did  not 
find  that  Report  to  be  perfectly  clear  and 
satisfactory,  they  might  refuse  to  join  in 
tlie  subsequent  proceedings,  and  thereby 
put  an  end  to  them.     But  the  existence 
of  that  power,  which  the  Bill  before  them 
asserted    and   recogaized,  would   strike 


terror  inio  the  ainds  of  evil  dden,r  and  a 
knowledge  of  the  fact  that  it  might,  at 
short  notice,  be  called  into  full  activity 
would,  he  felt  assured,  deter  theoA  fram 
the  commission  of  those  acts,  the  pre- 
valence of  which  had  given  occasion  for 
the  Bill;   and  he  should,  without  the 
slightest  qualification  affirm,  that  nothing 
could  be  further  than  was  that  Bill  from 
tending  to  diminish  the  power,  degrade 
the  digniw,  or  lower  the  authority  of  that 
House.    In  the  cases  of  tithes.  Church 
property,  or  criminal  law,  they  proceeded 
to  legiskte  upon  the  Reports  of  Com- 
mittees; were  they  by  that  in  the  slightest 
degree  degraded,  or  did  any  man  for  a 
single  moment  suppose  that  reference  to 
a  Committee  bound  the  House  to  abide 
by  the  decision  of  that  Committee?    In 
like  manner,  any  noble  Lord  might,  after 
the  inquiry  by  the  Commissioners,  declare 
in  his  place  in  Parliament  that  such  Re- 
port did  not  satisfy  his  mind, — that  it  did 
not  go  direct  to  the  object  in  view, — that 
it  was  scanty  or  meagre,---or  that  wrong 
questions  had  been  put.      Such  noUe 
Lord  might  then,  if  he  thought  proper, 
move  that  the  whole  matter  be  referred  to 
a  Committee  up-stairs ;   or  even,  if  he 
saw  it  necessary,  might  move  according 
to  the  old  practice,  that  witnesses  be 
examined    at   the    Bar    of   the  House. 
In  that  respect,  therefore,  their  Lordships 
would  be  m  the  same  situation  afiter  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  as  they  were  at  pre- 
sent.   The  Bill  comprehended,  theterore, 
no  infringement  of  the  legislative,  o^  of 
the  inquisitorial  functions  of  the  Honse. 
As  he  had  already  observed,  the  evil  in 
the  present  mode  of  proceeding  was  not 
so  much  in  the  first  or  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  or  in  the  Committee,  as  in  the 
receiving  of  evidence — ^a  subject  on  which, 
after  his  late  experienoe,  he  oonld  hardly 
speak    without   yawning.      Indeed   the 
House  ought  to  be  deterred  from  a  repeti- 
tion of  such  an  experiment  by  their  phy- 
sical incapacity  to  repeat  it;  for  unless 
they  could  put  eight->and-forty  houra  into 
their  day  instead  of  four-and-twenty,  they 
could  not  possibly  get  through  two  such 
Bills  in  one  Session.    Let  a  better  mode 
be  shown  him  of  collecting  evidence  than 
that  proposed  in  the  Bill,  and  he  would 
gladly  adopt  it.    But  he  could  not  see 
why  they  might  not  engraft  on  that  Bill, 
not  the  proceeding  by  address  perhaps, 
(which  he   allowed   was  somewhat  ob- 
jectionable)>'hat  the  grand  improveiaeat 
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of  trokHiig  takings  evMenee  at  'the  Bar. 
The  noble  Baron  complained  loudly  of 
the  enormity  of  posting  the  names  of 
persons  charged  with  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion on  Church-doors,  and  Town-halls. 
What  the  noble  Baron  characterised  as  a 
hardship  was  a  common  occurrence.  Sup- 
pose any  individual  chose  to  present  a  pe- 
tition to  either  House  of  Parliament, 
chaining  fifty  persons — or,  what  was 
•worse,  five  persons— or,  what  was  worst 
'Of  all,  one  person,  with  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption, what  was  the  consequence  ?  That 
the  speech  of  the  Member  of  Parliament 
who  presented  that  petition,  and  who 
opened  'the  subject  in  the  House,  appear- 
ed in  all  ihe  newspapers,  obtaining  there- 
by a  publicity  much  more  extensiye  than 
that  of  any  placards  on  Church-doors. 
Nay,  more,  the  petition  was  printed  in 
the  votes;  and  it  had  been  decided  by 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  after  a  solemn 
argument,  that  those  votes  might  be  post- 
ed'On  Church«doors.  It  was  clear,  there- 
fore, that  any  slanderous  libel  which  a 
petitioner  might  think  proper  to  introduce 
into  a  petition  might  be  .pasted  on 
Church-doors  with  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament. If  it  were  thought  necessary, 
however,  some  protection  against  this 
grievance  might  be  introduced  into  the 
Bill  under  their  Lordships*  consideration. 
One  objection  that  had  been  made  to  the 
Bill  was,  to  ask,  why  not  leave  the  law  as 
it  at  present  stands ;  and  in  any  particu- 
lar case,  if  the  House  liked  to  do  so, 
address  the  Crown  to  issue  a  Commission 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  evidence? 
The  answer  was,  that  in  that  case  the 
Commission  would  be  only,  pro  hoc  vice, 
a  Commission  for  a  particular  purpose. 
But  if  they  adopted  a  systematic  measure, 
which  chalked  out  the  general  course  of 
proceeding,  that  would  he  to  tell  Uie  sub- 
ject that  whatever  borough  was  guilty  of 
corruption,  Parliament  was  pledged  and 
bound  to  investigate  the  case,  with  the 
view  of  punishing  the  wrong- doer.  For 
all  these  reasons,  he  was  certainly  favour- 
able to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  thought,  that 
under  the  Bill,  in  its  present  shape»  there 
could  be  but  one  mode  of  dealing  with 
any  borough  in  which  corruption  was  proved 
to  exist — namely,  that  of  disfranchising 
it.  A  Bill  to  disfranchise  a  borough 
might  also  be  founded  on  an  inquiry,  ori- 
ginating in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
over  which  that  House  i^d  no  control 


whatever.  He  should  iwiah:  before  pro- 
ceeding with  such  a  measure  that  a  Select 
Committee  should  investigate  it. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  second,  time,  and 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  June  30,  1834. 

Miifuna.]  BUL  Read  attiivd  ttme:— Sateof  T^ 
Pctitioiu  praented.  By  Mr.  Siahbt,  from  Uiree  Places, 
against  the  Church  Rates  BUL—- By  Viseount  pALMas- 
Bitnt,  from  Rontsay,  Itar  PiuteeUon  to  ttut  Cbnidi  of 
Englanil^— By  Uemn,  Bainm  and  Wiuu,  from  savanl 
Places,— for  Relief  to  the  Diasenten. — By  the  same, 
and  Messrs.  TuRKaa,  Divstt,  Todd,  Pabksb,  and 
WAfacm,  ftmn  Caatatlmry,  and  oU»ar  Fliua,  agaJiisl 
the  Chinch  Ratca  BUL— By  Colonel  Wood,  and  Mossia. 

STANLIT,     BABIIfO,     DUOOALK,     EOBBTON,     SlI    JOHN 

Tyrbli.,  Sir  John  Rbid,  Sir  E.  Williams,  Sir  G. 
Staviitoii,  ViaeoQBt  CAsrLBmaAoa,  and  Lmd  Oaaoi/- 
TOM ,  from  a  great  Number  of  Places,— Ibr  Protection  to 
the  Churdi  of  EnghuuL^-By  Mr.  D  cod  alb,  and  Mr. 
Todd,  from  diree  Places,— ^inst  gianting  the  Ciaima  of 
the  Disienlga.— 'By  Lord  HAsmam,  Ama  Li?«rpoolf  fiar 
the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Stamp  Reodpti.— By  Mr. 
ViooBB,  from  Carlow,  for  RcstrlctioDS  on  the  Sale  of 
DrHgi.«-By  Mr.  Lambbbt,  tiom  two  Plaeas,  agaliist 
Tithcsi— By  Mr.  Fikcb,  from  Staraficd,  i^aintt  BuU  and 
Bear  Baiting*— By  Viscounts  Castlbbbaoh,  and  Colb, 
Sir  Edwabd  Hatbb,  Colonels  Pbbcbtal  and  Vbbwbb, 
and  Masn.  Shaw,  hmfm&t,  Fumh,  and  Bill,  from  a 
Number  of  Places,— for  Protection  to  the  Chuvob  of  Ire- 
land.— By  Mr.  Townlbt,  from  Wisbeadi,  against 
Drunkennesst  from  the  same  Place,  and  from  Alverttoke* 
agaknat  the  Poor-Law  Amendmant  BUL — ^ByMr.-BAir- 
NBBMAN,  from  Aberdeen,  finr  alteriiy  the  present  Law  of 
Church  Patronage  in  Scotland  t  from  the  Schoolmasters  of 
Dalkeith,  for  an  ineraaaed  Stipend. — By  Load  OaauLToir, 
VisaounC  Cabtubbabh,  Sir  O.  SKAmrroif ,  Sir  J.*  Rbad, 
Sir  J.  Ttbbll,  Sir  E.  Wiluaus,  Messrs.  Doooalb 
and  EoBRTow,  from  a  Number  (tfPlaoesy— for  Protection 
to  the  Chunh  of  Bnflaiid. 

Titbes  (Irexakd).]  Mr.  LUileion 
(on  moving  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
Hoase  to  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
on  the  Irish'.  Tithes  Bill,)  wished  first  to 
state  the  nature  of  another  considerable 
alteration,  which,  after  deliberation.  Mi- 
nisters had  deemed  it  expedient  to  re- 
commend for  adoption.  For  the  last  .six 
months,  they  haa  been  daily  more  im- 
pressed with  the  necessity  of  adopting,  in 
the  present  Session,  some  measure  to  pre- 
vent the  total  annihilation  in  Ireland  of 
tithe  property;  nevertheless,  they  had 
never  ceased  to  feel  the  greatest  solicitude 
to  accomplish  their  widbes  in  a  manner 
the  least  injurious  and  oppressive.  He 
particularly  alluded  to  the  interest  of  the 
landlords,  through  whose  instrumentality 
Ministers  could  alone  hope  to  effect  any 
considerable  change.  The  House  was 
aware,  that  there  existed  on  the  part' of 
Irish  landlords  an  objection  to  being  com- 
pulsorily*  made-liable  to  a- rent  chafge» 
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widuMit  tb*  poww  of  idiefiig  tlitaialvM 
from  il.  Thtjr  looked  to  tbe  fedonpckni 
clausat  Mthe  metni  of  relief,  bat  M»- 
nieten  hamf  thought  it  expedient  to 
omit  thftt  portion  of  the  Bill,  the  land- 
lord! would  be  left  without  thoie  means. 
Tbe  meararest  therefore,  being  restricted 
to  tbe  eonfertioii  of  tithes  into  a  land-tax, 
and  of  a  land-tas  into  a  rentpchar^,  the 
subject  which  had  naturally  occupied  the 
attention  of  Mimsten  wis,  the  best  means 
of  relieriog  the  owner  of  the  first  estate 
of  inheritanoe  of  the  rent^^haiye*  They 
bad  determined  to  lecommend  a  pro?isioa 
of  which  the  foUowiog  was  an  outline. 
Firsts  Aey  proposed  lo  provide  what  they 
hoped  might  prove  a  considerable  induce* 
ment  to  Uie  owners  of  first  estates  of  in- 
beritaace  lo  incur  the  rsnt««harge  volun* 
tarily.  Where  the  owner  should  think 
proper  beAm  November  1st,  1836,  to 
incur  the  rentichar|e,  he  shield  be  at 
Kberty  lo  do  so,  and  his  land  should  fccth- 
with  oease  lo  be  subyeot  to  the  land«'tax. 
Then  arose  tbe  auestion  in  what  way  the 
rent-oharge  should  be  ascertaaoed,  and  it 
was  pioposed  that  the  amount  shouki  be 
determined  by  the  relative  number  of  vears 
purchase  feirly  applicable  to  the  land. 
The  Commistioners  of  Land  Revenue  were 
to  ascertain  tbe  number  of  yean  purchase, 
and  then  tbe  Land-lax  wm  to  be  rnuhi^ 
plied  by  four«4Sfths  of  the  number  of 
years  purchase  applicable  to  the  land, 
which  was  to  constitute  tbe  amount  of  the 
rent«chaige  on  the  particular  estate.  It 
was  proposed,  by  way  of  induoesnent  to 
the  Isnd^owners,  that  they  shouki  be  sub- 
ject to  no  higher  rate  of  interest  than 
three  and  a'>half  per  cent,  and  it  had  been 
judged  ^Epedient,  that  the  difierence  be- 
tween tbe  amount  of  the  Land-e»  and  of 
the  reni-eharrge  sbould  not  be  len  than 
twenty,  nor  more  than  ftuly  per  cent  on 
the  amount  of  the  rent-chaige.  This 
armngemont  wo«rid  obviously  give  a  con* 
sider&le  bonus  to  the  land*owners^  who 
would  not  have  to  pay  more  than  two 
Oiud  a-half  per  eent  as  the  espeose  of  col- 
kcfioo.  It  would  naturally  occur  to 
everybody,  that  the  amount  of  the  beous 
thus  offered  would  create  a  considerable 
debt,  and  it  was  propooed,  in  tiie  first 
iasianoe^  that  tbe  Consolidated  Fund 
should  be  made  chargfeable  with  the  deficit 
by  reason  of  the  difierence  between  the 
amount  of  die  bonus  to  the  land»owner 
and  the  amoutft  of  reduction  to  Ae  tithe- 
4MNier.    Then  came  the  question  in  wht^ 


manner  shotdd  the  dmice  ob  Hw  CSoo- 
solidaled  Fund  be  made  up,  siaee  it  was 
too  much  to  expect,  that  the  Stale  would 
incur  such  a  burthen,  though  Ministem 
were  thoroughly  persuaded,  that  it  would 
be  the  general  sense  of  ParliaoMot  and 
the  country,  that  the  money  would  be 
well  saorifiocd  if  it  purchased  Uie  peace  of 
Ireland,  which  never  could  be  obtained 
but  by  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
Tithe  question.  After  a  full  considemtion 
of  all  the  difiioulties  and  exigencies  of  the 
case,  Ministers  had  resolved  to  apply  to  it 
the  amount  of  the  perpetuity  purchase 
fund  in  the  bands  of  the  Commmuoneis^ 
and  indemnify  the  country  for  the  loss. 
He  would  state  what  was  the  amount  of 
the  fond;  but  fint,  he  might  observe, 
that  there  were  already  two  funds  in  band. 
One  was  a  fund  for  the  Augmentation  of 
small  benefices,  consisting  almost  ex- 
clusively, at  present,  of  Primate  Boulter's 
and  Robinson's  bequests,  amounting,  in 
the  whole,  to  about  16,6001.  Them  was 
also  the  principal  fund  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commissionem  for  the  geneml  purposes 
named  in  tbe  Act,  to  pay  salaries  or  oer* 
tain  clerks  and  officers,  to  provide  neces- 
saries for  the  performance  of  divine  service^ 
for  the  repair  of  1,250  churches^  the  ex« 
penses  of  the  €k>inffii8sion,  dw.  The 
wlu^  amount  of  indispensable  charges 
might  be  staled  at  66,0002.  per  annum. 
He  would  now  state  the  amount  of  the 
fund  to  be  derived  from  other  souroes* 
First,  there  was  the  net!  income  of  ten 
suppressed  sees,  of  60,8731.  To  this  was 
to  be  added  10,600/.,  the  reduction  in  the 
rsvenuesof  Downand  Derry;  and23,0002L, 
the  produce  of  tbe  annual  tax  on  benefiess 
exceeding  300/«a-year»  The  repayment  by 
instalments  of  advances  on  glebe*hottsos 
would  aflfind  7,600/. ;  and,  on  the  wholct 
the  amount  of  the  fond  in  the  hands  of 
the  eodesiastacal  Ckmimimioners  might  be 
slated  at  91,033/.,  which,  after  deducting 
60,000/L,  which  would  probably  be  the 
amount  required  for  the  purpose  he  had 
mentioned.woukl  leaveabalaneeof  26,0002. 
for  such  other  optional  purposes  for  the 
improvement  of  die  Church  of  Ueland  as 
the  Commissioaers  might  think  fit.  In 
additioo  to  this,  there  was  the  perpetuity 
fund,  which  already  amounted  to  about 
60,000/.  and  would  probably  amount  on 
the  whole  to  not  less  than  1,200,000/^ 
affording  an  annual  income  of  42^0001. 
at  an  interest  of  three  and  a  half  per  centi 
He  was  of  opinion  that  no  detriment 
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conltf  ante  Ami  wpf\f^  tliw  m«My  to 
olMr  yrpotci  thait  thoie  to  whick  it  wm 
ariginally  dettinedy  wkile  gnat  addMoiMl 
seenrity  would  be  gi?ea  to  the  Chdf€b, 
hj  indiicmg  land-owoert  to  take  the  reat- 
cMige  tolantarlly  on  themseWeaw  Heaee 
Minkters  bad  deemed  thie  tbe  moat  pm* 
dent  coaiae,  and  be  bad  no  doubt  tbat 
aaeb  would  be  tbe  sense  of  aH  parties  in 
Ireland.  Mnistere  were  alio  persuaded 
tbat  on  a  fall  and  calm  coasideratioo  of 
tb^  merits  of  tbe  question^  tbe  plan  would 
be  equally  approred  by  tbe  people  of 
Bnt^land,  And  tbey  bad  not  beaitated  to 
lucomneud  it  to  tbe  adoption  of  Parlia* 
ment.  He  would  only  remark  h  co»- 
dusiott,  that  it  was  not  intended  tbat 
landloids  incurring  tbe  rent^obarge^  eitber 
^Kulontarily  br  cotnpulsonly^  sbould  be 
permitted  to  levy  more  from  tbeir  tenants 
tban  Uie  amount  they  tbemselvea  actually 
paid.  He  moved,  that  the  Speaker  leave 
llbe  Charr. 

Mr.  Shaw  said»  that  it  was  eitremely 
diScult  to  fellow  the  right  bon*  Gentle- 
man through  the  propoeed  changes  of  tbe 
Bill ;  be  wished  at  present  ody  to  put 
to  him  one  question  >— Was  it  intended 
to  make  the  rent-charge  in  any  ease  com- 
pulsory oo  tbe  landle^? 

Mr.  LMhUfn  answered,  tbat  tbe  tent* 
ebaige  might  be  incurred  voluntarily 
before  November  1836:  the  land-tax 
would  cootinoe  for  five  yeaiu  afterwards, 
and  those  who  bad  not  Uien  incuired  tbe 
rent-obarge  voluntarily  would  dien  be 
eompalsorily  subject  to  it. 

Mr.  ^CmmM  said,  tbat  the  right  boit. 
Gentleman  recommended  this  BiU  to  tbe 
Houae  after  cool  and  caku  eonaiderslion ; 
bat  what  time  had  be  given  to  tbe  Houae 
for  cool  and  calm  consideration.  Waak 
foir,  be  would  ask,  to  oiress  going  into 
Committee  upon  that  aReratiou,  whidi 
was  d^erent  from  anything  that  bad 
hitherto  been  offered  to  the  House.  It 
was  different  in  principle  from  tbe  BiN 
tbat  had  been  read  a  second  time*  The 
original  Bill  had  been  printed  months 
•go ;  but  this  BiH  was  no  more  like  what 
bad  been  then  printed  tban  it  waa  like 
tbe  English  Poor-law  Bill.  It  had  been 
altered  over  and  over  again,  and  since  it 
was  first  printed  eight  or  ten  new  clauios 
bad  been  introduced  into  it,  and  now  an 
alteration  waa  proposed,  wbieb  rendered 
it  virtually  a  new  Bill.  He  couM  form 
some  conjecture  as  to  tbe  nature  of  tbe 
proposed  alteratimi,  but  be  was  by  no 


moans  adre  tbal  be  undeislaod  ity  and  he 
felt  quite  certaita  tbat  nine-tenths  of  tbe 
Hous4  did  not  fully  comprehend  its  im- 
port; Before  tbey  proceeded  futtber  be 
would  suggest  that  tbe  Bill  wiib  theaa 
alterations  should  be  priuted,  in  order  tbat 
tbey  might  see  what  it  was.  He  paused 
for  an  answer.  There  surely  ooulu  be  no 
objectioA  to  give  a  respite  for  publication, 
and  tbe  strongest  argument  be  could  use 
io  favour  of  postponement  was  tbe  natoru 
of  the  amendments  tbomselves.  He  hoped 
be  might  be  idk>wud  to  pauae  and  inquiit 
if  tbe  tight  bon.  Gctttmnan  would  post- 
peae  going  into  Coesmttteie  until  tbe 
House  sbcwM'  have  an  opportunity  of 
understanding  this  new  project  f 

Mr.  IMihUm  thought  the  prepasal  for 
delat  unnecessary,  for  tbe  idterationa 
wouid  not  havu  to  be  discussed  until  tbe 
GouMttfttee  should  have  arrived  at  the 
162iid  clause. 

Mr;  O'CkmneU  said,  that  tbe  proposed 
charges  were  o»  alteration  fo  tbepiineiplea 
of  tlM  Bill,  a  solid  and  substantial  altera- 
tion. There  was  no  part  of  the  empitu 
for  which  Govmmment  would  attempt  to 
legislate  in  tbia  way  ekcept  Ireland.  The 
Bill  waa  one  of  vital  importance  to  Ireland, 
and  surely  time  ought  to  be  afibrded  to 
understand  it,  particularly  as  it  appeared 
diat  the  Government  itself  after  all  ila 
ddiberatkma  bad  not  agreed  upon  ila 
nkeasuius  until  that  v^  day.  It  bad  not 
decided  what  measure  it  wouM  adopt 
against  the  people  of  Ireland,  nor  wMit 
should  be  its  detaiis.  At  one  time  tb^ 
came  forward  with  a  propoaitmn  utidor 
tbe  pretence  of  aerving  tbe  people,  Imd  at 
aswther  tbey  ofered  a  bonus  to  the  land- 
holder, and  endeavoured  to  screiin  dieaa* 
selves  behind  bis  prejudicea,  or  what  waa 
sliU  worse,  bia  interests.  He  was  never 
so  astoaished  as  be  was  at  tbe  plan  prw> 
posed  bf  tbe  rigbt  boo.  Genthwan.  Lot 
the  Houaa  take  up  this  Bill  and  endeavour 
to  underatand  its  prioeiple,  and  see  lie 
tendency.  He  would  ask  the  House  if  it 
waa  MMy  to  declare  war  against  the 
people  of  Ireland — war  unmitigaaed  in 
Its  evila?  Would  it  support  a  Govern^ 
ment  wWcb  did  not  appear  to  understand 
its  omn  measures  for  one  half  hour? 
WoaM  it  aafier  that  Goveramant  to  com* 
mit  the'eouaOry  into  tbe  ireiat  speciea  of 
civil  war?  Tbey  might  do  it  if  tho^ 
plesaed,  and  if  tbey  bad  confidence  in  the 
present  Miuiatry  \  but  be  wiAed  them  to 
understand  dJa'tincOy  bow  near  a  pro** 
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clamatjoii  of  wtrthe  Bill  was*  He  called 
upoD  the  House  to  recollect  the  coarse 
hitherto  taken  on  this  Bill.  He  had  in 
the  first  instance  proposed  a  plan  which 
would  have  taken  less  from  Uie  Church 
than  would  be  taken  by  the  proposed 
alteration,  and  would  ultimately  extinguish 
.tithes  in  name,  while  it  would  have  pre- 
served four-fifths  of  the  amount  for  the 
purposes  of  religion*  He  now  bokily  de- 
nounced the  measure  as  one  not  of  con- 
ciliation towards,  but  of  actual  war  upon 
the  people  of  his  native  country.  He,  in 
lieu  of  such  a  measure,  so  fraught  with 
objections,  had  proposed  that  one-fifth  of 
the  tithe  should  be  raised  compulsmly  on 
the  landlord.  It  would  be  easy  to  eifect 
it  by  loan  if  not  otherwise,  as  soon  as 
they  had  the  sanction  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  enable  them  to  raiie  it; 
that  one-fifth  of  the  charge  for  tithe  should 
be  abaud :  that  another  fifth  should  be 
paid  by  Government  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund ;  and  that  two-fifths,  or  eight 
shillings  in  the  pound  shouU  be  paid  by 
the  tenant.  Four-fifths  of  the  tithes  of 
Ireland  were  available  for  ecclesiastical 
purposes  until  the  Legislature  should  de- 
.cide  otherwise.  He  had  proposed  thb 
plan  in  contradiction  to  the  popular  feding 
in  Ireland,  though  no  part  of  the  plan 
was  to  give  a  boon  to  the  landlord.  It 
was  in  his  mind  enough  that  they  were 
left  what  they  already  had ;  but  it  would 
have  ensured  that  four-fifths  of  the  tithes 
in  Ireland,  would  have  been  preserved  in 
monies  numbered  for  the  use  of  the 
Protestant  clergy.  The  plan  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  now  to  give,  as  he 
Jiad  explained,  one-fourth  of  the  whole 
.for  the  benefit  of  the  landlord.  No  relief 
to  the  tithe-payers  was  to  follow  from  the 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Nothing 
.would  be  taken  off*  which  pressed  on  the 
poor  farmers  and  the  poorer  peasantry. 
The.  former  Bill  contained  a  clause  of 
appropriation,  to  which  there  was  a  strong 
moral  objection  taken.  There  was  a 
division  of  opinion  among  the  members  of 
Government,  and  no  greater  diversity  of 
note  was  to  be  found  in  the  music-shop 
over  the  way,  from  the  deep  bass  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  the 
shrill  trd>le  of  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Cambridge^  than  amongst  the  members  of 
his  Majesty's  Government.  But  he  had 
the  misfortune  to  find  that  the  resolution 
he  had  proposed  was  negatived.  To 
apeak  with  historic  refesenceito  the  course  t 


he  had  pmsned,  lie  woidd4>bserve»  ttaaliie 
had  first  proposed  that  there  shopld  be 
an  arrangement  made  for  the  diminutioa 
of  the  amount  of  tithe,  so  as  to  efiect  Che 
extinction  of  part  of  the  charge  upon  the 
land.    But,  taking  even  the  Bill  as  it.now 
stood,  he  should  call  upon  the  House  to 
postpone  the  Committee  on  a  Bill,  upon 
which  they  had  been  deceived  and  tricked 
by  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland* 
This  Bill,  in  truth,  had  yet  never  been 
before. the  House.    That  which  they  had 
read  once  and  twice  was  not  this  Bill  at 
all.    Many  supported  that  Bill,  looking 
to  the  clause  of  redemption  of  the  cfaaige 
in  it*  But  not  one  member,  who  supported 
the  Motmn  of  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
that  this  Bill  should  be  read,  supported 
this  Bill.    It  was  not  the  Bill,  but  the 
shadow  of  that  Bill  that  was  now  under 
diicussion.    On  this  ground  he  must  vote 
for  its  postponement.  .   Until    1825  the 
remedies  given  by  law  against  the  defimit- 
ers  for  tithes  were  the  same  as  in  £n|;land. 
In  1825  the  law  was  changed  without 
producing  any  gpod  effect,   and  to  the 
oM  law  fiiey  should  have  returned.    But 
no.    A  new  project  was  broached  to-day. 
A  Bill  was  brought  on  in  a  new  shape; 
and  both  the  clergyman  and  the  lay  im- 
propriator   were    to    be    thrown    aside. 
You   have,''   said   the  hon.    Member, 
been  from  ancient   times  the  robbers, 
the  plunderers  of  Ireland;    true  to  the 
principle    which,    then  and   since,   has 
actuated  you,  and  which  Lord  Clare  ad- 
mitted had  been  pursued  undeviatiogly 
towards  Ireland  beyond  any  precedent  in 
the    history   of  civilised    nations.    The 
sword  of  the  King  is  now  to  be  raised 
against  his  liege  subjects  in  Ireland,  with 
the  object  of  raising  by  the  troops  there  a 
compulsory  and  reluctant  land-tax.    You 
declare  you  are  the  owners  of  the  tithe,  and 
are  prepared,  by  the  assistance  of  the  army, 
navy,  and  police,  to  enforce  tithe  in  this  new 
shape.    The  old  stories  of  oppression,  out- 
rage, and  massacre,  of  which  Lord  Clare 
spoke,  are   all  about  to    be  reduced  to 
reality  by  the  King's  Government.    De  ie 
fahuia  narratur.    You  are  the  actors,  ap- 
pointed to  figure  in  the  tragedy,  and  will 
you  do  that  which  will  make  it  necessary 
you  should  again  attempt  by  blood  and 
destruction  the  re-conquest  of  Ireland? 
The  King  is  the  owner  of  the  tithes  by  the 
Bill.    Is  it  not  so  ?    If  I  had  to  address 
men  at  all  acquainted  with  Ireland  and 
her  condition,  I  might  hope  for  an  impar* 
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tmt  dWiston ;  bat  ho#  do  I  laugh  to  scorn 
the  assurances  given  by  hon.  Members  in 
debate  that  there  are  in  this  Hoasechivalroos 
spirits  which  will  extenuate  the  faults  of 
my  country  to  make  national  sacrifices  for 
the  securing  to  hek*  peace  and  prosperi^." 
It  was  not  in  nature,  the  hon.  Member 
continued,  that,  uninformed  as  most  who 
beard  him  were  on  these  topics,  they  should 
be  prepared  to  act  otherwise  than  they  did ; 
to  make  war  in  fact  on  Ireland.  That 
war  Was  first  commenced  by  determining 
to  get,  by  process  of  law  and  mllkary 
force,  60,000/.  for  the  aid  of  the  Irish 
clergy.  But  their  wicked  scheme-  was 
unproductive ;  it  cost  28,000/.  to  enforce 
the  coUectionof  12,000/.,  and  they  ^ve 
up  the  strugele,  but  not  until  thiB  Bntish 
troops  were  forced  to  take  (belter  behind 
the  buildings  of  a  close  town  fr6m  the 
fury  Of- an*  irritated  unarmed  peasantry. 
But  he  would  tell  them  it  would  require 
all  the  force  they  could  spare  to  send  to 
Irehtid  to  accomplish  -the  enforcement  of 
tithei  by  this  Bill.  He  would  point  to 
them  as  a  ministry,  found  four  or  five 
times  wavering  on  this  very  subject,  and 
he  would  ask  them  as  English  gentlemen, 
would  the  majority  in  thait  House  halloo 
on  that  Ministry  to  injustice  and  blood- 
shed, in  Order  to  keep  them  in  place,  which 
they  had  already  more  than  once  done  as 
by  a  miracle?  But  let  the  high-fiying 
Protestants  about  him  beware.  The  ab- 
straction of  the  147th  clause  let  out  a  se- 
cret. It  was  a  step  from  the  high-flyers 
to  his  party  as  the  Consolidated  Fund  Was 
to  pay  for  this  manoeuvring.  But  h^ 
would  tell  those  Ministers,  that  this  juggle 
and  manoeuvring  deceived  nobody.  •  The 
amount  of  lay  and  ecclesiastical  property 
in  tithes  was  about  600,000/.  a-year,  ac« 
cording  to  the  report;  but  suppose,  for 
example,  they  struck  off  150,000/.  and 
took  it  at  450,000/.  This  Bill  provided, 
that  the  450,000/.  was  to  be  paid  hefe* 
after  outof  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  the 
clergyman  of  impropriator  was  to  receive 
it  by  Exchequer  Bills  the  day  it  was  due, 
bearing  five  per  cent  interest.  This  was 
a  bank  note  in  efiect,  receivable  at  the 
Custom-house  or  Excise-offices.  So  far, 
theb,  tt  was  a  sort  of  stock  with  which — 
mark  I  the  British  Treasury  was  hereafter 
to  be  encumbered,  aftd  the  British  people 
buithened.  He  was  sorry  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for^Middiesex  was  absent  through  ill- 
ness ;  because  he  shotrld  have  been  happy 
to^ave  heaidbisopinioii  of  ibis '  useless 


extfavagance  in  this  departiAent  Of  our 
finances.  Because  it  was  to.  be  Obseiived, 
that  whether  this  sum  in  tithes  were  to  be 
collected  or  not,  the  clergy  and  the  lay 
impropriator  Were  to  be  paid  by  the  trea-* 
sury  the  whole  450,000/.  It  would  have 
been  a  magnificent  thing,  worthy  of  the 
Legislature,  and  for  which  boon  they 
would  have  received  an  equivalent  in  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  Ireland,  had'they 
voted  the  whole  sum  should  be  paid  foi* 
the  pacification  of  Ireland,  as  they  had 
done  the  twenty  millions  to  settle  the 
question  of  negro  slavery.  But  now,  he 
would  ask,  would  500,000/.  or  1,000,000/. 
pay  the  expense  the  country  would  be  put 
to  by  enforcing  payment  of  these  tithes? 
Well,  then,  the  expense  altogether  would 
be  two  millions  to  the  public  treasury,  and 
to  collect  this  450,000/.,  if  ever  collected, 
war  would  be  waged  on  the  people^  by  die 
Irish  army  from  one  end  of  the  island  to 
the  other.  Did  they  ever  read  the  Irish 
newspapers? — if  so,  they  would  find  how 
he  had  been  found  fault  with  and  carped 
at,  for  having  at  all  listened  to  any  terms 
short  of  extinction  of  tithes  in  Ireland. 
He  warned  the  high  Protestant  party,  that 
if  this  Bill  were  passed,  they  would  find  a 
dreadful  reaction  carried  on,  not  in  the 
open  field  of  battle,  in  the  public  streets; 
but  at  midnight^  and  in  secret  the  hand  of 
the  incendiary  would  fire  the  tithe-payer's 
bam,  the  farmer's  homestead.  The  as- 
sassin and  the  lawless  band  of  infuriated 
men  would  render  darkness' dreadful  to 
the  peaceful  and  unoffending.  Oh!  it 
was  a  dreadful  consideration — but  no  ex- 
aggeration, and  borne  out  by  the  experi- 
ence of  the  deadly  war  waged  in  Ireland 
in  this  way  for  the  last  seventy-four  years. 
It  was  not  wottby  of  the  title  of  a  Oovern- 
ment  which  saw  not  the  throbbing  of  the 
public  mind  through  the  national  press  of 
her  country.  It  deserved  not  the  name. 
But  the  object  of  this  measure  was  to  put 
the  landlords  between  the  Ministers  and 
the  tithes.  Let  them  beware,  however, 
lest  the  distinction  were  lost  in  the  public 
mind  between  that  which  was  extorted  as 
tithe,  and  demaodable  as  rents.  This  was 
dangerous  ground,  and  might  be  fatal  to 
the  interests  of  the  landlords.  Let  them 
keep  aloof  ftom  such  a  confusion  of  rent 
with  tithe.  The  war  levied  against  tit^e 
might  serve — nay,  would  serve— as  a  pre- 
text for  a  wtfr  against  rent— all  rent,  par- 
ticularly absentee  rent.  •  The  Bill  originally 
brought -in- had  proceeded-  on  principles 
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known  tii4  imogdiai,  not  by  Um,  il  irm 
Voe;  but  now  Iha  Oofiwiitiit  ptppoiid 
•liemtioBi  vbkb  tacrifioai  pian  tentbt  of 
iu  pripciplM.  The  fint  BUI  bad  a  Nk 
dempliaa  olanae  t  battbatwatalfiickoal. 
What  oait?  It  bad  aa  apptopiiatioii 
clauaa;  baitbatalao  wasatnMlcoatvator 
a  abpcfc  which  split  ibe  Cabiatt  amdar. 
What  ia  Haavan  a  aaiaa  wovU  ba  tbe  iiaxt 
altemionY  Nooa  kaaw-HMt  erao  the 
ii{^  bon.  QeatleiDatt  and  tbe  Cabiaat 
Nowt  before  1831,  there  wae  a  OMikat- 
price  titbe  in  Ireiaaid ;  it  wae  twalvayaan' 
purDbaae,  whilit  the  prioa  of  land  was 
fwattt^-twoyaan'  poiakaaeintba  vary  aana 
coanttee.  tha  right  hon.  OaolleaMo  wae 
by  this  BiU  goiBg  to  add  one-fbufllh  to  the 
hartboQ  of  tithaa  in  Iralaod.  Wae  theae 
any  laaaoiag  in  their  BiU?  Wae  Iiiriaad 
better  under  ibia  Reforaiad  Hooee  of  Com- 
■Mtti  or  the  peeeaot  Qooaramanty  than 
under  an  nnieformad  Home  nnd  tbe 
Toiiee?  Notawhit.  Were  the  Mioiatais 
not  unanimoue  in  coeroion,  bntplaotiiiilly 
divided  wheneirer  meaearea  of  ooncapiion 
wave  abont  to  be  adopted  f  Indeed,  they 
not  only  did  nothing;  bnt  thq^  paainieed 
nothing ;  exeept,  perbape,  that  draadfcl 
promise  that  ibe  power  of  the  Slate  was 
fio  be  need  to  farce  the  payasant  of  thai 
which  the  Toice  of  tbe  nation  proclaisBed 
to  be  an  exaction.  Woold  ii  not  pro- 
elaim  to  tbe  people  of  Ireland,  tmetfef^ 
tongned,  tbeur  degradataon,  in  .coneo> 
qoence  of  the  wasit  of  a  domeetio  legie- 
lation  ?  He  required  of  the  Honse  tbe 
{tostponement  at  least  of  this  measnae 
till  after  this  SassKML  That  wae  much 
more  reasomble  -than  to  go  into  Com- 
miltee  on  a  BiU  admitted  to  be  no  longer 
the  BiU  Ibey  had  read  a  first  and  second 
time.  He  would  throw  out  a  hint^they 
were  .a  new  Cabuiet*-letibem  pause;  4ahe 
time  to  consider  irtiat  they  wok  about,  as 
to  this  measure,  so  as  to  be  certain,  they 
were  now  thiidiiDg  nnd  actiag  together. 
Aye,  but  it  was  apprehended,  4hai  if  the 
law  was  left  as  it  was,  diere  would  be 
aome  difficulty  in  getting  in  this  year's 
tithes.  He  would  suggest  they  should 
take  a  vote  for  800,000^.,  in  addition  to 
ibe  vote  of  last  year,  iiod  apply  it  lo  tbe 
]Mymeni  of  ibe  :tithe  proctor,  and  thus 
purchase  peaee  for  next  winter,  tiU  they 
could  brinig  in  a  proper  measuie*  Had 
they  done  rightly,  they  would  havw 
taken  tbe  advioe  of  Irish  Alembers  on  a 
BiU  which  .was  to  heal  animoaities,  and 
give  peace  lo  all  daaees.    He  had  given 


them  hie  adviae»  be  bad  obtruded  k{  bnt 
thev  would  not  notioe  it.  Mo  one  die 
bad  been,  he  believed,  conenlied.  Tbey 
wouM  not  fail  to  f«i  aU  the  people  of 
liiiand  in  airay  againsi  them  by  ibis  Bill. 
Hie  oonivietion  wee»  tipey  were  endanger^ 
ing  the  peaoe  of  Iseland,  the  livee  of 
ibonennde,  by  pbymg  off  this  Aarfiil 
gaase  of  their  enemy.  Since  their  «a- 
oesskm  to  oiBce,  their  system  of  Go^ 
vemmeni  had  led  to  twiea  as  many 
prasccutioos  as  had  taken  plaoe  in  tbe 
same  period  duwng  the  fosmer  Tory  Ad» 
minietration.  TMtr  Attorney  Geneial 
wne  miseUevously  and  eonetsintly  busy, 
and  three  timee  ae  m«ch  fabod  bad  been 
shed  in  their  time  of  power,  as  had  been 
shed  in  a  similar  period  of  the  Tory  Ad» 
minietmioo.  Litigation  and  bloodabed 
marked  their  eouree  of  political  powai^ 
He  again  eonjnsed  the  CSabinet  to  pnnea 
in  its  desigo-^to  think  not  so  much  of  the 
maiority  iney alwaya had  for  aUtheir aas^ 
aune  in  tbatHo«ee,bwtof  the  people  and 
ihoae  Interaeteto  wUch  thia  law  was  to  np- 

S\  It  wae  n  mietake:  (hey  were  not 
led  to  govern  a  great  eonntry  by  meana 
of  eanetion  and  coercion,  bai  by  asingbng 
with  a  ooneisteiit  firoMiem  the  attiibatee^rf' 
aUgood  Oovemmeo^-«<kindly  4sonoeesiQn 
and  mdsam  of  admitted  gsievances.  He 
lelt  it  his  duty  lo  oppose  this  frighlAA 
BiU,  end  should  therefore  move,  that  it  ba 
committed  this  dnvaix  momha. 

Lord  Clmmmkii  had  heard  with  anrprise 
and  ragtet,  many  of  ibe  observations  of 
the  boo.  sodiloMnedQetttleman.  Theve 
were  others  of  his  statements  from  which 
he  dissented.  He  denied,  that  there  had 
been,  as  alleged  by  the  hon.  and  koraed 
Gentleman,  more  Mood  shed  in  Ireland 
for  the  last  (em  yeam  than  at  any  former 

Ciod  of  Irish  bietery.  The  aon.  and 
med  Gendeman  bad  fargotlen  the  io^ 
easreotion  and  bloodabed  of  17Q8.  He 
regretted  tbe  highly*«olouied  stalemania 
of  the  hon*  and  learned  Member  on  other 
points,  to  which  he  would  not  mere  parti- 
cularly allude.  He  thought,  that  though 
there  were  points  in  the  measure  wbieh 
were  not  sufficiently  understood,  thai  Go- 
vemment  neverthelem  deeerved  great  cee* 
dit  for  it.  The  snlgect  of  tithes  was  one 
whiub  wae  ourraunded  with  difficukiee, 
and,  therefoia,  the  measure  now  before.the 
House  ought,  he  conceived,  to  be  nUowad 
to  go  into  Committee. 

Mr.  (TCatmeil  roee  to  make  one  m- 
amik  in  eaplanntjoo.    iWhen  be.«id»  ^at 
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there  bad  beift  man  dNtorbtiieta  oad  a 
giwlicqvtiitiiy  of  Uoodab«d  in  Ireland 
wilhin  tiie  kal  few  yeaia  tbao  at  any 
foraofr  penody  be  meant  lince  tbe  nnkm 
of  the  two  oountries,  and  conseauMitly 
did  not  intend  to  include  the  period  of  m 
RdieUion  in  hit  observations* 

M&  JUHlet0n  said,  that  the  hen*  and 
learned  Gentleman's  temper  bad  so  con- 
fdeteJ^  got  tbe  better  ou  and  forestalled 
bis  reason,  that  tbe  House,  he  was  svie, 
would  not  be  at  all  surprised  to  bear  him 
state,  that  be  coukd  not  nndefsland  the 
Bill.  He  truBted,  neirertheless,  that  in 
bis  oaknsr  momenta  tbe  bon.  and  learned 
Oeotleman  would  hove  the  eandimr  to  adr 
mtt,  that  the  piesent  measure  iaclnded 
many  of  the  promiona  of  bia  plan,  or,  in 
other  worda,  that  tbe  plan  which  he(Mff« 
littletoo)  bad  nowaobnittedtothe  House 
was,  in  a  great  measure,  the  same  as  the 
plan  of  the  bon^  and  learned  Member.  He 
trasted,  that  bon.  Members  would  ooocur 
with  him,  when  be  said  that  it  was  extreme- 
ly desirable,  thai,  at  this  late  period  of  tbe 
Session,  they  shouM  be  allowed  to  go  into 
Committee  at  once.  With  regard  to  what 
bad.  been  said  by  the  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  the  way  of  complaint  that 
the  Bill  had  not  been  printed,  be  could 
assure  the  House,  that  tbe  fault  did  not 
lest  with  him  (Mr.  Littleton).  He  was 
desinnia,  thai  the  BiU  should  have  been 
printed  a  forlnigbt  ago,  and  intended  that 
it  should  be  so ;  but  bad  been  induced  to 
change  bis  opinion  in  consequence  of* 
suggestion  to  that  effect  made  by  the  bon. 
and  ieamed  member  for  tbe  University  of 
Dublin.  He  was,  therefore,  not  to  blame 
for  tbe  Bill  not  being  printod.  The  bon. 
and  learned  Gendemin  next  pioceeded  to 
complain  that  tbe  Irish  Membess  had  not 
been  consulted  about  this  BiU  when  it  waa 
in  the  comae  of  preparation.  The  com- 
plaint of  the  bon.  and  leanked  Gentleman 
wos  akogetber  unfounded :  be  could  not 
have  preferred  one  mose  groundless. 
Never  was  there  any  Bill  fespecting  lie* 
land  in  the  framing  of  which  the  Mem- 
bers for  that  country  vrere  so  much  con- 
sulted. For  more  than  a  fortnight  almost 
tbe  whole  of  his  time  had  been  occupied 
in  oorrespondiog  with  the  Iridb  Mem* 
bars  on  the  subject  of  this  BiU;  and  the 
house  of  his  noble  friend  (Lord  Althorp) 
had  always  been  open  to  the  Irish  Mem<^ 
bers,  whenever  they  wished  to  commnnio 
oate  with  him  en  the  suibfeci.  He  would, 
ibeiefoio,  repeat,  that  tbsre  nearer  was  an 
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Irish  meaaure  in  which  the  Irish  Miimbem 
bad  been  so  much  consulted.  He  would 
not  refer  to  the  splenetic  assertions  of 
the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  no- 
thing had  been  done  by  the  pmsent  Go- 
vernment for  Iinlaod.  He  was  sure  the 
House  were  aware,  that  thev  bad  dono 
every  thing  tbev  could  for  that  country, 
and  that  they  Iiad  conferred  several  im- 
portant boons  upon  it.  Had  they  done 
nothing  for  Ireland  on  the  anbjeot  of 
tithes?  Had  they  not  done  evemhing 
in  their  power  to  conciliate  the  Irish  peo- 
ple, bv  a  fiuk  of  commutation  7  And  n^ 
only  bad  tbe  Piesent  Qovemme«>t  pala- 
vered in  its  efforts  to  bring  about  an  ad- 
justment of  titbee ;  but  tbey  luould  stiU 
persevere  in  their  endeavoors  to  aecom- 
plMb  that  object*  as  thqr  knew  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  tbe  peace  and  tranquillity  of  the 
country.  Was  it,  be  would  esk,  no  boon 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  fifteen  per 
cent  was  to  be  remitted  to  those  who  were 
liable  to  the  composition?  {Mr.  Shaw: 
No.]  Did  the  boo.  and  le^iied  member 
for  tbe  University  of  Dublin  mean  to  say, 
that  that  reduotion  was  no  relief  to  the 
tenantry  pf  Ireland?  It  was  impossible  to 
carrv  the  reductmnof  the  amount  of  tithea 
much  further  without  seriously  injuring 
tbe  property  of  those  affected.  He  haii 
only  to  express  his  hope,  that  the  House 
wouU  consent  to  tbe  measune  going  at 
once  into  Committee,  when  ha  £onM  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  Committee,  Ibat  the  al- 
teratiooB  he  proposed  were  great  improae- 
menU  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Stcmky  bad  not  befone  tbonght, 
that  any  one  could  have  proposed  a  plan 
with  regard  to  tbe  Chqich  of  Irelaad 
which  could  by  pomibility  have  brought 
the  bon.  and  learned  member  lor  Dublin 
and  himself  to  vote  upon  the  same  side* 
He  most  confess  that  he  bad  greatdoobta 
whether,  after  thedeclaration  made  by  hie 
right  bon.  friend,  it  would  not  be  betlsr 
to  await  and  have  the  Bill  printed,  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  the  House  and  the 
country  to  judge  of  tbe  alterations  whidi 
bad  been  mwt  in  it.  His  right  bon* 
friend  admitted,  that  the  measure  was  not 
tbe  same  as  when  first  introduced.  Thai 
waa  with  htm  a  reason  for  postponing  the 
oansideratkm  of  the  measure.  Though, 
therefore,  under  such  oiroumstaocea,  he 
shcwld  vote  with  tbe  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin,  yet  stiU  he  leJt 
gceat  hesitation  on  the  subject,  because 
be  knew  the  responsibiUty  that  would  de« 
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Yoke  on  that  House,  ami  on  himtelf  in 
taking  such  a  step  in  the  present  state  of 
tithe  property  in  Ireland ;  and  because  he 
iras  persuaded  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  propose  what  thej  consi- 
dered the  best  and  most  effective  measure 
for  the  enforcement  of  the  law  and  the 
preservation  of  property  in  Ireland.  His 
light  hon.  friend  said,  in  answer  to  the  ob- 
jection of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
against  going  into  Committee  on  the  Bill, 
that  it  was  not  his  fault  that  the  Bill  had 
not  been  printed  a  fortnight  ago  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House ;  that  he  was 
then  ready  to  go  into  Committee  pro 
formd,  for  the  purpose  of  having  it  so 
printed ;  but  that  in  consequence  of  the 
hon.  member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
declaring  at  the  time,  that  he  would  take 
the  opportunity  to  raise  a  discussion  upon 
the  principle,  he  was  prevented  from  doing 
so.  The  alterations  which,  at  that  period, 
had  been  made  in  the  Bill  were  merely 
alterations  of  omission ;  but  the  clauses 
which  his  right  hon.  friend  now  proposed, 
must  be  viewed  in  a  different  light ;  could 
they,  he  asked,  be  looked  upon  as  part 
and  parcel  of  the  original  Bill?  He 
would  ask,  whether  it  was  not  intended 
to  omit  a  great  portion  of  the  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  introducing  the  clauses 
that  his  right  hon.  friend  had  indicated 
to  the  House,  and  whether,  amongst  them, 
there  was  not  the  introduction  of  a  new 
principle  by  which  out  of  funds  that 
had  hitherto  been  devoted  to  ecclesias- 
tical purposes,  the  Government  proposed 
to  give  a  bonus  of  100,000/.  a-year  to 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  ?  [''  No,  no  r] 
He  thought  so.  He  had  no  means  of 
knowing  whether  he  was  right  or  wrong. 
His  right  hon.  friend  did  not  afford  him 
such  means.  At  the  last  moment,  his 
right  hon.  friend  came  forward  with  a  Bill 
so  different  from  that  which  had  been  for- 
merly introduced — so  exceedingly  differ- 
ent from  it,  not  merely  on  account  of  the 
clauses  that  were  to  be  omitted,  but  also 
on  account  of  those  which  were  to  be  in- 
serted, that  he  (Mr.  Stanley)  could  hardly 
conceive  it  possiblethat  those  who  had  voted 
on  principle  for  the  first  Bill  could  sup- 
port this  as  the  same  Bill.  He  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  state  in 
which  the  Bill  was.  He  begged  the 
House  to  observe,^  that  last  year  diffi- 
cttiiies,  especially  with  regard  to  individual 
clergvmen,  had-been  thrown  in  the  way 
of  eellecting  tithes  to  such  an  extent,  that 


it  was  necesMry  for  the  Mmistera  to  ask 
the  House  for  an  advance  of  1,000,000/., 
in  order  that  a  measure  finally  to  pat  an 
end  to  tithes  might  be  submitted  in  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament.  What 
had  been  the  argument  upon  that  occaskxi  ? 
Why,  that  nothing  would  satisfy  the  in- 
terests of  Ireland,  or.  permanently  secure 
the  tranquillitjf  of  that  country,  unless 
the  tithe  question  was  put  an  end  to,  not 
by  temporary  measures,  hut  by  altogether 
redeeming  the  tithes.  Such  was  origin- 
ally the  main  principle  and  object  of  the 
BiU  which  he  held  in  his  hand.  It  was 
that  principle  which  had  justified  strong 
measures.  Those  measures  had  been 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  eocouragittg 
redemption,  and  thereby  securing  the  ex- 
tinction of  the  payment  of  tithes  in  any 
shape,  and  that  redemptk>n  and  extinction 
consequent  thereupon  could  only  be.  ef- 
fectually accomplished  by  a  conversioa 
of  tithes  into  a  Land-tax.  Of  this  the 
Government  was  to  undertake  the  col- 
lection, and  almost  M  parties  united  in 
saying  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  secure  that  from  the  individuals 
who  were  bound  and  able  to  pay  it.  The 
Government  had  consented  to  waive  the 
objections  which  might  arise  from  the 
substitution  of  the  claims  of  the  State  for 
those  of  the  Church,  and  the  payment 
was  made  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  by 
and  at  the  risk  of  the  country.  The 
House  could  not  forget,  that  all  former 
measures  had  proceeded  on  the  principle 
that  the  miserable  cottier — he  meant  the 
occupier  ~  should  not  be  the  party  liable 
to  the  payment  of  tithes,  or,  the  person 
to  be  brought  in  collision  with  the  tithe- 
owner.  In  all  previous  measures  also  the 
Legislature  and  the  Government  had  stu- 
diously abstained  from  interfering  in 
any  shape  with  existing  interests,  created 
by  bargains  made  and  entered  into  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant,  and  on  the 
contrary  the  Government  had  taken  upon 
itself  the  inconvenience  of  collection,  in 
order  to  support  the  rights  and  claims  of 
both  parties.  What,  however,  would  the 
present  Bill,  with  its  amendments,  effect  ? 
Formerly  the  doctrine,  had  been  ad- 
mitted, that  the  rent  charge  should  be 
paid,  not  by  the  occupying  tenant,  but  by 
the  landlord  ;  and  though  it  had  been  felt 
that  such  a  course  would  be  an  interfer- 
ence with  property,  yet  it  was  vindicated 
on  the  ground  that  the  ultimate  object — 
namely,  the  extinctioii,  by  redemption,  oi 


MS 


{Jtrvi  SO} 


CInkmd.) 


984 


lidie>-**wfit  of  flo  great  isiportftnce,  that 
tlie  rights  of  landlords,  and  the  rights  of 
property  ought  not  to  stand  in  the  way. 
He  (Mr.  Stanley)  had  always  thought,  that 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  oaght  not  to  es- 
cape from  this  burthen,  subject,  however, 
to  being  redeemed  by  them.  But,  by  the 
present  Bill  the  burthen  was  left,  and  at 
the  same  time  it  took  away  all  chance  of 
redemption,  which  was  the  object  chiefly 
proposed  by  former  Bills.  This  was  a 
manifest  departure,  jiot  merely  from  the 
details,  but  the  main  principles  of  all  the 
measures  which  had  previously  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  consideration  of  the  Legis- 
lature. His  right  hon.  friend  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  however,  said  that  this 
might  be  rectified  in  Committee,  and  down 
came  he  with  a  proposal  wliich  had  been 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin  on  a  former  occa- 
sion. It  was  not  easy  to  follow  his 
fight  hon.  friend,  but  he  had  under- 
stood him  to  suggest,  that  it  would  be  very 
desirable  that  the  landldrds  should  take 
upon  themselves  the  rent-charge  for  the 
period  of  five  years,  holding  out  an  in- 
ducement to  them  to  take  upon  them- 
selves the  burthen.  Formerly  fifteen  per 
cent  had  been  held  out  as  an  inducement, 
hot  now  that  did  not  appear  a  sufficient 
boon,  and  therefore  forty  per  cent  was 
suggested.  This  was  most  undoubtedly 
an  enormous  bonus  to  be  enforced  by  a 
most  summary  proceeding.  If  the  land- 
lords did  not  complain,  on  being  thus 
made  responsible,  the  people  of  England 
had  a  right  to  complain  ;  and  the  Church 
of  Ireland  was  also  justified  in  raising  the 
voice  of  complaint.  After  much  discus- 
sion and  great  deliberation,  the  House  of 
Commons  had,  under  the  expected  differ- 
ence of  opinion  with  another  branch  of 
the  Legislature,  abandoned  the  principle 
of  converting  to  the  use  of  the  State  that 
very  property  which  his  right  hon.  friend 
now  called  upon  the  House  to  appropriate. 
Because  the  Parliament  would  not  do  that, 
the  147th  clause  of  the  Bill  of  last  year  had 
been  abandoned.  On  the  discussion 
which  ensued  upon  that  clause  the  doc- 
trine of  appropriation  of  Church  property 
to  State  purposes  was  repudiated  by  the 
House.  It  was  true,  his  right  hon.  friend 
had  said,  that  it  was  not  an  appropriation 
to  the  State,  but  a  bonus  to  the  Irish 
landlords  of  forty  per  cent.  With  all 
these  considerations  he  must  ask  the 
House  whether  it  would  not  at  least  be 
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more  decent  to  give  them  time  for  the 
consideration  of  the  great  alterations,  now 
proposed,  and  the  deviations  from  the 
principles  adopted  which  were  now 
in  contemplation.  He  conceived,  that 
the  change  ought  at  least  to  be  made 
after  the  fullest  opportunities  for  full  and 
impartial  deliberation.  He  spoke  under 
very  great  doubts  as  to  the  course  which , 
upon  the  present  occasion,  he  ought  to 
pursue,  but  he  sincerely  trusted  his  right 
hon.  friend  would  not  now  press  for  the 
House  to  go  into  a  Committee  on  the  Bill. 
He  felt  all  the  responsibility  which  would 
devoWe  upon  those  who  divided  against 
going  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill ; 
but  he  confessed  that,  in  voting  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin, 
he  did  not  think  he  should  vote  against 
this  Bill  or  any  other  which  might  be 
introduced  with  reference  to  the  same 
subject.  He  certainly  thought,  that  his 
right  hon.  friend  would  do  well  to  postpone 
further  proceeding  with  this  measure  until 
the  Bill,  as  proposed  to  be  amended,  was 
again  printed,  and  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members.  In  the  mean  time  he  must  call 
upon  the  House  and  the  Government  to 
consider,  that  upon  them  ultimately  must 
rest  the  responsibility  of  supporting  the 
laws  of  property.  Satisfied  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  this  responsibility,  he  should 
be  inclined  to  be  guided  by  their  jud«a^ment 
rather  than  his  own.  It  was  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  protect  tithe  property  as  much  as  the 
property  of  any  other  of  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects, and  he  should  therefore  be  disposed, 
as  far  as  he  could,  to  yield  his  own  judgment 
to  that  of  those  who,  with  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill,  were  also  charged  with  carrying 
the  existing  laws  into  effect.  He,  however, 
did  trust,  that  the  House  would  be  allowed 
a  better  opportunity  of  acquiring  a  know- 
ledge of  this  Bill  than  it  could  have  from 
the  mere  statement  of  his  right  hon. 
friend,  before  hon.  Members  were  called 
upon  to  deal  with  its  provisions.   . 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that,  notwithstanding 
his  right  hon.  friend  had  declared  it  to  be 
his  intention  to  vote  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Dublin,  he  very  distinctly  understood 
the  principles  upon  which  he  so  voted  to 
be  widely  different  from  those  upon  which 
the  hon.  Member's  Amendment  was  based. 
The  Amendment  was  framed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  the  defeat  of  the  Bill ; 
his  right  hon.  friend's  opposition  was 
offered  with  a  view  to  obtain  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  Bill  till  the  new  clauses  were 
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fairly  before  the  Home.  It  mig^t,  how- 
ever, be  obierved^  that  even  if  the  House 
did  go  ioto  Cominittee  now,  the  clauses 
to  which  his  right  hou.  friend  referred 
were  oot  likely  to  come  under  their  con- 
sideration, for  the  previous  clauses  would 
occupy  their  time,  for  some  nights,  per* 
haps;  and,  therefore,  there  would  be 
plenty  of  time  for  their  being  printed  and 
laid  before  the  House  previous  to  their 
consideration.  But  he  would  go  even 
further,  and  say,  that  if  the  House  desired, 
and  expressed  that  desire,  that  the  clauses 
should  be  printed  before  they  went  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  there  was  nothing 
unreasonable  in  that  desire,  or  unfair  in 
his  right  hon.  friend's  demanding  it.  The 
change  in  the  principle  of  this  Bill  might 
be  resisted  as  well  in  the  Committee  as  at 
present.  His  right  hon.  friend  had  very 
f  airly  stated  the  fact,  that  the  chief  object 
of  the  Bill  originally  was  the  commutation 
of  the  tithes  into  land,  so  as  to  get  rid  of 
them  for  ever.  But  he  forgot  to  state 
that  the  principle  upon  which  the  advant- 
age now  proposed  to  be  given  to  the 
landlord  had  been  already  admitted  on  a 
former  occasion.  His  right  hon.  friend 
had  stated,  that  by  leaving  out  the  redemp- 
tion clauses,  the  Government  pressed 
hardly  on  the  Irish  landlord,  more  hardly, 
indeed,  than  according  to  his  conviction 
the  Government  desired.  But  then  it 
ought  to  be  recollected,  that  the  landlords 
had  the  alternative  offered  them  solely  in 
consequence  of  this  circumstance ;  and  as 
a  compulsory  rent«charge  on  the  land,  in 
lieu  of  the  existing  bargains  relative  to  the 
tithes,  appeared  to  be  a  hard  measure, 
the  Government  resolved  to  offer  them  the 
boon  now  proposed,  by  way  of  mitigating 
hat  hardsnip.  Besides,  it  was  no  boon ; 
it  was  only  a  fair  equivalent  for  what  was 
taken  from  them.  With  respect  to  the 
other  part  of  the  question  entered  into  by 
his  right  hon.  friend — the  difference, 
namely,  in  the  amount  received  by  the 
Government  on  account  of  tithes,  and 
that  paid  by  them  to  the  clergy — his  right 
hon.  friend  had  overstated  the  sum  at 
100,000/.  It  was  not  so  much  as  that. 
He  admitted,  that  in  thus  applying  the 
perpetuity  fund,  the  Government  went 
back  to  the  principle  contained  in  the 
147th  clause  of  the  Bill  of  last  year ;  but 
the  difference  was  this — that  according  to 
the  Church  Temporalities  BUI,  the  perpe- 
tuity fund  was  to  be  applied  to  state 
purposes,  while  by  the  present  measure 


it  was  to  be  applied  to  iacitisiiif  tfio 
security  of  the  revenues  of  the  Churob,  as 
an  inducement  to  the  landlords  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  rent-cbarges»  the 
efiect  of  which  would  be  greatly  to  facili- 
tate the  collection  of  the  impost,  and 
secure  the  safety  of  those  who  were  to 
receive  it.  He  thought,  however,  that 
his  right  hon.  friend  could  hardly  with  any 
consistency  go  the  length  of  voting  against 
the  Bill.  He  had  declared  it  to  1m  the 
duty  of  Government  to  protect  the  pro- 
perty of  his  Majesty's  subjects,  amongst 
whom  the  Irish  clergy  must  of  course  be 
included;  but  he  roust  remind  his  right 
hon.  friend,  that  if  the  House  at  his  Insti- 
gation, and  by  his  aid,  deprived  the 
Government  of  the  means  of  affording 
them  protection,  it  was  hardly  fair  to  look 
for  it  at  their  hands.  If,, therefore,  the 
House  would  consent  merely  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  he  would  consent 
to  postpone  the  discussion  of  the  principle 
of  the  new  clauses  until  the  House  was  in 
full  possession  of  their  purport,  and  with 
this  understanding  he  trusted  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  persevered  in. 

Mr.  Mare  0*Ferrall  was  not  altogether 
surprised  at  the  course  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  late  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  but  he  was  at  the  course 
taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
the  member  for  Dublin;  he  had  never 
expected  to  see  them  join  in  anything, 
but  above  all  in  opposing  an  Irish  Tithe 
Bill.  Lest  misconception  should  exist  in 
any  quarter,  he  thought  it  right  that  Irish 
Members  particularly,  should  understand 
the  position  in  which  they  stood  with 
regard  to  the  question  before  them.  The 
law  under  which  tithes  in  Ireland  would 
be  collected  in  November  next,  was  the 
2nd  and  3rd  of  William  4th,  which  bad 
been  introduced  by  the  late.  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  in  1832,  the  object  of  which 
was,  to  place  every  parish  in  Ireland  under 
composition.  Under  that  Act  a  compulsory 
composition  took  place  throughout  Ireland 
last  year,  which  had  the  effect  of  raising  the 
value  of  tithes  to  a  higher  amount  than 
under  the  old  law.  When  the  present 
Bill  was  iirst  brought  forward  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  he  (Mr.  O'Ferrall) 
had  joined  in  opposing  it,  because  it  pro- 
vided that  the  redemption  money  should 
be  invested  in  land,  which  would  have 
conferred  great  political  power  upon  the 
Protestant  clergy.  That  Bill  was  now 
entirely  altered.     In  the  first  place  the 
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new  elMtM  which  it  wafe  pfoposed  to 
insert,  provided  a  remedy  for  the  exces- 
■iTe  and  objectionable  valuation  —  the 
principle  which  they  had  to  recently 
contended  for,  namely,  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  property  of  the  Church 
to  useful  and  public  purposes,  was  con- 
ceded in  the  proposition  of  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  for  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
stated,  that  the  sum  allowed  as  a  reduc- 
tion to  the  land-owners  would  be  made 
up  out  of  the  Church  fund.  If  these 
alterations  were  made,  he  certainly  thought 
the  Bill  before  the  House  would  be  a 
great  improvement  on  the  Bill  of  1832, 
but  if  by  any  extraordinary  combination 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin 
with  the  late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
those  alterations  should  be  prevented 
from  taking  place,  he  would  then  reserve 
to  himself  the  right  of  voting  against  this 
Bill  upon  its  third  reading.  He  would 
advert  to  the  proposition  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Limerick, 
and  adopted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin.  That  proposition 
claimed  a  new  valuation,  and  a  reduction 
of  two^fifths;  one-fifth  to  be  paid  by  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  the  other  deducted 
from  the  clergy.  The  Bill  before  the 
House  adopted  these  two  propositions, 
and,  under  circumstances,  would  give  a 
reduction  of  three-fifths.  As  he  under- 
stood, it  was  proposed  by  this  Bill,  that 
the  rate  at  which  land  sold  should  regu- 
late the  price  of  redemption  of  tithe ;  and 
where  the  value  of  land  amounted  to 
twenty  years*  purchase,  the  reduction  per 
cent  on  the  tithe  would  be  to  the  amount 
of  40/.  Although  the  proposed  alterations 
did  not  go  the  length  which  he  and  many 
others  desired^  was  that  a  reason,  when  so 
many  positive  advantages  was  ofiered, 
that  they  should  reject  it  altogether? 
Would  they,  by  rejecting  the  present  pro- 
posal of  Government,  leave  the  tithes  to 
be  collected  under  the  Bill  of  32— would 
they  expose  the  people  to  the  renewed 
evils  of  a  harassing  persecution  ?  He  was 
placed  in  that  House  to  represent  not  the 
passions  bnt  the  interests  of  his  con- 
stitnents,  and  the  question  for  hint  to 
decide  was,  whether  it  was  better  for  his 
constituents,  that  reduced  tithes  should 
be  collected  from  the  landlords,  for  the 
relief  of  the  tenants  under  this  Bill,  as 
was  proposed,  or  under  the  Compulsory 
Composition  Act  of  1832.  He  defied  any 
Member  of  that  House  to  assert,  that  this 


Bill,  with  the  proposed  alterations  whidi 
he  had  described,  was  not  an  improve<p 
ment  on  the  present  law,  and  so  far  a 
benefit  to  the  people.  He  repeated,  if 
the  Amendments  were  not  carried  in  Com- 
mittee, he  would  vote*  against  the  third 
reading — ^but  because  he  felt  anxious  to 
see  these  improvements  introduced  into 
the  Bill,  he  would  support  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Shaw  had  no  objection  to  any 
course  which  might  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  provided  it  did  not  involve 
a  sacrifice  of  principle.  He  would  not 
oppose  the  formal  introduction  of  the  new 
matter  stated  that  evening  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  order  to  its  full  disp 
cussion,  but  he  never  could  agree  to  the 
omission  pro /orma,  without  the  question 
being  discussed  and  decided  by  a  vote  of 
the  House,  of  the  redemption  and  appro- 
priation clauses— because  they  were  of  the 
very  essence  of  the  measure  as  first  brought 
in  by  the  Government— in  short,  all  the 
rest  of  the  Bill,  and  all  that  the  Govern- 
ment now  proposed  to  retain  of  it  was^ 
the  mere  machinery  to  promote  redemption 
and  appropriation,  and  thereby  to  abolish 
all  yearly  payment  in  the  nature  of  tithe^ 
by  whatever  name  it  was  called,  whether 
tithe,  compositioui  land-tax,  or  rent- 
charge.  To  accomplish  that  object  the 
friends  of  the  Church  had,  although  some- 
what reluctantly,  consented  to  vest  the 
property  of  the  Church,  for  the  limited 
period  of  five  years,  in  the  Crown,  as  a 
private  individual  might  his  estate  in  trus- 
tees ;  that  during  that  time  the  law  might 
be  enforced,  the  rights  of  property  asserted, 
and  then  the  whole  restored  to  the  Chureh 
again.  On  the  other  hand,  the  rent- 
charge  was  to  be  imposed  after  the  same 
period  of  five  years,  as  a  strong  induce- 
ment to  redemption,  while  the  most  ad- 
vantageous and  tempting  terms  were 
offered  by  the  Bill  to  the  landlords  upon 
which  to  redeem ;  but  now  the  whole  plan 
of  the  Bill  was  altered  s  all  that  was  sub- 
stantial in  it  was  omitted,  and  nothing 
kept  but  its  form  and  machinery — intended 
for  a  far  different  purpose,  but  to  be  used 
for  that  of  divesting  the  clergy  permanently 
of  their  property,  and  rendering  the  land- 
lord liable  to  a  perpetual  irredeemable 
rent-charge.  The  Bill  was  most  objec- 
tionable, and  the  conduct  of  Government 
evasive  in  the  extreme — shifting  their 
ground  from  day  to  day,  and  not  having 
yet  discovered  any  one  principle,  in  re- 
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spect  of  Church  property,  on  which  they 
could  agree.  Under  these  circumstances 
of  indecision  and  vacillation,  on  the  part 
of  his  Majesty's  Ministers*— seeing  that 
the  Bill  was  brought  forward  in  a  new 
form,  every  night,  so  that  one  could  not 
tell  to*day  in  what  shape  it  would  appear 
to>morroW|  he  was  not  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley) 
should  feel  disposed  to  agree  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  ibr  Dublin,  in 
postponing  the  measure  altogether ;  but, 
admitting,  as  he  did  most  willingly, 
that  every  respect  and  deference  was  due 
to  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man upon  a  question,  in  reference  to 
which  he  had  made  a  great  and  honorable 
sacrifice ;  yet  he  was  very  apprehensive, 
that  by  voting  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin,  a  way  of  escape  would 
be  opened  to  the  Government,  of  which 
they  would  gladly  avail  themselves  from 
the  vast  and  fearful  responsibility  they 
had  incurred,  by  re-opening  and  re-agi- 
tating the  whole  of  the  tithe  question  in 
Ireland,  and  which  was  to  have  been  per- 
manently settled  under  the  Act  of  1832, 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
then  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  had  never 
concealed  his  opinion,  that  the  failure  of 
the  Grovernment  in  their  proceedings  under 
what  was  called  the  60,000/.  Act,  was  at- 
tributable to  themselves — first,  because 
they  expunged  from  the  Bill  the  power 
of  charging  costs  in  any  case,  no  matter 
how  litigious  or  vexatious  the  resistance 
to  a  just  demand ;  but,  even  after  that 
difficulty  had  been  overcome,  and  the 
force  of  the  law  had  prevailed  over  the 
tumultuous  resistance  of  those  who  system- 
atically opposed  it,  came  the  act  of  un- 
accountable infatuation  of  the  noble  Lord 
(LfOrd  Althorp)  in  declaring,  at  the  very 
moment  that  the  tithe  was  being  univer- 
sally paid  in  Ireland,  that  the  Government 
would  enforce  it  no  longer.  He  did  not 
mean  to  impute  to  the  noble  Lord  person- 
ally any  sinister  motive  in  that  declara- 
tion ;  but  he  verily  believed,  that  it  could 
alone  have  been  induced  by  the  wilful 
misrepresentations  of  some  person  or  power 
acting  behind  the  scenes,  whose  object 
was,  to  produce  disturbance,  and  to  pre- 
vent the  settlement  of  Church-property  in 
Ireland.  The  confusion  caused  by  the 
noble  Lord's  declaration  led  to  the  neces- 
sity of  the  Million  Act  of  last  year,  which 
he  bad  always  sincerely  deprecated,  as  one 
pf  those  miserable  shifts  find  temporary 


ekpedients  which  it  was  vainly  attempted 
to  substitute  for  the  ordinary  law  and  the 
established  rights  of  propertv.  What  he 
now  dreaded  was  tome  similar  device  of 
the  Government,  for  the  purpose  of  ena- 
bling them  to  scramble  over  the  present 
Session,  and  keep  the  ill-nsed  and  perse- 
cuted clergy  of  Ireland  for  another  year  in 
a  state  of  cruel  uncertainty  and  suspense. 
He  felt  the  strongest  objections  both  to 
the  principle  and  details  of  the  Bill  at  pre- 
sent proposed  by  the  Giovemment,  as  far 
as  it  was  possible  to  understand  it ;  though 
that  was  not  easy,  for  it  was  as  chMige- 
able,  unfixed,  and  inconsistent,  as  Mmis- 
ters  themselves ;  but  what  he  was  desirous 
to  avoid  was,  afibrdtng  the  Government  an 
excuse  for  throwing  up  a  measure  which 
they  were  incompetent  to  conduct,  and 
transferring  to  others  the  blame  with  which 
they  themselves  were  most  justly  charge- 
able.  Let  them  not  suppose,  that  by  now 
abandoning  this  Bill,  they  could  restore 
matters  to  the  condition  in  which  they 
would  have  been  if  they  had  never  intro- 
duced it.  The  great  interests  of  society 
could  not  thus  be  made  the  sport  of  every 
idle  speculation  and  ill-digested  theory. 
If  a  Government  used  their  influence 
to  unsettle  men's  minds,  in  the  expecta- 
tion of  great  changes — to  disturb  the  usual 
course  of  vested  rights,  and  shake  the 
foundations  of  property — they  would  be 
grievously  deceived,  if  they  imagined  that, 
by  the  abandonment  of  the  particular 
measure  which  had  produced  the  evil,  the 
evil  itself  would  be  remedied,  and  that  the 
various  relations  of  society  could  re*adjnst 
themselves  as  if  they  had  never  been  de- 
ranged. While  he  was  persuaded,  there- 
fore, that  the  measure  would  fail  in  the  end, 
he  did  not  wish  to  enable  Government  to 
get  rid  of  it  in  the  indirect  manner  pro* 
posed  by  the  hon.  member  for  DuUin ; 
but  to  leave  the  entire  responsibility  of 
such  failure  where  it  ought  to  rest — upon 
the  Government  themselves.  He  would 
consent  to  any  postponement  necessary^ 
for  informing  Members  what  was  the  last ' 
edition  of  the  alterations  proposed  by  Go- 
vernment ;  but  he  would  certainly  resist 
the  withdrawal,  as  a  matterof  form,of  the 
redemption  and  appropriation  clauses. 

Mr.  O'Conneirs  Amendment  was  with- 
drawn, and  the  Committee  postponed  to  a 
future  day. 

Roads' Act  Amevdmekt  (Ireland) 
Biti.]  Qn  the  Queationi  that  the  Spoakfir 
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leave  the  Chair,  to  go  into  a  Committee 
on  the  Roads'  Act  Amendment  (Ireland) 
BUI, 

Mr.  O^Cwmell  lamented,  that  there 
should  be  so  much  of  legislation  in  gross 
Ignorance  of  the  state  of  the  country  in 
Ireland.  There  was  no  necessity  for  this 
measure,  which  would  only  tend  to  bring 
the  police  into  continual  collision  with  the 
peasantry.  He  hoped,  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  would  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Littleton  replied,  that  the  aim  of 
this  Bill  was,  to  prevent  the  very  circum- 
stance to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  objected.  Much  blood  had  been 
shed  in  affrays  between  the  police  and  the 
peasantry,  in  consequence  of  the  former 
impounding  the  stray  cattle  of  the  cot- 
tagers, and  the  measures  which  this  Bill 
contemplated  would,  he  thought,  do  away 
with  this  unfortunate  state  of  things. 

Colonel  Perceval  took  a  very  different 
view  of  the  nature  and  tendency  of  the  Bill 
to  that  entertained  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin. 

Mr.  O'Reilly  said,  that  nothing  was 
more  likely  to  provoke  the  peasantry,  and 
bring  the  Government  of  the  country  into 
odiumthan  this  species  of  petty  legislation. 
Formerly  a  Magistrate,  whose  importance 
was  offended  by  seeing  a  pig  upon  the 
road,  might  have  had  the  pig  taken  to  the 
pound,  and  thus  the  owner,  at  least,  might 
be  found  out.  But  now  a  policeman 
might  act  in  a  much  more  summary  man> 
ner.  He  put  it  to  every  Magistrate,  who 
had  ever  attended  Petty  Sessions  in  Ire- 
land, whether  it  was  not  belter  to  give 
up  these  petty  prosecutions  ?  The  un- 
fortunate peasant  could  not  live,  if  this 
system  of  legislation  were  pursued  against 
him,  and  if  every  policeman  and  informer 
were  allowed  to  harass  the  population 
in  this  manner,  and  by  merely  saying, 
"  I  saw  such  a  one's  pig,  or  such  a  one's 
cow,  on  the  road,"  get  the  poor  owner 
fined. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee:  Ayes  72;  Noes  25 
— Majority  47. 

House  went  into  the  Committee. 

On  Clause  4  being  put, 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  that  in  Ireland,  ac- 
cording to  the  existing  law,  cattle  found 
straying  on  the  high  roads  were  to  be  im- 
pounded. When  the  police,  in  discharge 
of  their  bounden  duty,  interfered  to  remove 
the  cattle  to  the  pound,  the  people  re- 
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were  the  consequence.  The  Lord-lieu- 
tenant seeing  this  issued  an  order,  that 
the  police  should  not  interfere.  It  was 
then  proposed  to  put  an  end  to  the  pound- 
ing of  cattle,  and  in  lieu  of  the  present 
penalty  to  inflict  a  small  fine.  If  the  fine 
were  large,  the  object  would  be  defeated, 
as  the  people  would  resist. 

Mr.  O'Reilly  did  not  like  legislation 
which  operated  exclusively  against  the 
poor.  He  knew  a  poor  widow,  the  sup- 
port of  whose  large  family  was  a  single 
cow  that  was  allowed  to  graze  on  the  road 
side,  watched  by  an  infant  of  five  years 
old.  To  impound  that  cow,  would  be 
considered  such  wanton  inhumanity  that 
no  policeman  ever  attempted  it,  and  if  he 
did,  no  Magistrate  would  sanction  it. 
But  if  the  present  law  passed,  it  would  be 
imperative  on  the  Magistrates  to  impose  a 
fine  which  the  widow  could  not,  in  all 
human  probability  pay.  Gentlemen  who 
had  large  demesnes,  and  contrived  to  im- 
prove them  at  the  public  expense,  could 
afford  to  keep  their  cows  off  the  road. 
He  did  not  think  the  police  should  have 
the  power  of  summoning  poor  persons  for 
allowing  a  cow  to  graze  on  the  road  side, 
and  keeping  it  locked  up  till  the  following 
day. 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  as  the  cattle  should 
of  necessity  be  pounded  at  present,  there 
was  no  other  way  of  getting  over  that  evil 
than  by  adopting  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  O'Reilly  said,  that  the  police  should 
be  punished  if  they  interfered  wrongfully, 
and  a  provision  to  that  effect  should  be  in- 
troduced. He  knew  the  pig-stye  and  cow* 
house  to  have  been  maliciously  opened  at 
night,  in  order  that  the  animals  might  get 
out  and  be  then  impounded.  Not  only 
that,  but  the  parties  were  kept  for  a 
long  time  without  remedy  or  trial. 

Mr.  0*ConneU  said,  that  within  the  last 
six  months,  five  hundred  families  were 
turned  out  to  live  or  die  by  the  ditches. 
The  Magistracy  were  the  cause  of  much  of 
the  calamities  of  the  people. 

Sir  Robert  Bateson  said,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Dublin  volunteered  such 
sweeping  accusations  against  the  Magis- 
trates of  Ireland,  he  called  on  him  and 
defied  him  to  name  the  parties.  He 
would  contradict  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  in  the  strongest  terms  the  Eng- 
lish language  would  admit. 

Mr.  Ruthven  said,  Magistrates  were  in 
the  habit  of  issuing  blank  summonses  to 

bo  filled  up  by  their  uoderliogi  at  their 
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pleasure,  and  accoidiDg  to  cirouniBtances. 

The  Commiltee  dif  ided  •—  Ayes  68  ; 
Noes  14;  Majority  44. 

Mr.  O'ReiUy  roust  repeat  the  accusa- 
tions of  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin  against  the  Magistracy  of  Ireland, 
who  used  to  levy  fines  for  the  sake  of  their 
favourites. 

Major  Macnamara  said,  that  in  his 
county  (Clare)  no  such  practice  existed  ; 
and  be  would  testify  for  the  humanity  of 
the  landlords  of  that  county. 

Mr.  GRoMy  said,  that  it  was  the  severe 
conduct  of  those  eulogised  landlords 
which  notoriously  drove  the  peasantry 
of  that  county  into  the  late  insurrec- 
tion. 

The  Bill  passed  through  the  Committee ; 
the  House  resumed ;  and  the  Report  to  be 
received. 

Cbntral  Criminal  Court.]  The 
House  resolved  into  Committee  on  the 
Central  Criminal  Court  Bill. 

On  Clause  17  being  read,  restraining 
the  Quarter  Sessions  from  trying  certain 
offences, 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  he  rose  to 
•propose  the  omission  of  two  ofiences 
enumerated  in  the  clause,— larceny  from 
the  person,  and  larcenies  after  a  previous 
conviction.  He  moved  their  erasure  upon 
distinct  and  different  grounds.  If  tlie 
Sessions  were  capable  of  trying  any  of- 
fence, it  was  that  of  larceny  from  the 
person,  which,  in  the  district  comprised 
.within  the  limits  of  the  Bill,  would,  in 
ninety-nine  cases  out  of  a  hundred,  be 
stealing  a  handkerchief  from  the  pocket. 
Now,  sorely,  the  time  of  the  Judges  of  the 
land  might  be  better  employed  than  in 
trying  trivial  cases  of  that  description. 
His  (Mr.  Hughes  Hughes')  objections  to 
the  offence  of  larceny,  after  a  previous 
conviction,  being  included  in  the  Clause 
were  these.  A  person  brought  before  the 
proposed  tribunal  for  that  offence  would, 
in  a  manner,  be  prejudged,  being  branded 
with  a  former  conviction,  but  for  which 
be  would  not  be  tryable  in  that  Court  but 
by  the  Sessions.  Under  one  of  the  statutes 
known  as  Peers  Acts,  the  punishment  on 
a  secqnd  conviction  was  increased  from 
seven  to  fourteen  years  transportation ; 
but  the  fact  of  a  former  conviction  was 
a  separate  issue  to  be  tried  by  the  Jury 
gfter  the  finding  of  Guilty  of  the  offence 
charged  in  the  indictment  The  cireum- 
fUQca  of  iti  btiog  a  leoond  Qffence  did 


not  make  the  case  more  difficult  of  deei- 
sion  by  the  Jury  and  Justices  at  Quarter 
Sessions.  Another  and  serious  difficulty 
he  foresaw.  The  fact  of  a  previous  con- 
viction of  the  prisoner  couki  very  addom 
be  known  to  the  committing  Magistrate, 
who  roust  therefore  commit  to  the  Ses- 
sions ;  the  discovery  being  made  just  pre- 
viously to  the  trial,  a  re-committal  to  the 
New  Court,  and  fresh  recognisances  of 
witnesses  would  become  necessary,  and, 
in  half  the  instances  in  question,  the  con- 
sequence would  be,  that  the  prosecutor 
refusing  to  incur  the  additional  trouble 
and  expense,  the  prisoner  would  escape. 
For  the  reasons  he  had  assigned,  he 
moved  the  erasure  of  the  two  offences 
from  the  Clause. 

The  Attorney  General  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member,  that  larceny  from  the  per- 
son was  an  offence,  in  the  trial  of  which 
the  superior  Judges  need  not  be  employed, 
and  he,  therefore,  consented  to  its  erasure 
from  the  Clause.  To  the  other  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  he  could  not  agree, 
because  the  second  conviction  of  larceny 
was  punishable  with  fourteen  years'  trans- 
portation, and  because  the  Sessions  would 
have  power  to  try  the  case  of  a  second 
offence  sent  to  that  Court  by  mistake, 
only  that  no  mention  must  be  made  in  the 
indictment,  of  the  previous  conviction, 
but  it  must  be  taken  to  be  the  prisoner's 
first  offence. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  that  after  the 
explanation  the  Commiltee  had  just 
heard ;  and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  thought  it  expedient,  in 
the  case  he  (Mr.  Hughes  Hughes)  had 
supposed,  to  forego  the  provisions  of  Mr. 
Peel's  Act,  so  far  as  regarded  a  second 
conviction  for  larceny,  he  could  have  no 
objection  to  abandon  that  part  of  his  Mo- 
tion, and  confine  himself  to  the  erasure  of 
larceny  from  the  person. 

Amendment  agreed  to,  as  altered. 

The  other  Clauses  of  the  Bill  having 
been  agreed  to, 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  he  rose  to  move 
pursuant  to  notice,  for  leave  to  bring  up  a 
Clause  to  provide,  that  all  and  singular 
the  enactments,  powers,  and  authorities, 
made  and  given  in  and  by  the  Act  4th 
George  4,  cap.  48,  for  enabling  Courts 
to  abstain  from  pronouncing  sentence  of 
death  in  certain  capital  felonies,  should 
be  deemed  to  extend,  and  should  ext^id, 
to  the  proposed  Court.  As  many  boo. 
Memben  might  perhaps  remember,  bt 
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(Mr.  Hughes  Hn^es)  moved,  in  the  Par- 
liament of  1832,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  the  eflfeet  of  his  present  proposi- 
tion, and  had  the  honour  to  be  seconded 
by  his  Majesty's  then  Attorney  General, 
the  present  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Eng- 
land, who  prepared  and  brought  in  the 
Bill  with  him,  which  passed  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  literally  had  one  opponent 
only  in  any  of  its  stages ;  it  was,  however, 
thrown  out  in  the  House  of  Lords,  in 
consequence  of  a  difficulty  which  arose 
not  upon  the  Bill  itself,  but  upon  an 
amendment  proposed  to  be  made  in  it. 
An  additional  reason  for  now  making  the 
enactment,  which  only  sought  to  assimi* 
late  the  practice  at  the  Old  Bailey  to  that 
which  prevailed  at  the  Assizes  throughout 
the  kingdom,  of  recording,  instead  of  pass- 
ing, sentence  of  death  upon  criminals  not 
likely  to  be  executed,  might  be  urged 
from  the  circumstance,  that  the  new 
Court  would  include  certain  districts  of 
the  Home  Circuit,  which  enjoyed  the  be- 
nefit (for  so  he  must  consider  it)  of  the 
Act  to  which  he  had  referred.  As  he 
(Mr.  Hughes  Hughes)  could  not  antici- 
pate any  objection  to  this  humane  pro- 
posal, he  would  not  further  trouble  the 
Committee,  but  move,  that  the  Clause  be 
brought  up. 

The  AUomey  General  had  great  plea- 
sure in  seconding  the  proposition,  and 
begged  to  compliment  the  hon.  Member 
on  his  perseverance  in  its  introduction. 
It  was  certainly  high  time,  that  the  solemn 
mockery  of  the  Judge  putting  on  his 
black  cap,  and  formally  passing  the  awful 
sentence  of  death  upon  criminals  which 
were  not  to  be  executed,  should  be  done 
away  with  at  the  Old  Bailey,  as  it  already 
had  been  in  every  other  Criminal  Court 
iu  the  country. 

Clause  brought  up,  read,  and  agreed 
to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

The  House  resumed,  and  the  Bill  to  be 
reported. 

Poor  Laws*  Amekdmekt.]  Lord  Al- 
thorp  rose  to  move,  according  to  notice, 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  third 
reading  of  the  Poor  laws'  Amendment 
Bill  have  precedence  of  Notices  on  Tues- 
day. He  believed,  that  this  application 
was  not  an  unusual  one  in  Parliamentary 

tractice,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that 
on.  Members  who  had  notices  for  to- 
morrow, would  pye  way  on  the  present 


Mr.  Thomas  Atiwood  had  made  several 
attempts  in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion, to  bring  forward  motions  of  whidi 
he  had  given  notice,  but  had  always  been 
interrupted  by  some  stop-gap  Bill  or 
other,  like  the  present.  As  it  was,  be 
had  a  motion  on  the  list  for  to-morrow ; 
and,  therefore,  if  the  noble  Lord  persisted 
in  his  motion,  he  would  do  all  in  his 
power,  by  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  to  frustrate  his  intentions. 

Mr.  Potter  complained  of  the  speed 
with  which  the  present  measure  was  urged 
forward.  It  was  only  on  Tuesday,  that 
the  amended  Bill  was  put  into  their 
hands,  and  they  had  not  bad  time  to  as- 
certain the  sentiments  of  their  constituents 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Grote  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
persist  in  his  motion. 

Motion  agreed  to* 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  1,  1834. 

Mm ims.]    Bilk.    Rend  •  leeoDd  time  :--jQlatgQw  Lottery. 

Petitions  presented.  By  theEarl  of  Wicklow,  from  Clonwd. 
against  the  Irish  Church  Commlssion.~By  the  Duke 
of  Bdcx:liuoh,  ftom  the  Parochial  Sdioofanasten  of 
Keiao,  for  an  inereaaed  Stipeid. — By  the  same,  and  by  the 
Marquesses  of  Dowmshirs  and  BaiaroL,  Earls  Vsrulam. 
Bhownlow,  Wicku>w,  Howa,  Warwick,  Tankbh- 
vrtLS,  and  Falmouth,  Lords  Rollk,  FARirHAjr,  and 
KjiVTON,  by  the  Aidibishop  of  Cartrrbubt*  and  the 
Bishops  of  Carusls  and  Exktrr,  from  a  great  Number 
of  Places,— for  Protection  to  the  Established  Churdi  of 
England  and  Ireland,  against  the  Clafana  of  the  Disacoters, 
against  the  Sopaiatlan  of  Chureh  and  State.-»By  the 
Earl  of  Radnor,  fkrom  a  Dissenting  Congregaticm  at 
Salisbury,  for  Relief  to  the  DisKnters. 

Breach  op  Privilege — Morniko 
Post.]  Lord  Wynford  had  a  Petition  to 
present  from  Thomas  Bittleston,  who  was 
brought  to  their  Bar  yesterday,  to  answer 
for  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  that  House. 
It  was  then  understood  that,  upon  a 
proper  application  being  made  to  their 
Lordships  by  that  individual,  they  would 
be  disposed  to  extend  to  him  that  mercy 
which  it  was  the  custom  of  their  Lordships 
to  evince  towards  every  individual  who 
showed,  that  he  was  sensible  of  the  error 
of  his  conduct  in  giving  their  Lordships 
offence.  He  had  such  a  petition  to  pre- 
sent couched  in  terms  the  most  respectful, 
and  expressive  of  his  regret  for  the  viola~ 
tion  of  their  privileges  of  which  he  had 
been  guilty.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
read  the  petition » and  moved  that  Thomas 
Bittleston  be  called  to  the  Bar,  repri** 
manded,  and  discharged. 

£«rl  Or^y  did  not  with  to  iict  witb  un^ 
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necessary  harshness,  but  he  thought  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was 
not  in  exact  accordance  with  the  precedent 
established  in  the  case  of  a  libel  upon  a 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Limerick),  and  it 
was  understood  that  that  precedent  was  to 
be  followed  in  thiscase.  Upon  that  occasion, 
he  believed,  the  individual  was  not  dis- 
charged upon  the  day  upon  which  his 
petition  was  presented,  but  on  the  follow- 
ing day.  The  noble  Earl  read  from  the 
minutes  the  entry  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Law- 
son's  petition  for  his  discharge  from  the 
custody  of  the  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  : 
"  It  was  moved  and  carried  after  debate 
that  this  petition  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion to-morrow,  and  that  the  Lords  be 
summoned."  The  proper  course,  there- 
fore, for  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would 
be  to  move  that  the  petition  of  Mr.  Bittle- 
ston  be  taken  into  consideration  to- 
morrow. 

Lord  Wynford  acquiesced,  and  moved 
accordingly. 

Question  carried. 

The  Duke  of  Cumberland  beg^^ed  to 
state,  that  he  perfectly  agreed  with  his 
noble  and  learned  friend  in  the  course  he 
had  taken.  He  admitted  unequivocally 
that  the  article  which  had  occasioned 
their  Lordships'  displeasure  was  a  libel 
upon  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon 
the  Woolsack,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
must  say,  that  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  be 
unjust  and  cruel  in  their  Lordships  to 
punish  Mr.  Bittleston  more  severely  than 
they  had  punished  the  other  person  for  a 
libel  on  a  lay  Lord.  He  might  be  wrong ; 
but  he  could  not  consider  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  to  be  considered  in  a  case 
of  this  kind  as  anything  more  than  any 
other  Peer.  He  maintained,  that  if  the 
character  of  any  other  Member  of  that 
House  had  been  similarly  attacked,  that 
Member  would  have  an  equal  right  to 
complain,  and  to  an  equal  measure  of 
punishment  upon  the  offender,  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  he  should 
not  be  discharging  his  duty  to  their  Lord- 
ships if  he  passed  over  the  remarks  of  the 
illustrious  Duke  without  observation.  He 
felt  himself  called  on  to  place  his  opinion 
most  decidedly  against  the  opinion  of  the 
illustrious  Duke.  He  would  not  be  deter- 
red by  any  motives  of  personal  delicacy — 
he  would  not  be  prevented  by  any  feeling 
with  reference  to  himself,  from  stating  his 

opiniooi  and  be  believed  tbat  U  was  also 


the  opinion  of  every  impartial  person  in 
that  House  and  in  the  country,  that  the 
present  was  an  offence  tending  directly  to 
impede  the  administration  of  justice — an 
offence  which,  if  allowed  to  be  passed  over 
as  a  matter  of  course,  that  House  would 
no  longer  be  a  Court  of  Justice.  Very 
soon,  indeed,  would  their  Lordships  in 
that  case  cease  to  administer  justice  in 
the  last  resort.  Was  it  to  be  endured, 
that  those  who  assisted  their  Lordships  in 
deciding  cases  of  the  greatest  difficulty, 
decisions  at  which  every  one  of  their 
Lordships  had  a  right  to  give  his  opinion, 
but  in  arriving  at  which  the  law  Lords 
were  most  able  to  lend  effectual  assistance 
— and  God  forbid  that  he  should  ever  see 
the  day  when  lay  Lords  should  transact 
all  the  judicial  business  of  that  House 
without  the  assistance  of  law  Lords — was 
it  to  be  endured  that  the  conduct  of  those 
who  thus  assisted  their  Lordships  should 
be  g^ssly  libelled  and  misrepresented, 
while  little  or  no  notice  was  to  be  taken 
of  the  offence  ?  In  the  present  instance, 
it  was  not  a  common  offence  that  had 
been  committed — it  was  not  a  mere  attack 
upon  an  individual  Peer,  but  an  attack 
made  upon  a  legal  functionary  with  re- 
spect to  the  discharge  of  his  legal  duties* 
What  was  the  charge  ?  A  charge  of  for- 
gery— a  charge  of  fabricating  a  fraudulent 
entry*  And  who  was  the  individual 
charged?  The  first  Law  Officer  under 
the  Crown — the  first  Officer  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House — yes,  the  Speaker  of  their 
Lordships'  House — he  it  was,  who  was 
charged  with  fabricating  one  of  their 
Lordships'  records  for  a  personal  and 
most  unworthy  purpose.  This,  assuredly, 
was  very  different  from  a  charge  brought 
against  an  individual  Peer  in  his  private 
capacity.  But  what  he  chiefly  rose  to 
notice  was  the  allusion  made  to  the  extent 
of  punishment  by  the  illustrious  Duke* 
The  illustrious  Duke  said,  that  there 
should  be  no  greater  degree  of  punishment 
awarded  in  this  than  in  a  former  case-^ 
that  it  would  be  cruel  and  unjust  to  punish 
this  individual  more  than  another  person 
had  been  punished.  The  illustrious  Duke 
seemed  to  think  because  Mr*  Lawson  had 
only  unde^ne  one  or  two  days*  imprison- 
ment, that,  therefore,  any  breach  of  their 
Lordships'  privileges  ought  to  be  visited 
with  punishment  merely  to  that  extent* 
Was  that,  then,  to  be  the  actual  amount 
of  punishment  in  all  cases?  [The  Duke 
o(  Cumberland :  NQ|Q0.]    If  the  illustri* 
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OU8  Dake  did  not  say  so,  he  had  mis* 
understood  the  illustrious  Duke,  and  sure 
he  was  that  a  large  body  of  their  Lord- 
ships had  misunderstood  the  illustrious 
Duke  also.  He  believed  the  illustrious 
Duke  had  said,  that  it  would  be  unjust  to 
give  this  man  more  punishment  than  had 
been  inflicted  on  the  individual  who  had 
been  brought  before  their  Lordships  some 
time  since.  Now,  upon  that  point  all  he 
should  say  was,  that  every  case  must  be 
taken  on  its  own  individual  merits— it 
roust  be  judged  by  its  own  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances. And  he  did  not  by  any 
means  say,  or  intend  to  say,  that  though 
he  should  concur  co-morrow  in  the  Motion 
for  liberating  this  individual  (and  be  it 
remembered  he  had  made  a  Motion  of  the 
same  kind  last  night,  and  if  he  could  have 
bad  his  will  that  person  should  not  have 
been  taken  into  custody  at  all)  —  but 
when  his  noble  and  learned  friend  made 
his  Motion,  and  when  that  Motion  was 
supported  by  him,  he  did  not  mean 
thereby  to  say,  that  he  should  not  consider 
it  fit  and  proper  to  refuse  his  concurrence 
to  a  similar  proceeding  hereafter,  if  an- 
other case  came  before  their  I/>rdships, 
because,  as  he  had  before  said,  every  case 
must  stand  on  its  own  especial  grounds. 

The  Duke  of  Cumberland  should  not 
have  addressed  a  single  word  to  their 
Lordships  if  he  had  been  aware  that  the 
question  of  adjournment  till  to-morrow 
had  been  carried.  He  did  not  mean  to 
recall  anything  he  had  stated.  He  did 
not  deny  the  power  of  that  House  to  deal 
with  offenders  against  its  privileges  as  it 
pleased.  God  forbid  he  should  deny 
their  power;  and  if  he  had  been  so  under- 
stood, he  begged  distinctly  to  disclaim  any 
such  intention.  What  he  meant  to  say 
was  this  :-y-That  as  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had  so  often  told  them  that  in  that  House 
he  was  no  more  than  any  other  Peer,  he 
thought  that  no  distinction  should  be 
made  between  a  libel  upon  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  and  any  other  Member  of 
the  House.  All  he  asked  of  their  Lord- 
ships was,  that  they  should  adopt  the 
words  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  him- 
self, and  treat  him  in  this  case  just  as 
they  would  treat  any  other  Member  of  the 
House.  If  in  this  he  were  wrong,  he  was 
sorry  for  it ;  but  he  could  not  retract  an 
opinion  conscientiously  entertained.  He 
did  not  mean  to  defend  the  libel  upon  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord ;  but  he  would 
muntaini  that  whop  the  individuai  wrote 


the  libel  in  question,  he  really  thought  that 
their  Lordships'  minutes  had  been  falsified. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  afraid  the 
illustrious  Duke  had  misunderstood  him. 
He  had  not  intended  to  say  that  an  attack 
upon  the  Chancellor  was  a  greater  offence 
than  an  attack  upon  any  other  Peer ;  but 
that  an  attack  upon  him  in  his  judicial 
capacity  was  an  offence  of  a  graver  nature 
than  an  attack  upon  the  individual  cha- 
racter of  any  Peer.  He  would  suppose 
his  Royal  Highness,  or  any  other  Member 
of  the  House,  had  been  attending  a  case 
judicially  brought  before  them,  and  a 
newspaper  were  to  impute  to  his  Royal 
Highness,  in  the  part  he  had  performed, 
corrupt  motives,  or  that  he  had  falsified 
the  entry  on  their  Lordships'  minutes. 
That  would  be  a  parallel  case,  and  in  such 
a  case  his  Royal  Highness  would  have 
been  as  grossly  libelled  as  he  had  been. 
This  was  his  meaning,  and  the  only  dis- 
tinction  he  had  intended  to  draw. 

Earl  Grey  expressed  his  regret  at  the 
discussion  which  had  arisen,  and  that  he 
should  prolong  it  by  a  single  word.  He 
could  not,  however,  allow  to  pass  un- 
noticed the  observation,  that  this  was  a 
case  merely  of  personal  libel,  and  that  an 
attack  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  should 
be  regarded  in  the  same  light  as  an  attack 
upon  any  other  Peer.  He  did  not  find 
fault  with  the  noble  and  illustrious  Duke 
for  stating  the  opinion  he  entertained ;  but 
for  himself  he  must  protest  against  that 
opinion  in  the  strongest  manner.  He 
could  not  but  express  his  astonishment  at 
such  a  doctrine.  He  was  willing  that  the 
present  offence  should  be  visited  with  the 
most  mitigated  punishment;  but  if  he 
were  to  refer  to  former  cases  of  similar 
offence,  he  should  be  able  to  show  how 
much  more  severely  that  House  had  visited 
breaches  of  its  privileges  of  a  nature  much 
less  grave  than  the  present.  In  the  year 
1 798  a  case  was  made  against  the  Morning 
Chronicle  for  a  purely  political  libel  upon 
that  House,  one  which  in  the  present  day 
would  be  thought  very  innocent.  What 
was  the  sentence  of  the  House  upon  that 
occasion  ?  '<  It  was  ordered  by  the  Lords 
Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament 
assembled,  that  the  said  James  Perry,  for 
the  said  offence,  do  pay  a  fine  to  his 
Majesty  of  50/.,  and  that  he  be  sent  a 
prisoner  to  Newgate  for  the  space  of  three 
months,  and  until  he  shall  have  paid  the 
said  fine."    \Vitb  this  precedent  of  the 
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offence  of  a  much  less  aggravated  nature, 
he  thought  no  one  with  justice  could  say, 
that  the  punishment  of  the  petitioner  was 
one  of  undue  severity. 

SUPPRESSIOV  or  DiSTURBAKCBS  (IRE- 
LAND.)] Earl  Grey  assured  their  Lord* 
ships,  that  he  had  never,  upon  any  occasion, 
felt  more  regret  than  on  finding  himself 
under  the  necessity  of  proposing  to  their 
Lordships  the  renewal  of  the  Coercion 
Act.  It  was  an  Act  which  was  justified 
onlv  in  a  case  of  the  best  authenticated 
and  most  cruel  necessity ;  but  when  that 
necessity  was  made  to  appear,  he  should 
be  unworthy  of  being  a  Member  of  their 
Lordships*  House,  and  still  more  of  hold- 
ing a  seat  in  his  Majesty's  Councils,  if  he 
hesitated  to  recommend  the  renewal  of 
that  measure,  when  he  believed  it  neces- 
sary for  the  maintenance  of  the  public 
peace  in  Ireland,  and  even  the  safety  and 
security  of  his  Maiesty's  Crown.  In  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament  it  had  fallen  to 
his  lot  to  propose  to  their  Lorciships  the 
Act  which  he  now  had  to  move  that  they 
should  renew.  It  would  be  painful  for 
him  to  repeat  the  statements  which  he 
had  then  made  to  show  the  unsettled  and 
disturbed  situation  of  Ireland  at  that 
time,  and  which,  in  the  opinion  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  justified  them  in 
passing  the  measure.  He  might,  however, 
mention,  that  such  was  their  Lordships' 
opinion  of  the  state  of  Ireland,  that 
they  unanimously  agreed  as  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  measure ;  and  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  a  great  majority 
of  the  Representatives  of  the  people 
were  of  the  same  opinion.  Indeed,  so 
decisive  was  the  majority  in  that  House, 
that  on  every  division  which  took  place  on 
the  different  clauses  of  the  Bill,  the  ma- 
jority was  as  four  to  one  in  favour  of  the 
measure.  This  being  the  case  at  the 
period  of  passing  the  measure,  in  rising  to 
propose  the  renewal  of  this  severe  Act,  the 
first  thing  that  would  be  expected  from 
him  was,  to  show  in  what  manner  the 
Act,  while  in  operation,  had  been  found  to 
work ;  and  if  their  Lordships  were  satis- 
fied that  it  had  worked  beneficially  for 
the  peace  of  Ireland,  then  it  would  be- 
come his  duty  to  show,  that  the  state  of 
that  country  still  continued  such  as  to 
require  a  renewal  of  the  measure ;  that 
the  spirit  of  insubordination  existing 
there,  was  such  as  to  require  addi* 
tioiml  powert  to  t)e  given  for  the  sup- 


port of  the  Oovemment,  and  that  the 
ordinary  powers  of  the  law  were  no 
longer  sufficient  to  preserve  the  public 
peace.  Wishing  to  trouble  their  Lord* 
ships  as  short  a  time  as  be  possibly  could 
in  introducing  this  measure,  he  should 
proceed  at  once  to  show,  in  the  first  place, 
what  measures  had  been  taken  by  the 
Oovemment  under  the  Act;  in  the  second 
place,  to  point  out  the  manner  in  which 
the  powers  given  under  the  Act  had  been 
applied ;  and,  lastly,  to  show  what  the 
state  of  Ireland  was  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. Under  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
four  districts  of  the  county  of  Kilkenny 
had  been  proclaimed  on  the  6th  of  April, 

1833.  The  second  place  where  it  was 
brought  into  operation  was  in  the  King's 
County.  Four  baronies  in  that  county 
were  proclaimed  on  the  14th  of  April,  1 834. 
It  was  next  brought  into  operation  in  the 
county  of  Westmeath,  where  four  baronies 
were  proclaimed  on  the4ch  of  May,  1834. 
And  lastly,  the  baronies  of  Longford  and 
Leitrim,  in  the  county  of  Oalway  were 
proclaimed,  in  consequence  of  an  unani« 
mous  application  of  the  Magistrates  of  the 
disturbed  districts,  on  the  26th  of  May, 

1834.  These  were  the  only  four  districts 
in  which  it  had  been  found  necessary,  by 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  to  bring  the 
Act  into  operation.  He  felt,  that  it  was 
only  an  act  of  justice  towards  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland,  as  well  as  towards  the  Govern- 
ment itself  to  say,  that  they  had  shown, 
in  exercising  the  extraordinary  powera 
given  to  them  by  this  Act,  great  forbear- 
ance and  moderation,  mixed  with  great 
firmness.  They  had  never  applied  it  but 
in  cases  where  the  application  of  it  was 
clearly  and  undoubtedly  necessary ;  and 
where  it  was  found  necessary,  from  the 
state  of  the  districts  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  that  it  should  be  applied,  it  was 
done  in  a  manner  as  little  severe  as  pos* 
sible.  As  he  had  stated,  the  Act  was 
first  brought  into  operation  in  the  county 
of  Kilkenny,  on  the  6th  of  April,  1833. 
He  had  before  him  a  statement  of  the 
crimes  in  that  district  from  the  1st  of 
April,  1832,  to  the  1st  of  April,  1833; 
and  also  from  the  1st  of  April,  1833,  to 
he  1st  of  April,  1834.     In  the  former  of 

these  periods — that  was,  from  the  1st  of 
April,  1832,  to  the  1st  of  April,  1833~ 
the  outrages  committed  amounted  to 
1,690.    That  was  previous  to  the  Act 

coming  into  operation*    The  eovnty  WM 
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proclaimed  on  the  6th  of  April,  1833,  by 
the  Privy  Goancil,  and  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  came  into  operation  on  the  10th. 
In  the  period  from  the  4th  of  April,  1833, 
to  the  1st  of  April,  1834,  which  was  afler 
it  came  into  operation ,  the  number  of  out- 
rages amounted  only  to  331,  which  was  a 
diminution  of  1,259,  as  compared  to  the 
former  period.  This  showed  the  salutary 
effects  of  the  Act  in  that  district,  and 
must  be  satisfactory  to  their  Lordships. 
This  account  was  given  by  Mr.  Green,  a 
resident  Magistrate  in  Kilkenny,  in  a 
letter  to  Lord  Wellesley,  dated  April  19, 
1834.  Mr.  Green  said,  in  his  letter,  that 
he  is  of  opinion,  *'  that  notwithstand- 
ing this  diminution  of  the  amount  of  crime, 
the  operation  of  the  Act  cannot  be  safely 
suspended ;  and  that,  were  the  Act  to  ex- 
pircy  the  winter  would  be  one  of  con- 
tinued outrage."  In  a  subsequent  com- 
munication from  Mr.  Green,  dated  May 
13,  1834,  and  written  by  him  in  answer 
to  certain  queries  addressed  to  him  by  the 
Government,  he  says,  that  *<  agitation 
had  not  been  attempted  in  the  county  or 
city  since  the  proclamation;*'  and  he 
added,  that  *'  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
had  been  exercised  without  imposing  the 
slightest  restraint  or  hardship  on  the  peo- 

Sle  by  day  or  night,  when  pursuing  their 
onest  and  ordinary  calling  f'  and  he 
added,  that  "  his  orders  on  this  head  had 
been  strictly  obeyed."  This  roust  also  be 
highly  satisfactory  to  their  Lordships  to 
hear.-  The  same  intelligent  gentleman,  in 
a  subsequent  letter,  dated  the  4th  of 
June,  1833,  and  addressed  to  Sir  William 
Gossetty  stated,  that  '*  only  one  person 
was  in  confinement  on  the  4th  of  June, 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  but  that  the 
greatest  anxiety  prevailed  among  all 
classes,  as  the  time  for  the  expiring  of 
the  Act  drew  near,  to  have  it  renewed." 
This  showed,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
Act  had  been  applied  in  districts  where  it 
was  required ;  secondly,  that  it  had  had 
a  salutary  effect ;  thirdly,  that  the  manner 
in  which  the  extraordinary  powers  given 
by  it  were  employed,  was  lenient ;  and, 
lastly,  that  the  people  in  the  districts 
where  it  was  applied,  depended  on  a  re- 
newal of  the  Act  for  safety.    Mr.  Green 
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constables,  and  sixty  peace-preservation 
police ;  that  of  the  city,  by  ten  policemen ; 
being  a  saving  of  expense  to  the  amount 
of  1,480/."  The  next  of  the  proclaimed 
districts,  was  King's  County.  In  it,  five 
baronies  were  proclaimed  on  the  14th  of 
April  last.  During  the  month  of  March 
preceding,  the  number  of  crimes  reported 
amounted  to  seventy-three ;  twenty-three 
being  for  attacks  on  houses,  fourteen  for 
illegal  meetings,  ten  for  appearing  in 
arms,  and  seven  for  administering  unlawful 
oaths.  Of  these  crimes,  fifty-four  were  of 
an  insurrectionary  character.  During  the 
month  of  April,  the  total  amount  of  crimes 
reported  was  eight,  four  being  previous  to 
the  proclamation.  Thus,  in  the  month  of 
March,  the  total  amount  of  general  crime 
was  seventy-three ;  while,  in  April,  it  was 
only  eight,  being  a  diminution  in  the 
month  subsequent  to  the  proclamation,  of 
sixty-five ;  and  the  amount  of  crime  of 
an  insurrectionary  character  was,  in  the 
month  of  March  fifty-four,  and  in  the 
month  of  April  only  ei^ht,  being  a  dimi- 
nution of  forty-six.  This  showed  both 
the  necessity  of  applving  the  Act  in  this 
district,  and  the  salutary  effect  which 
ensued  from  it.  He  was  sorry,  however, 
to  say,  that  the  diminution  in  the  amount 
of  crime  did  not  continue ;  for  he  found 
in  May  there  was  a  general  increase  of 
crime,  from  eight,  the  number  in  the  pre- 
ceding month,  to  twenty-nine.  But  of 
these,  only  five  offences  were  of  a  po- 
litical character.  From  this  it  appear- 
ed, that  the  amount  of  general  crime  in 
March  was  seventy-three,  while,  in  May, 
it  was  twenty-nine,  being  a  diminution  of 
forty-four ;  and  the  amount  of  crimes  of 
a  political  nature  in  the  former  period  was 
fifty>four;  while,  in  the  latter  period  it 
was  only  five,  being  a  diminution  of  forty- 
nine.  Then,  with  regard  to  the  baronies 
which  were  proclaimed  in  the  county  of 
Westmeath.  It  appeared,  that  they  were 
proclaimed  on  the  4th  of  May.  The 
crimes  reported  during  the  month  of  April 
preceding  were  twenty-one,  while  the 
amount  during  the  month  of  May,  when 
it  was  a  proclaimed  district,  was  only 
three,  "being  a  diminution  of  nineteen. 
The  last  of  the  proclaimed  districts  were 

*.!__      I_^ • _r     T r 1      I      T    _?...? 


1015 


Suppr€s$um  of 


{LORDS}      JDisiwrbancei  (Irtkmd.)      1016 


of  May,  twenty-two  outrages  were  com- 
mitted in  those  baronies,  some  of  them  of 
a  very  serioas  nature.  But  no  account 
had  been  received  since  the  proclamation, 
tiie  month  not  being  yet  completed.  He 
was  unwilling  to  take  up  so  much  of  their 
Lordships'  attention  by  reading  these 
statements,  but  it  was  necessary,  tibat  their 
Lordshipsandthe  public  should  be  satisfied 
of  the  necessity  of  renewing  this  Act,  and 
he  therefore  claimed  their  indulgence.  He 
would  read  a  statement  of  the  state  of 
Ireland  which  he  had  extracted  from 
papers  which  he  had  his  Majesty's  com- 
mands to  lay  on  their  Lordships'  Table. 
The  noble  Earl  read  the  following  state- 
ments : — 

State  of   Ireland  dvriko  the   month 
OF  May,  1834. 

Showing  the  total  number  of  crimes,  of  every 
description,  committed  during  that  period  ; 
also  distinguishing  those  of  a  political  or 
insurrectionary  character ;  and  showing  the 
increase  or  decrease  as  compared  with  the 
preceding  month  and  the  corresponding 
month  of  last  year. 

Frtnj'mce  of  Leimter, 

Crimes  of  every  description — 

Committed  in  April,  1834  «    302 

May,  1834  -     325 

Increase  in  May,        -  -  23 

Committed  in  May,  1833  -     265 

May,  1834  -    325 

Increase  in  1834        -  -  60 

Crimes  of  an  insurrectionary  nature — 

Committed  in  April,  1834  -    169 

May,  1834  -     117 

Decrease  in  May       •  -              52 

Committed  in  May,  1833  -     143 

May,  1834  -    117 

*  Decrease  in  1834       -  -              26 
The  principal  decrease  since 
the  month  of  April  being 
ill  —  Attacks  on  Houses 

(decrease)  15 

Burnings,  &c.        •  14 

Illegal  Notices         •  27 

Decrease  under  these  three  beads  56 

The  counties  of  Carlow,  Louth,  and  Wex- 
ford, appear  almost  quite  free  from  crimes  of 
an  insurrectionary  character.  Two  cases  only 
being  reported  during  the  month  of  May  in 
the  two  first,  and  three  in  the  last;  all  of  a 
trifling  nature. 

In  Kilkenny  (proclaimed),  there  appears  a 
decrease  of  crime  of  every  description,  from 
fifty  in  the  month  of  May,  1833,  to  thirft-six 
in  the  month  of  April,  1834;  and  thirty«one 
in  May,  1834.  Of  these,  forty-three  are 
reported  in  May,  1833,  as  being  of  a  political 
character;    twenty-six  in  April,  1834;    and 

only  thtrtedn  in  May,  1834 ;  beiog  a  decrease 


in  crinws  of  this  natnie  of  thirty,  since  the 
corresponding  month  of  last  year. 

In  King's  County,  political  offences  had  de- 
creased from  fifteen  committed  in  May,  1833, 
to  five  committed  in  May,  1834.  Five  baro- 
nies of  this  county  are  proclaimed. 

In  Westmeath,  the  decreasie  in  the  number 
of  political  crimes  since  the  proclamation  of 
three  baronies,  on  the  5th  May  last,  is  vety 
great.  The  number  of  such  offences  reported 
in  April  being  forty-four;  in  May  (of  which  five 
were  committed  prior  to  the  proclamation),  19 ; 
being  a  decrease  on  the  month  of  25. 

Queen's  County  appears  in  the  worst  state ; 
there  being  an  increase  both  of  crime  in  gene- 
ral, and  those  of  a  political  character.  (K  the 
latter,  twenty-three  are  reported  in  May, 
1833;  twenty-ninein  April,  1834;  thirty-four 
in  May,  1834 ;  showing  an  increase  of  five  in 
the  month,  and  eleven  on  the  same  month  of 
the  previous  year.  Sir  S.  Harvey  thinks 
(June  7th,  1834),  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  would  be  usefully  extended  to  this  ooun- 
tiy. 

Province  of  Munster.^ 

Crimes  of  every  description — 

Committed  in  April,  1834  •>     162 

May,  1834  -     171 

Increase  in  May        -  -  9 

Committed  in  May,  1833  -      54 

May,  1834  -    171 

Increase  in  1834        -  -  .117 

The  principal  increase  being  in  assaults  and 
larcenies. 

Crimes  of  an  insurrectionary  character.—* 

Committed  in  April,  1634  .         -  56 

May,  1834  -  28 

Decrease  in  May  .            28 

Committed  in  May,  1833  «  27 

May,  1834  -  28 

Increase  in  1834        -  -             1 

The  principal  decrease  in  crimes  of  this 
nature  since  April,  is  in  assaults,  attacks  upon 
houses,  and  burnings,  and  attempts  at  ditto. 

The  county  Cork  appears  quite  quiet ;  no 
case  of  an  insurrectionary  nature  being  re- 
ported during  the  month.  In  April,  there 
were  seventeen  in  the  county  auo  city.  Of 
the  fifty-sGven  crimes  of  other  descriptions 
reported  from  the  county  and  city  during  the 
month,  few  appear  of  a  serious  nature. 

Kerry  is  also  described  as  in  a  most  satis- 
factory state ;  only  twenty-eight  crimes  being 
reported,  and,  of  these,  only  one  being  of  a 
political  character. 

Limerick  and  Waterford  show  a  diminution 
of  one*haIf  in  the  number  of  political  offences 
since  April. 

Tipperary  is  in  much  the  same  state  as  it  has 

*  A  great  part  of  the  apparent  increase  of 
crime  in  this  province,  in  the  year,  1834,  proceeds 
from  the  fact,  that  the  county  of  the  city  of  Cork 
has  been  brought,  for  the  first  time,  under  the 
constabulary  system,  and  is,  for  the  first  time, 

inserted  in  the  Inspector's  report, 
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been  in  for  the  last  year,  the  number  and 
nature  of  the  political  offences  varying  little. 
The  scene  of  them  is  described  as  changing : 
some  baronies,  yrhich  were  disturbed,  having 
become  tranquil ;  and  in  others,  which  were 
quiet,  crimes  having  become  more  frequent. 

Province  of  Connaught, 

Crimes  of  every  description— 

'    Committed  in  April,  1834  -    556 

May,  1834  -    618 

Increase  in  May        -  -  62 

Committed  in  May,  1833  -    534 

May,  1834  -    618 

Increase  in  1834       .  .  84 

Crimes  of  a  political  niture — 

Committed  in  Aprils  1834  -    105 

May,  1834  -    100 

Decrease  in  May       -  -  5 

Committed  in  May,  1833  -      72 

May,  1834  -    100 

Increase  in  1834        -  -  28 

Leitrim,  Mayo,  and  Clare,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  two  baronies,  are  described  as  being 
in  a  tranquil  state. 

Galway  is  described  as  being  considerably 
disturbedf,  and  the  crimes  of  a  political  nature 
though  showing  a  decrease  of  twenty-five  since 
April,  are  more  numerous  than  in  any  other 
county  in  Ireland,  forty-three  being  reported 
during  the  month  of  May.  No  great  change 
in  this  county  since  last  year. 

Both  Roscommon  and  Sligo  show  an  in- 
crease  in  the  month  of  May  in  the  former 
county,  crimes  of  a  political  nature  having  in- 
creased ftota  ten  in  the  month  of  April,  to 
fourteen  in  the  month  of  May,  and  in  the 
latter  from  fourteen  to  twenty -nine;  both 
counties  also  exhibiting  a  considerable  in- 
crease in  crimes  of  this  description  over  the 
corresponding  month  of  last  year. 

Province  of  Ulster. 

Crimes  of  every  description — 

Committed  in  April,  1834         -    430 
May,    1834  -    488 

Increase  in  May  -        -  58 

Committed  in  May,  1833  -    252 

May,  1834         -    488 
Increase  in  1834  -        -  236 

Of  this  increase,  one-half  consists  of  cases 
of  assault,  unconnected  with  Ribandism. 

Crimes  of  a  political  nature — 

Committed  in  April,  1834         -      66 

May,  1834         -      60 
Decrease  in  May        -        -  6 

Committed  in  May,  1833        •      33 

May,  1834         -      60 
Increase  in  1834        -        -  27 

Attacks  upon  houses  form  the  principal 
item  of  increase  since  last  year. 

The  counties  of  Antrim,  Down,  Tyrone, 
Londonderry,  and  Fermanagh  appear  quite 
tranquil ;  in  the  three  former  no  political  out- 
rages being  reported  during  the  month  of  May, 
an^  in  the  two  last  only  three. 
Donegal  mi  Armagh  are  ip  9Q  improving 


state,  insurrectionary  offences  having  de- 
creased since  April ;  in  the  former  from 
twenty-four  to  eight,  in  the  latter  from  sixteen 
to  three. 

Monaghan  alone  shows  an  increase  in  these 
crimes,  the  number  in  April  sixteen,  in  May 
twenty-four;  the  increase  being  in  attacks 
upon  houses. 

Assault  and  larcenies  form  the  chief  items 
of  the  great  increase  in  crimes  of  every  de- 
scription since  last  year. 

General  statement  of  political  and  insur- 
rectionary offences  during  the  months  of  May, 
1833  and  1834— 

1833     1834     Deer.  Incr. 

Province  of  Leinster  143  117  26  0 

Munster  27  28  0  1 

Connaught  72  lOa  0  28 

Ulster  .33  60  0  27 


Total  Ireland      275    305 


30 


The  total  amount  of  crimes  reported  offici- 
ally in  Ireland,  from  the  1st  of  January,  t9 
the  31st  of  May,  1834— 

Ulster        .        2,083 

Leinster        -    1,866 

Connaught     •    3,038 

*Munster  -    •       882 

7,869 
Of  these  3,296  are  cases  of  assault,  uncon- 
nected with  Ribandism. 

Those  reported  of  an  insurrectionary,  &c., 
character,  amount  to,  in 

Ulster         -  300 

Leinster  •    963 

Connaught        -    478 
Munster  -    212 

1,953 

In  Ulster  little  more  than  one-seventli,  in 
Connaught  less  than  one-seventh ;  in  Munster 
one-quarter  appear  differences  of  an  insur- 
rectionary character,  while  in  Leinster  upwards 
of  one-half  are  of  that  nature. 

By  a  comparison  with  the  reports  for  the 
corresponding  period  in  the  last  year,  it  ap- 
pears that  in  the  first  five  months  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  there  has,  in  the  provinces  of  Ulster, 
Connaught,  and  Munster,  been  an  increase  of 
crime  on  the  aggregate,  and  in  the  province 
of  Leinster  a  decrease  to  the  following  extent, 
viz. — 


Leinster 


Ulster  -  603 
Connaught  200 
Munster  424 


1306 


1,227 


Making  a  decrease  on  the  whole  of         79 

To  make  the  case  clear  to  their  Lord- 
ships he  would  state  the  opinion  of  the 
authorities  in  Ireland,  the  best  qualified 
to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  renewal  of 
the  Act.  He  had  a  letter  in  his  hand  ad- 
dressed by  the  Lord-iieuten«nt  of  Ireland 
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to  the  Seerattry  of  State,  dated  18th  of 
April.  His  Excellency  stated,  that  he 
enclosed  the  replies  of  the  inspectors- 
general  of  the  provinces  to  queries  ad- 
dressed to  them  in  regard  to  the  renewal 
of  the  Coercion  Act,  and  that  from  them 
it  would 'be  seen  that  they  were  unani- 
mously in  favour  of  its  being  renewed. 
He  added,  that  it  was  almost  superfluous 
to  say,  that  he  approved  of  the  opinions 
stated  by  them,  and  that  he  anxiously 
desired  to  see  the  Act  renewed.  The 
queries  addressed  to  the  Inspectors  Gene- 
ral were  simply:  1st,  Whether  there  was 
any  necessity  for  the  renewal  of  the  Coer- 
cion Act  ?  and  2ndly,  Whether  in  their 
opinion  any  alteration  was  required  in  it  ? 
The  answer  of  the  Inspector  General  of 
the  province  of  Ulster  was  to  the  effect, 
that  that  province  had,  previous  to  the 
Coercion  Act,  been  unsettled  and  lawless, 
that  the  greatest  advantage  had  been 
derived  from  the  Act,  and  more  especially 
from  that  clause  which  prevented  noctur- 
nal meetings,  whieh  be  thought  had  done 
more  to  restore  tranquillity  than  any  other 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  next  answer  was 
h*om  Mr.  Warburton,the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral of  Connaught,  who  stated,  that  his 
opinion  was,  that  the  Act  should  unques- 
tionably be  renewed ;  that  it  was  to  noc- 
turnal meetings  that  most  of  the  disturb- 
ances were  to  be  attributed,  and  that  the 
part  of  the  Act  which  prevented  them  was 
the  best  in  it.  He  was  satisfied,  that  if 
the  county  of  Kilkenny  had  not  been 
proclaimed,  the  disturbances  which  had 
been  so  prevalent  in  it  would  have  been 
spread  over  all  the  neighbouring  counties, 
where  they  could  not  have  been  so  easily 
repressed.  He  thought  that  the  Act 
ought  to  be  renewed,  and  that  it  required 
no  amendment.  The  next  answer  was 
from  the  Inspector  General  of  Munster, 
who  stated,  that  from  the  moment  of  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  into  Parliament, 
it  was  of  good  in  that  province,  from  the 
moral  influence  which  it  had  over  the 
people.  While  the  well-affected  acquired 
confidence  and  security  from  it,  the  tur- 
bulent were  overawed  and  disheartened ; 
and  he  thought  that  Ireland  would  be  in 
a  much  worse  state  if  it  were  not  renewed. 
The  next  document  to  which  he  would 
refer  was  a  statement  made  by  Inspector 
General  Harvey.  He  said,  *  The  Baro- 
*  nies  of  Garrycastle,  Eglish  Ballybrit, 
'  and  Ballobay,  are  under  the  nightly  do- 
'  minion  of  an  illegal  anti-social  union  or 


combioatioii,  in  which  his  Majett/i 
peaceable  subiects  are  exposed  to  acts 
of  violence,  robbery,  savage  threats,  per- 
sonal injury,  reckless  cruelty,  and  inhu- 
manity, such  as  are  unknown  in  moral 
civilized  countries,  and  which  it  is  obvi- 
ously impossible  for  the  authorities 
effectually  to  suppress,  without  being 
armed  with  powers  which,  in  countries 
where  the  law  is  habitually  respected, 
might  be  deemed  an  infringement  of  the 
liberty  of  the.  peaceable  subject,  but 
which  are  here  indispensably  required 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  him  iii 
the  possession  of  that  liberty,  and  of 
affording  him  that  protection  in  his  person 
and  his  property,  which  all  who  submit 
to  the  laws  have  an  undoubted  right  to 
require  from  the  government  by  which 
they  were  administered.  It  is  for  these 
objects  that  I  respectfully  solicit  for  the 
civil  authorities  within  the  baronies  in 
question  the  temporary  possession  of 
those  powers,  which  can  only  be  coa« 
ferred  upon  them  by  the  Bill  passed  in 
April,  1833.  By  the  exercise  of  these 
powers  alone,  in  the  present  state  of 
certain  parts  of  this  district,  can  the 
Government,  in  my  opinion,  effectually 
afford  to  his  Majesty  s  peaceable  sub- 
jects that  protection  which  they  have 
a  right  to  claim,  or  restrain  and  punish 
the  authort  of  those  excesses  by  whieh 
social  order  is  disturbed,  and  law  and 
authority  set  at  defiance.'  He  had  now 
described  the  general  state  of  Ireland,  and 
the  particular  state  of  those  districts  which 
had  been  proclaimed,  with  the  opinions  of 
the  magistrates  and  other  authorities  in  the 
four  provinces  of  Ireland,  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  renewing  the  Act  of  1833.  When 
he  considered  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
statements  which  he  had  made,  he 
thought  he  might  anticipate  their  Lord- 
ships* unanimous  concurrence  in  the  opin- 
ion which  had  been  given  by  various  offi- 
cers, that  the  renewal  of  this  Act  was 
absolutely  necessary,  and  that,  in  fact, 
the  powers  which  it  afforded  could  not  be 
dispensed  with.  It  would  be  a  question, 
however,  whether  they  might  safely  with- 
draw any  part  of  the  extraordinary  and 
severe  powers  of  this  Act.  He  deeply 
lamented  the  necessity  of  applying  to  their 
Lordships  and  to  Parliament  to  grant 
powers  of  this  nature,  but  it  could  not  be 
said  that  those  powers  were  disproportioned 
to  the  extent  of  the  evils  which  afflicted 
Ireland,  and  which  were  so  alarming,  at 
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die  time  when  he  first  called  on  their 
Lordships  to  adopt  this  measure.  The 
question  would  now  be  whether  the  Act 
riiould  be  renewed  in  its  present  state, 
or  whether  any  part  of  those  powers 
should  be  dispensed  with.  He  could 
assure  their  Lordships  that  this  question 
had  been  examined  with  the  most  anxious 
attention  by  his  Majesty's  Government, 
with  a  view  of  relaxing  in  some  measure 
the  severity  of  those  powers,  and  he  was 
happy  to  say,  that  they  had  coine  to  the 
conclusion,  conBrmed  by  the  opinions  of 
the  Lord-lieutenant  and  other  official  au- 
thorities of  Ireland,  and  also  by  a  commu- 
nication with  some  of  the  most  efficient 
Magistrates  in  the  country,  that  a  part 
of  this  Act  might  be  dispensed  with. 
He  alluded  to  that  part  which  gave  the 
Lord-lieutenant  the  power  of  subjecting 
offences  committed  under  the  Act  in 
certain  places  to  trial  by  Court-martial. 
Their  Lordships  would  recollect  that  it 
was  stated  last  Session,  that  that  power 
was  of  an  extraordinary  nature^  and  that, 
although  it  was  then  expedient  to  enact 
it,  yet  it  should  not  be  continued  for  a 
longer  period  than  the  state  of  Ireland 
absolutely  required.  That  part  of  the 
Act  called  forth  the  greatest  opposition, 
and  was  considered  the  most  objection- 
able; and  it  was,  therefore,  with  great  sa- 
tisfaction, that  he  proposed  to  their 
Lordships  the  omission  of  the  Court- 
martial  clauses  in  the  act  of  which  he 
was  about  to  move  tbe  renewal.  He  had 
stated  to  their  Lordships,  that  they  had 
sufficient  grounds,  and  the  opinions  of  the 
best  authorities,  for  the  conclusion  to 
which  they  had  come ;  and  their  Lord- 
ships had  heard  statements  which  he 
thought  justified  that  conclusion.  But  he 
would  trouble  them  with  another  docu- 
ment, a  letter  written  by  Lord  Oxman- 
town,  on  the  9th  of  April,  1834;  and 
in  mentioning  that  nobleman's  name,  he 
could  not  refrain  from  observing  that  the 
greatest  praise  was  due  to  him  for  the 
excellent  manner  in  which  he  discharged 
his  magisterial  duties,  and  for  his  judicious 
exercise  of  those  powers,  which  he  had 
not  shrunk  from  recommending,  under 
circumstances  of  great  difficulty  and 
danger.  The  noble  Lord,  after  giving, 
in  the  letter  to  which  he  had  referred, 
an  account  of  the  state  of  the  districts 
which  had  been  proclaimed,  proceeded, as 
follows : — **  Under  all  the  circumstances 
which  1  have  stated,  the  measure  which 


I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  recommend 
Government  to  adopt  is,  to  proclaim  the 
barony  of   Garrycastle   under    the   drd 
William  4th,  without  delay,  and  to  direct 
that  the  misdemeanors  thus  created  should 
be  tried  by  the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the 
country."    As  to  the  power  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  to  try  such  offences,  he  had  great 
satisfaction  in  stating,  that  the  Govern- 
ment  had    taken   the   opinions   of  the 
Attorney  General   of   Ireland,   and   the 
Attorney  General  of  England,  who  gave 
it   as   their  distinct   opinions,   that  the 
Quarter  Sessions  had  such  power  to  try 
ordinary  cases.    There  were  other  parts 
of  this  letter   extremely  worth   reading, 
particularly  one  part,  which  showed  the 
effect  of  the  proclamations  in  preventing 
the  spread  of  offences  to  districts  which 
lay  beyond  the  bounds  of  the  county  to 
which  the  proclamation  applied;  but  aa 
he  had  already  trespassed  longer  than  he 
ought  upon  their  Lordships'  attention,  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  quote  any 
more.     He  had  great  satisfaction,  how- 
ever, in  thus  showing,  that  when  he  pro- 
posed a  relaxation  of  the  severity  of  the 
law,   as  it  related   to  trials  by  Courts- 
martial,  he  was  proposing  a  relaxation 
which  was  justified  by  circumstances,  and 
which  would  not  in  any  degree  diminish 
or  impair  the  general  efficiency  of  the 
measure.    With  the  single  exception  he 
had  mentioned,  namely,  that  part  of  the 
Act  which  subjected  offences  to  be  tried 
by  Courts-martial,  it  was  his  intention  to 
present  to  their  Lordships  a  Bill  which  he 
hoped  they  would  read  a  first  time  that 
night — to  renew  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
with  all  its  other  provisions.    Those  pro- 
visions might  be  classed  under  three  heads. 
The  first  were  those  that  protected  pro* 
perty,  and  went  to  the  preventing  of  those 
meetings  which  might  assume  a  dangerous 
character,  and  which  it  was  known  were 
conducted  in   such  a  manner  as  to  be 
injurious  to  the  public  peace.   The  powers 
for  that  purpose  were  contained  in  the 
three  first  clauses  of  the  Act,  commonly 
known  as  the  Proclamation  Act,  which 
was  passed  in  1829,  and  which  it  was  the 
intention  of  his  Majesty's   Ministers  to 
renew,  but  which  expired  in  consequence 
of  the  sudden  dissolution  of  Parliament. 
The  next  head  in  which  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  were  divided  consisted  of  those 
which  related  to  nocturnal  meetings  and 
acts  of  spoliation  and  violence ;  for  the 
effectual  control  and  prevention  of  which, 
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as  was  proved  by  the  four  districts  of 
Ireland  to  which  the  Act  had  been  applied, 
the  powers  given  by  this  Bill  would  be 
sufficient.  He  thought  he  had  stated 
enough  to  convince  their  Lordships  of 
the  expediency  of  intrustin?  the  Govern- 
ment with  these  powers;  and,  with  respect 
to  the  provisions  included  under  the  first 
head  which  had  been  mentioned  by  him, 
it  seemed  to  him  that,  no  difficulty  could 
be  experienced  in  proving  the  necessity  of 
their  re-enactment ;  for  if  it  were  neces- 
sary to  put  down  with  the  strong  hand  of 
the  law  those  combinations  and  excesses 
which  assumed  an  insurrectionary  and 
almost  revolutionary  character,  surely  it 
was  no  less  indispensable  to  meet  by  legis- 
lative enactments  the  causes  by  which 
those  combinations  and  excesses  were  pro- 
duced. He  knew,  that  a  distinction  was 
made  between  predial  outrage  and  political 
agitation.  He  was  not  ignorant,  that  it 
had  been  contended  that  the  one  had  no 
connection  with  the  other ;  and  that,  in 
fact,  there  existed  between  them  a  total 
distinction.  The  existence  of  any  such 
distinction  he  could  not  admit :  nor  did 
he  believe,  that  any  man  who  had  attended 
to  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  who  had 
watched  with  an  impartial,  calm,  and 
philosophical  eye  the  general  workings  of 
human  nature,  could  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  a  perpetual  system  of  agitation 
and  excitement  could  be  pursued;  that 
the  passions  of  the  people  could  be  in- 
flamed, their  prejudices  courted ;  that 
they  could  be  continually  reproached  as 
slaves  submitting  to  an  oppressive  and 
unjust  tyranny,  which  they  ought  to  op- 
pose— it  was  impossible,  he  repeated,  for 
any  one  to  suppose  that  these  political 
harangues,  as  they  were  called,  could  be 
addressed  to  the  people  without  stirring 
up  among  them  a  general  spirit  of  resist- 
ance to  the  constituted  authorities,  and  of 
disobedience  to  the  laws,  which  broke  out 
in  excesses,  such  as  had  been  witnessed 
in  Ireland,  and  which  it  was  the  object  of 
the  measure  he  recommended  their  Lord- 
ships to  re-enact,  to  prevent.  These  ex- 
cesses might  not  have  been  intended  by 
those  who,  by  pursuing  a  system  of  agita- 
tion, had  been  the  authors  of  them.  They 
might  have  exceeded  the  limits  within 
which  those  persons  desired  to  see  them 
confined;  but  they  ought  to  know  that 
having  once  excited  the  passions  of  the 
people,  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
ftnswer   for  the  result*     He   therefore 


thought,  that  it  was  not  the  part  of  a  wise 
legislature,  or  of  a  just  and  humane  man, 
to  enact  severe  laws  against  such  crimes 
as  had  unfortunately  been  witnessed  in 
Ireland,  and  to  neglect  taking  measures 
which  might  in  a  great  degree  meet  the 
causes  which  had  produced  them.  It  was 
true  the  powers  of  the  Act,  in  this  respect, 
had  not  been  exercised  since  it  was  passed, 
except  in  two  cases  of  proclamation  on 
the  10th  and  17th  of  April,  1834— the 
Brst  against  the-association  of  the  National 
Political  Trades*  Union  ;  and  the  second 
against  the  Association  of  the  Irish  VoIqd- 
teers.  It  was  true,  also,  that  meetings 
had  taken  place,  and  subjects  had  been 
discussed,  of  which  their  Lordships  must 
disapprove,  and  particularly  one  subject 
which,  above  all,  had  been  pronounced  by 
Parliament  as  of  a  most  injurious  and 
fatal  tendency — he  meant,  the  Repeal  of 
the  Union.  Meetings  for  this  purpose 
had  been  held,  and  petitions  haa  issued 
from  them — which  was  a  proof,  at  least, 
that  the  Government  did  not  wish  to 
interfere  except  in  cases  of  actual  necessity. 
They  had  let  such  meetings  assemble 
under  the  ordinary  powers  of  the  Consti- 
tution, and  suffered  them  to  take  their 
course,  so  long  as  they  did  not  assume 
the  character  of  a  formidable  combination, 
threatening  the  peace  of  the  country. 
But,  although  the  possession  of  these 
extraordinary  powers  had  not  induced  the 
Lord-lieutenant  to  prevent  those  meetings, 
which  had  different  purposes  in  view  from 
those  of  the  associations,  which  were  the 
objects  of  the  Proclamations  of  the  10th 
and  17th  of  April,  he  would  ask  their 
Lordships  whether,  looking  at  the  state  of 
Ireland,  they  would  think  it  safe  to  suffer 
such  proceedings  to  be  continued  ?  and  if 
not,  whether  they  did  pot  consider  it  their 
duty  to  arm  the  Government  with  these 
'extraordinary  powers?  He  asked  whether 
it  would  be  safe  to  leave  the  Government 
unprovided  with  the  means  of  checking 
the  proceedings  of  a  central  association 
in  Dublin,  sitting  as  a  Parliament,  with 
all  the  forms  of  a  Parliament,  directing 
other  associations  connected  with  it 
throughout  all  parts  of  the  country,  and 
enjoining  a  general  organization  for  the 
avowed  and  undisguised  purpose  of  carry- 
ing into  effect  measures  which  must  be 
subversive  of  the  security  of  the  country, 
and  destructive  of  all  peace,  order,  and 
law  ?  He  could  not  think,  that  their 
Lordships  would  answer  in  the  affirmativo 
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to  this  questfon.  He  could  not  think 
but  that  they  would  see  it  was  necessary 
the  Government  should  be  provided  with 
power  to  check  in  time  an  association 
which  must  be  dangerous  to  the  public 
peace;  and,  from  the  statements  he 
had  made,  he  hoped  he  might  say, 
with  some  degree  of  confidence  on  the 
part  of  Government,  that,  if  their  Lord- 
ships intrusted  these  powers  to  their  hands, 
their  Lordships  had  a  security  in  their 
former  conduct  that  it  would  not  be  abused. 
It  was  not  necessary  to  detain  their  Lord- 
ships much  longer;  and  he  hoped  that, 
after  what  he  had  stated  as  to  the  general 
condition  of  Ireland,  and  as  to  the  efiect 
of  this  law,  where  it  had  been  carried 
into  execution,  with  respect  to  insur- 
rectionary offences,  and  that  important 
branch  oi  it  which  went  to  prevent  political 
meetings,  he  might  venture  to  solicit,  that 
the  Bill  might  meet  with  favour  in  their 
Lordships*  eyes,  so  far  as  that  it  might  be 
read  a  first  time  to-night.  There  remained 
only  one  point  to  which  it  was  necessary 
for  him  to  revert,  and  that  was  the  time 
for  which  the  law  should  be  renewed.  He 
wished  he  could  judge  that,  within  any 
very  short  or  given  period,  the  state  of 
Ireland  was  likely  to  be  such  as  to  remove 
the  necessity  of  these  or  similar  powers, 
to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment against  the  offences  contemplated 
by  this  Bill.  But  althoudi  he  could  not 
hold  out  such  an  expectation,  yet  he 
certainly  thought  that,  in  a  case  of  this 
nature,  when  great  and  extraordinary 
powers  were  given  to  the  Government,  it 
should  be  for  a  limited  and  short  time,  so 
as  to  give  to  the  country  a  security  that 
they  must,  of  necessity,  be  brought  under 
the  revision  of  Parliament,  which  should 
be  enabled  to  examine  in  what  manner 
those  powers  had  been  exercised,  so  as  to 
form  a  deliberate  judgment  as  to  the 
necessity  of  resorting  again  to  any  similar 
measures,  according  to  circumstances.  He 
should,  therefore,  with  this  view,  propose 
the  extension  of  this  Act  only  to  the  Ist 
of  August,  18(3.5,  being  an  additional  year 
from  the  time  when  it  would  expire,  and 
he  trusted  their  Lordships  would  feel  that, 
while  his  Majesty's  Government  were  en- 
deavouring to  provide  against  those  dan- 
gers which  called  for  extraordinary  enact- 
ments, at  the  same  time  they  were  not 
inattentive  to  the  principles  of  the  Con- 
stitution, but  were  desirous  of  bringing 
the  subject  under  the  attention  of  Parlia* 
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ment  at  this  early  period,  not  only  to 
enable  them  to  consider  of  the  necessity 
of  renewing  it,  but  also  to  examine  into 
the  conduct  of  those  who  had  carried  it 
into  effect.  He  had  detained  their  Lord- 
ships longer  than  he  could  have  wished, 
but  he  was  anxious  that  the  conduct  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  and  the  nature 
of  the  measure  should  be  thoroughly  ex- 
plained, particularly  as  to  the  point  in 
which  this  Bill  differed  from  the  Act  of 
last  Session.  The  noble  Earl  concluded 
by  moving,  "  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  first 
time." 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  could  not  with- 
hold his  humble  meed  of  approbation  from 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl,  not  only  on 
account  of  the  clear  and  satisfactory 
manner  in  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
brought  the  subject  before  their  Lordships, 
but  also  for  the  honest  and  manly  course 
which  he  had  taken  when  he  thought  it 
his  duty  again  to  come  forward  and  per- 
form what  must  be  to  him  a  most  dis- 
agreeable and  painful  task.  He  fully 
concurred  in  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl,  but  be  would  beg  to  remind  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  reason  given  on' a 
former  occasion  for  creating  Courts-mar- 
tial, was  the  inefiiciency  of  the  Juries  of 
the  country.  If  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  received  any  information  which 
led  them  to  believe,  that  the  Juries  were 
now  prepared  to  perform  their  duty  in  a 
manner  in  which  they  were  not  able  last 
year  to  discharge  it,  he  regretted  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  not  taken  an  opportunity 
of  stating  it. 

Earl  Grey  had  intended,  but  had  for- 
gotten to  do  so.  He  had  certainly  stated 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  competent  persons, 
the  quarter  sessions  would  be  the  proper 
tribunal  to  investigate  offences  under  the 
Bill  'y  and  he  could  add,  that  recent  trials 
had  shown,  that  Juries  were  not  now  de- 
terred from  doing  their  duty. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  said,  that  the 
Bill  in  its  mitigated  shape  must  give  satis- 
faction. He  would  beg  leave  to  observe, 
however,  that  it  was  last  year  accompani- 
ed by  a  Bill  for  the  change  of  venue,  and 
when  he  urged  that  the  latter  Bill  should 
be  continued  for  five  years,  the  answer  of 
the  noble  Earl  was,  that  it  would  be  better 
it  should  be  enacted  only  for  the  same 
time  as  the  Coercion  Bill,  and  that  it 
should  be  open  for  Parliament  a»ain  to 
consider  it.  He  hoped  the  noble  Earl 
had  turned  his  attention  to  this  point. 
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There  was  one  more  subject  upon  which 
he  wished  to  say  a  word.  It  had  been 
trumpeted  forth  by  all  the  declaimers  upon 
the  ills  of  Ireland,  that  there  was  one  only 
cure  for  the  disturbances  of  that  country 
—-namely,  the  tithes,  and  that,  if  that 
cause  were  taken  away,  there  would  be  no 
occasion  for  Coercion  Bills,  nor  soldiers 
to  enforce  them.  Now,  it  appeared  from 
the  noble  Earl's  statement,  that  the  dis- 
turbances had  not  materially  decreased, 
except  where  the  Bill  was  in  force,  and 
yet  the  tithes  had  not,  during  the  whole 
time,  been  collected,  or  demanded  in  Ire- 
land. This  proved  that  tithes  were  not 
tbe  cause  of  the  disturbances. 
The  Bill  was  read  a  first  time. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  1,  1834. 

MiNms.]  Petitions  prewntcd.  By  Lord  Tuixamorb, 
firom  thfM  Places,  for  Protection  to  tha  Establuhed 
Cbureb ;  from  Falmouth,  for  the  Better  Observance  of  tlie 
Lord's  Day.^By  Mr.  Poclbtt  Thomson,  firom  Manches- 
ter and  Salfofd,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Stamp  Duties  on 
Reoeipti.~-By  Dr.  Luntmoroir,  Mr.  Viooas,  and  Sir 
t>AMUBL  Whallky,  ftooi  several  Metropolitan  Parishes, 
against  the  Poor-Law  Amendment  BUL 

Poor-Laws'  Amenbmekt  —  Third 
Reading.]  Lord  Althorp  moved,  that 
the  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill  be  read 
a  third  time. 

Mr.  Hodges  rose  to  oppose  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  to  move  as  an 
Amendment,  that  it  be  read  a  third  time 
that  day  six  months.  The  thinness  of  the 
House,  of  which  he  must  complain,  for 
there  ought  to  have  been  a  greater 
number  of  Members  present  at  that  im- 
portant stage  of  the  measure,  he  took 
to  be  a  proof,  that  something  like  a  com- 
pact had  been  entered  into  relative  to  the 
passing  of  this  Bill.  The  promoters  and 
supporters  of  the  Bill  had  said,  that  it  was 
intended  for  the  benefit  of  the  country, 
and  that  it  would  be  a  great  boon  to  the 
ngriculturists.  He  denied  that  it  would 
be  a  benefit.  There  was  no  one  that 
suffered  more  severely  from  the  operation 
of  the  present  Poor-law  system  than  he 
did,  and  consequently  there  ought  to  be 
no  one  more  willing  to  get  rid  of  it  and 
to  support  the  present  Bill  if  that  were 
calculated  to  effect  its  pretended  object. 
But  he  could  not  support  it,  since  no  ar- 
gument that  he  yet  had  heard  had  per- 
suaded him,  that  the  agricultural  interests 
would  be  in  the  smallest  degree  benefitted 


by  the  pasting  of  the  present  measuee. 
It  would  be    said  very  probably,    that 
those  who  that  night  should  oppose  tlm 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  had  taken  a 
lesson  from  the  articles  of  certain  news- 
papers, and  from  certain  violent  speeches 
that  had  been  out  of  doors  pronounced 
against  the  Bill.    For  his  own  part  he 
had  neither  been  biassed  by  newspaper 
articles,  nor  violent  harangues,  since  his 
mind  had  been  long  made  up  as  to  the 
intpropriety    of   the    proposed    measure. 
Certamly,  some  alterations  had  been  made 
in  the  Committee;  but,  as  it  appeared  to 
him,  those  alterations  had  not  sufficiently 
softened   down  the    roost    objectionable 
features  of  the  measure.     The  very  objec« 
tionable  clauses  relating  to  settlement,  to 
the  unions  of  parishes,  and  to  bastardy, 
still  remained  nearly  the  same  as  they 
were  at  6rst.  With  respect  to  the  bastardy 
clauses,  he  would  tell  the  House,  that  the 
public  at  large  felt  no  sympathy   with 
them  on  the  score  of  their  anxiety  to  pass 
those  clauses;   and  he  would  also  say, 
that  the  public  thought,  that  the  passing 
of  those  clauses  would  throw  additional 
burthens  on  the  different  parishes  of  the 
country.    The  consequence  of  the  unions 
of  parishes  would  be,  that  fresh  work- 
houses would  be  erected ;  and  he  did  not 
think  those  unions  would  succeed,  es- 
pecially when  he  referred  to  the  county  of 
Suffolk,  in  which  the  system  had  been 
tried,  and  in  which  only  one  union  had 
been  found  to  work  well.     He  thought  it 
would  have  been   better  if  some  means 
were  taken  to  ascertain  the  effects  of  the 
different  unions  of  parishes  in  the  county 
of  Suffolk,  before  they  recommended  the 
adoption  of  that  system  throughout  Eng- 
land.    The  extreme  change  that  would 
be  caused  by  the  present  Bill,  particularly 
in  the  food  of  labourers,  would  be  the 
cause  of  a  great  deal  of  evil.     He  re- 
membered, some  years  ago,  when  he  was 
one  of  the  visiting  Magistrates  for  the 
county  of  Kent,  that  he  and  his  brother 
Magistrates  who  displayed  some  anxiety 
as  to  the  quality  of  the  food  supplied  to 
the  poor,  were  distinguished  by  the  ap- 
pellation of  **  fatteners.*'     He  concurred 
with  his  brother  Magistrates  in  listening 
to  some  representations  which  were  made  to 
them,  and  instead  of  supplying  the  prison 
at    Hastings   with   wheaten   bread,    they 
contracted  with  the  baker,  who  supplied 
Maidstone  gaol  with  the  same  description 
of  bread  made  from  oats  as  was  served 
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Ottt  in  the  barracks  in  that  town*  About 
ten  days  afterwards^  he  received  an  ex- 
press from  Hastings,  desiring  that  he 
would  immediately  go  there,  for  dysentery 
and  fever  prevailed  among  the  prisoners 
to  a  most  alarming  extent,  and  the  surgeon 
attributed  it  entirely  to  the  alteration  in 
the  quality  of  the  bread.  He  went  there 
immediately,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
representations  of  the  surgeon,  they  dis- 
posed of  all  the  bread  of  that  quality, 
and  procured  a  supply  of  the  description 
before  in  use.  He  certainly  was  afraid 
that  an  alteration  in  the  food  of  the  poor 
in  workhouses  would  lead  to  a  general 
evil  of  this  description.  Besides,  the 
system  of  unions  deprecated  by  the  poor, 
would  aggravate  their  discontent,  and 
alienate  them  from  their  neighbours  and 
the  farmers.  He  could  see  nothing  more 
cruel  than  to  refuse  relief  after  June, 
1835,  to  able-bodied  paupers  who  might 
be  willing  to  work ;  and  he  maintained, 
that  they  ought  to  receive  parish  relief 
unless  work  were  provided  for  them. 
He  dreaded  no  part  of  the  Bill  more  than 
the  fourth  provision  of  it,  bv  which  it  would 
be  enacted,  that  no  able-bodied  labourer 
would  be  entitled  to  relief  out  of  the  poor- 
rates  after  June,  1835.  He  bad  very 
great  fears  as  to  the  effect  this  part  of  the 
Bill  would  have  on  the  labourers  of  the 
country.  He  felt  strongly  on  the  subject, 
because  he  was  one  of  those  who  was 
anxious  that  the  Government  of  the  coun- 
try should  be  carried  on  quietly.  He 
was  satisfied,  however,  that  those  who 
would  be  anxious  to  enforce  the  law  in 
the  country  districts  would  be  obliged  to 
fly — that  it  would  no  longer  be  safe  for 
them  to  remain  there,  and  that  life  and 
property  would  not  be  secure  in  such 
places  after  the  passing  of  this  law.  It 
had  been  said  by  the  advocates  of  the 
measure  that  it  would  increase  the  rents 
of  the  landlords.  It  could  have  no  such 
effect.  It  would  be  impossible  to  increase 
the  ^alue  of  property  by  such  means. 
The  present  Bill  was,  however,  the  sequel 
of  that  passed  in  the  year  1819,  and  per- 
haps a  necessary  consequence  of  that. 
However,  he  was  sure,  that  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  not  have  voted  for  the 
former  measure  if  they  had  anticipated 
what  would  have  been  the  effect  of  it;  and 
he  was  sure  they  would  have  taken  some 
precautionary  steps  to  save  the  country 
from  the  consequences  of  such  a  violent 
change  as  would  be  produced  by  the 


present  Bill.    The  present  Bill,  he  re- 
peated, was  a  sequel  to  that  of  1819; 
but,  if  introduced  at  all,  it  should  have 
been  with    some  concomitant   measure, 
such  as,  for  instance,  a  Bill  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor  in  Ireland.    There  ought  also 
to  be  a  provision  to  make  an  alteration  in 
the  Malt* tax  as  soon  as  that  part  of  the 
Bill  came  into  operation  in  1835,  which 
would  throw  the  poor  upon  their  own  re- 
sources.   He  deprecated  the  intention  of 
throwing  the  poor  back  upon  their  own  re- 
sources, particularly  since  Parliament  had 
in  &  great  measure  stripped  them  of  all 
resource.    Unless    some   new  mode   of 
finding  labour  and  employment  for  the 
poor  should  be  adopted  the  consequence 
of ^  this  measure  would  be,  that  the  poor, 
in  spite  of  everything,  would  be  thrown 
upon  the  parishes,  and  the  agricultural 
distress  would  be  considerably  increased. 
He  would  be  glad  to  know,  where  there 
was  an  opening  for  employment  for  the 
poor.    There  was  none  in  agriculture-— 
none  in  the  mines — ^none  anywhere  else 
that  he  knew  of;  and  yet  after  June, 
1835,  they  were  to  obtain  no  relief  out  of 
the  poor-rates..     But  Gentlemen  might 
think  that  unemployed  labourers  would 
be  willing  to  emigrate,  and  when  he  spoke 
of  his  fears  about  the  effects  of  sudden 
changes  they  might  say,  that  no  change 
in  the  laws  could    take   place  without 
creating  a  certain  amount  of  discontent 
and  partial  collisions.    To  be  sure  the 
discontented  might  be  put  down  if  they 
were  in  the  wrong ;  but  when  they  had 
justice  on  their  side,  and  were  eoaded  on 
by  their  grievances,  the  recollection  of 
any  collision  between  them  and  the  police 
or  soldiery  to  put  them  down  would  be 
never  effaced  from  their  minds.  All  might 
recollect  the  melancholy  affair  of  Man- 
chester.   It  had  never  been  forgotten  by 
the  people,  and  still  remained  rankling  in 
their  memories.    He  recollected  an  affair 
which  took  place  many  years  ago  at  Bristol 
about  bridge-tolls,  which  the  people  re- 
fused to  pay,  and  which  the  Magistrates 
would  not  take  off.    The  people  came 
into  collision  with  the   authorities  and 
were  fired  upon  by  the  Hereford  Militia. 
They  never  forgot  the  aggression,  and 
when  many  years  afterwards  that  regiment 
passed  through  the  town  it  was  received 
with  general  execration,  though  perhaps 
there  did  not  remain  a  single  man  in  it 
who  had  anything  to  do  with  previously 
firing  upon  the  people.    He  cited  this  as 
2L2 
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a  proof  ibat  the  people  oerer  foigot  eol- 
litiom  that  took  place  between  tbemtelves 
and  the  toldiery,  and  the  eppreheosion  of 
•neh  celliAiou  was  one  reason  why  be 
objeeted  to  the  passing  of  the  present 
Measure.  Was  it  j  ust,  that  nothing  should 
be  done  to  stop  the  emigration  of  Irish 
kbonrers  to  this  country?  He  believed 
that  full  600,000  of  them  came  to  this 
coantry,  and  yet  nothing  was  done  to 
protect  the  home-market  of  labour  for  the 
English  labourer.  If  the  Irish  labourers 
were  removed  from  London  it  would  tend 
greatly  to  relieve  the  distress  of  the  Eng- 
lish labourers  in  the  metropolitan  counties, 
since  those  counties  would  then  supply 
die  metropolis  with  labourers,  and  in  that 
way  get  rid  of  their  surplus  labouring 
population.  The  House  should  do  justice 
to  the  English  labourer  and  to  English 
property  by  making  those  burthens  fall 
equallyon  Irish  property,  which  nowfellex- 
clusively  on  English  property.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  bad  on  a  former  night 
stated  that  the  measure  was  a  most  im- 
portant one,  and  that  the  House  should 
proceed  with  it  very  cautiously.  He 
regretted  that  that  non.  Member  was 
not  then  present  to  support  his  opinion, 
and  that  be  had  not  on  a  former  oc- 
casion expressed  his  opinions  more 
largely  on  the  subject.  With  respect  to 
the  Report  of  the  Peor-Law  Commis- 
sioners he  acknowledged  that  it  showed 
proofs  of  their  industry  and  talent ;  but 
many  portions  of  it  showed  that  they  had 
been  too  much  addicted  to  fishing  for 
questions  and  answers,  which  made  him 
entertain  less  respect  for  that  Report  than 
other  hon.  Members.  He  did  not  envy 
the  Commissioner  that  would  be  obliged 
to  go  into  the  southern  counties  of  Eng- 
land and  tell  the  labourers  they  would  be 
compelled  to  live  in  the  same  way  as  the 
labourers  of  the  northern  counties,  and 
that  their  wheaten  loaf  was  to  be  changed 
into  a  barley  one.  The  reception  of  such 
a  Commissioner  in  the  South  would  not 
be  a  very  kindly  one.  The  effect  of  this 
Bill  would  be  to  exasperate  the  labourers 
of  the  southern  counties,  and  to  weaken 
their  attachment  and  allegiance  to  the 
Government  of  the  country.  He  was 
sure,  if  they  were  anxious  to  uphold  the 
security  of  property  in  the  country,  they 
should  pause  before  they  agreed  to  this 
last  stage  of  the  BilL  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  proposing  his  Amendment. 
Sir  Hm^rif    WiUoughbt/  seconded  the 


Anendment,  He  Mt  the  atmoit 
dence  in  the  well-known  abiitty  and* 
knowledge  of  his  hon.  liriead  on  all  matteiv 
relating  to  the  Poor-laws,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  the  objections  to  this  BtH  had 
not  been  folly  stated  nor  met  with  suffi- 
cient attention.  There  had  been  103  pe- 
titions, with  9,000  signatures  against  the 
Bill.  Twenty-five  of  the  largest  towns^ 
and  ten  of  the  largest  parishes  in  and  near 
London,  had  petitioned,  not  against  the 
details,  but  against  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  including  Bristol,  Birmingham, 
Leeds,  Huddersfield,  Halifax,  Glooesler, 
Exeter,  Oxibrd,  Westminster,  Wakefield, 
and  many  others.  The  meetings  had 
been  duly  convened,  and  men  experienced 
in  matters  of  the  poor  had  protested 
against  the  Central  Board  and  its  powers, 
the  system  of  workhouses,  and  of  Union, 
and  the  settlement  and  bastardy  clauses. 
He  obiected  to  the  workhouse  system  as 
a  condition  of  relief;  it  was  no  part  of  tbe 
43rd  of  Elizabeth.  Work,  but  not  work- 
houses, was  the  principle  of  that  Act. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  Act  about  woik- 
houses,  though  convenient  dwellings 
might  be  built  for  the  poor  under  sectioQ 
5.  A  workhouse  necessarily  occasioned 
a  moral  mischief.  Let  it  be  framed  with 
what  regulations,  rules,  and  orders  it 
might,  it  was  an  inherent  defect  in  human 
nature  that  large  masses  of  thepopulatioa 
placed  within  the  same  walls  would  be 
contaminated.  The  Poor-law  report  ad- 
mitted at  page  172 — that  in  superior  houses, 
well  manag^,  having  800  to  1,000  inmates, 
a  rapid  extension  of  vicious  connexion  was 
inevitable.  He  used  the  same  words. 
He  had  seen  many  workhouses.  One  of 
the  best  was  on  tfa^  frontier  of  Holland — 
a  well-managed  colony,  yet  after  all  it  was 
but  a  species  of  civilized  slavery.  I'here 
was  moral  mischief  in  all  workhouses,  only 
to  be  justified  by  the  necessity  of  impos- 
ing a  check  on  the  idle  and  the  profligate. 
He  condemned  workhouses,  not  as  an 
appendage  to  other  measures,  but  as  a 
system,  to  which  the  Bill  evidently  pointed 
through  all  its  various  provisions.  Before 
the  workhouse  system  could  be  applied, 
the  actual  state  of  the  labourers  of  Eng- 
land should  be  studied.  He  found  on 
examination  that  vast  masses  of  the  able- 
bodied  were  in  the  habit  of  receiving  re- 
lief. He  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  sys- 
tem ^  priori ;  it  might  be  bad ;  it  was 
bad  :  but  it  had  been  acted  on  for  forty 
years;  aad  there  it  wa»«  He  found  tht 
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band-loom  weaTers  of  Manchester,  Sal- 
ford,  Carlisle,  mecbaoics  in  Clerkenwell, 
artificeni  in  BirmiDgham,  silk  people  in 
Coventry  and  Bethnal-green,  the  hosiers 
of  Worcester,  Tewkesbury,  Hinckley, 
stocking-makers  in  Nottingham,  3,000 
spinners  in  Trowbridge  and  the  West  of 
England,  all  received  relief  in  aid  of  waces. 
The  hon.  member  for  Manchester  had 
foretold  the  total  ruin  of  the  hand-loom 
weaver  if  aid  were  withheld,  where  the 
loom  was  borrowed,  and  who  was  kept  in 
competition  with  machinery  by  a  small 
|ind  weekly  relief.  Remove  such  a  man 
into  a  workhouse,  and  he  was  ruined  for 
ever.  In  the  country  it  was  not  better. 
Two  hundred  and  twenty  parishes  gave 
a  return  of  redundant  labour.  What  was 
the  langgage  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  1828? — that  re- 
dundant labour  was  the  cause  of  the 
misery  of  the  peasantry,  and  of  low  wages. 
One-half  of  the  county  of  SuflTolk  received 
relief.  There  was  a  proportion  of  133 
persons  in  Sussex  to  do  the  work  of  100. 
Mr.  Day,  an  able  Magistrate,  calculated 
8,000  surplus  labourers  in  the  rapes  of 
Sussex.  Could  the  House  sanction  a 
workhouse  system  to  be  applied  to  such 
districts?  Grant  the  system  was  good 
for  the  idle  and  worthless,  who  preyed  on 
the  funds  of  the  parish,  could  overseers 
place  within  the  walls  of  a  workhouse 
those  who  were  willing  to  work,  and  whose 
only  fault  was  they  could  find  no  one  pro- 
vided with  funds  to  employ  them  ?  He 
put  this  question  strongly,  because  he  felt  it 
was  unanswerable.  If  it  were  true,  as  some 
of  the  Assistant-Commissioners  seemed  to 
think,  that  all  parties  applying  for  relief 
were .  mendicants,  if  not  rogues,  whose 
title  was  based  on  a  portion  of  idleness, 
and  of  which  the  most  was  made  accord- 
ing as  he  was  expert  in  lying  and  intimid- 
ation, to  use  the  expressions  of  Mr. 
Cowell,  the  system  might  be  good. 
But  take  the  hundred  of  Corford.  The 
population  amounted  to  7,877  people — 
those  who  received  relief  to  4,304.  This 
hundred  was  once  the  seat  of  a  flourishing 
woollen  manufacture ;  but  the  powers  of 
machinery  had  silenced  the  knitting 
needle^  the  shuttle,  and  the  spinning 
wheel  and  the  distaff,  yet  the  Laws  of  Set- 
tlement bound  the  people  to  their  parishes. 
Could  the  House  sanction  a  workhouse 
system  in  such  a  district,  without  becom- 
ing parties  to  an  act  of  injustice  ?     He 

j<Nn«d  in  the  eloquent  Iftoguaye  of  the 


Commissioner,  Mr.  Stuart^  '<  Who  is  now 
to  rush  among  the  unhappy  victims  of  a 
bad  system,  and  select  those  who  are  to 
be  shut  up  in  a  workhouse,  or  to  be  stig- 
matized by  a  badge?''  Again,  take  the 
case  of  Battle.  There  was  a  surplus  of 
labour—weighty  men  out  of  employ  in 
summer,  and  the  report  says,  all  in  winter. 
Be  it  so — build  a  workhouse — ^the  un- 
married may  do  wellfor  a  time — the  mar- 
ried would  go  into  the  workhouse  ?  When 
would  they  come  out  ? — their  home  was 
gone — their  household  goods  ware  sold ; 
they  must  remain  indefinitely  in  the  work- 
house, and  moral  -  mischief  would  ensue. 
The  emigration  clause  caused  a  debate ; 
he  heard  with  pleasure  the  observations  of 
his  hon.  friend,  the, member  for  Wolver- 
hampton on  the  necessity  of  a  sound  sys- 
tem of  emigration ;  but  why  ?  The  argu- 
ment itself  implied  a  surplus  popula- 
tion, at  least  in  some  places.  If  so,  it 
was  fatal  to.  the  workhouse  system  as  a 
general  plan.  The  House  had  no  right, 
as  it  must  have  no  inclination,  so  to  deal 
with  a  surplus  population.  The  right 
hon.  member  for  Cambridge  agreed  in  the 
necessity  of  a  good  plan  of  emigration. 
He  eulogized,  and  justly.  Sir  Wilmot 
Horton ;  but  he  forgot  the  conclusion  of 
Sir  Wilmot  Horton's  report,  which  says 
**  it  is  impossible  to  do  anything  for  Eng- 
land by  emigration  unless  you  apply  your- 
self to  Ireland,  whose  population  will 
quickly  fill  up  any  vacuum,  and  reduce  the 
labouring  classes  to  an  uniform  state  of 
degradation  and  misery.''  •  That  suggested 
an  important  consideration.  It  was  urged 
that  the  Legislature  was  about  to  throw 
the  English  labourer  on  his  resources. 
He  would  say  take  care,  you  know  what 
those  resources  are,  .and  see  that  the  la- 
bourer has  fair  play.  The  vast  mass  of 
taxation  fell  on  the  shoulders  of  the  pro- 
ductive classes :  the  sum  of  26,000,000/. 
of  public  revenue  were  levied  on  the  food 
ana  drink  of  the  people,  to  say  nothing 
of  other  taxation.  Let  them  take  care 
how  they  applied  a  strict  workhouse  system 
to  such  a  state  of  financial  policy.  Ha 
approved  of  the  policy,  in  1796,  of  secur- 
ing a  minimum  of  wages  to  the  English 
labourer.  At  that  time  the  deluge  of 
paper  money  was  about  to  break  foith, 
producing  on  money  prices  the  same 
effect  as  the  discovery  of  mines  in  America 
in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth ;  at  that  time  the 
allowance   system  so  far  protected   the 

lower  clftHei^famine  i^nd  other  evils  were 
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thus  aToided,  thoogb  it  must  ever  be  la- 
mented that  a  temporary  meatare  in 
1795  was  acted  on  permanently,  and  had 
introduced  evili  which  all  deplored.  But 
in  timet  of  faminei  that  which  was  done 
in  1795  must  be  done  again:  even  the 
Commissioners  would  again  pursue  the 
course  for  which  Magistrates  had  been  so 
unjustly  blamed.  The  people  could  not 
starve*  That  was  the  principle  of  the 
Poor-law,  and  it  was  the  only  ground  on 
which  the  offences  of  mendicancy  and 
vagrancy  can  be  got  rid  of.  Doubts  had 
been  expressed  as  to  the  effects  of  the 
immigration  of  labour  from  Ireland  on 
the  English  labourer ;  he  would  quote  no 
English  authority,  but  a  Scotch  one,  and 
a  very  good  evidence,  Mr.  Brown  of  Gal- 
loway, who  said  **  pauperism  is  increas- 
ing in  Scotland,  owing  chiefly  to  the  great 
influx  of  Irish  labourers,  who,  content  to 
live  in  huts,  to  feed  on  potatoes,  to  be 
clothed  in  rsgs,  and  to  allow  their  wives 
and  children  to  beg,  underbid,  and  under- 
work the  Scotch  labourers,  who  are  com- 
pelled to  leave  the  country,  or  to  adopt 
the  same  habits  to  bear  a  fair  competition." 
Place  the  English  labourer  in  a  workhouse, 
make  it  very  disagreeable,  deprive  him  of 
bis  liberty^  of  his  accustomed  enjoyments 
-»no  beer,  no  tobacco,  (according  to  the 
Report),  and  he  might  be  driven  out ; 
but  be  then  came  into  the  towns,  in  com- 
petition with  the  Irish  labourer;  and  in 
the  country,  if  he  had  a  large  family,  and 
could  not  migrate,  he  must  take  the  mttit- 
mum  of  wages ;  in  fact,  whatever  he  was 
offered.  Would  that  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  the  working  classes  ?  Would  that 
work  out  the  comfort  of  the  labourer? 
Could  the  independent  labourer  be  bene* 
fitted  by  this  forced  competition?  He 
had  great  doubts,  and  therefore  he  op- 


X 


posed  the  Bill.  As  to  other  points,  he 
contended  for  the  necessity  of  some  in- 
termediate authority  between  the  Board 
and  the  country  authorities.    The  Re- 

Krt  had  declared  the  local  authorities  to 
unworthy  of  trust ;  yet  who  would  the 
guardians  be  ?  They  must  be  the  servants 
of  the  Commissioners,  who  would  pre- 
scribe rules,  and  punish  misconduct  by 
fines.  Would  the  gentry  take  the  office  of 
guardians  ?  The  Commissioners  were  how- 
ever, to  have  nothing  to  do  with  particu- 
lar cases.  There  was  a  proviso  to  this 
effect.  What  then  would  become  of  the 
complaints  of  the  lower  classes?  As<« 
fuming  the  laws  and  rules  of  th9  Centrtil 


Board  to  be  good,  who  would  see  to  their 
enforcement?  Who  was  to  be  certain 
that  guardians  would  attend — when  and 
where,  so  that  they  might  be  of  easy  ac'^ 
cess?  Was  there  no  danger  of  their  neg« 
ligence  or  harshness  ?  In  answer  to  the 
47th  query,  magistrates,  gentry,  clergy , 
curates,  churchwardens,  vestry  clerks,  and 
overseers,  agreed  that  some  appeal  was 
required  to  prevent  tyranny  ana  oppres- 
sion. The  power  of  forming  unions  would 
be  oppressive.  There  were  four  large  pa- 
rishes and  six  small — the  small  with  easy 
burthens,  the  large  with  heavy  burthens. 
Two  euardians  were  assigned  to  each  of 
the  large;  thus  the  eight  guardians 
of  the  large  parishes  would  control  the 
six  of  the  smaller,  and  would  saddle  them 
with  expenses  for  workhouses,  officers, 
and  other  matters  for  which  thev  had  not 
any  occasion.  Thus,  to  take  tne  case  of 
Pulborough,  a  heavily  burihened  parish, 
all  the  neighbouring  parishes  would  be 
made  to  contribute,  which  would  alter  the 
value  of  the  property  in  all  such  parishes. 
It  was  no  answer  to  say,  the  payments 
must  be  made  in  a  certain  proportion. 
He  protested  against  any  payment  what- 
ever for  purposes  and  objects  that  were 
not  required  by  the  parish  called  upon  to 
contribute,  and  he  thought,  a  majority  of 
rate-payers  should  decide.  He  must  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  aged  poor  under  this  Bill. 
He  thought  it  bad  policy  and  against 
justice  to  weaken  their  fair  claims.  The 
Act,  36th  George  3rd  was  repealed  ;  relief 
could  not  be  claimed  out  of  a  workhouse, 
where  there  was  one.  Who  was  there 
who  knew  the  condition  of  the  aged  poor 
in  the  villages,  that  did  not  know,  that 
removal  from  a  cottage  to  a  workhouse 
was  the  most  odious  of  changes? — ^the 
loss  of  quiet,  of  your  accustomed  haunts 
and  society,  became  absolute  privations. 
The  old  Act  limited  the  distance  to  ten 
miles;  but,  under  this  Bill,  an  aged  pauper 
might  be  taken  twenty  miles  or  more, 
when,  in  point  of  justice,  economy,  and 
fairnesSy  he  would  be  better  off  in  his 
village.  He  contended,  that  the  aged 
poor  at  the  least  should  be  excepted  from 
this  Bill ;  no  one  blamed  that  part  of  the 
existing  administration  of  the  laws.  The 
Report  admitted,  that  this  class  of  relief 
was  fairly  given.  He  pretended  to  no 
more  humanity  than  any  other  hon.  Mem- 
ber; but  he  believed,  that  every  humane 
mind  would  at  once  admit  the  propriety 
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of  leaving  to  the  aged  poor  the  benefit  of 
d6th  George  3rd.  He  must  conclude  he 
had  selected  some  leading  points  of  ob- 
jection. There  was  too  much  of  discretion 
in  the  Bill.  Discretion  in  a  legislator  was 
a  good  thing :  to  use  the  language  of 
Lord  Coke,  in  a  legislator  it  was  a  golden 
rule  ;  but  when  the  Act  was  law,  and  to  be 
acted  upon,  it  might  become  a  crooked 
cord.  This  was  his  fear.  Discretion 
already  had  done  evils,  yet  the  roost  im- 
portant clauses  were  contradicted  by  their 
provisoes.  He  pitied  those  who  would 
have  to  act  under  the  Bill.  The  Poor- 
law  Report  only  recommended  a  cheap 
agency  to  carry  into  effect  the  intentions 
of  the  Legislature ;  but  the  Legislature  did 
not  declare  its  intentions ;  it  trusted  to 
the  discretion  of  three  nameless  gentle- 
men on  matters  in  which  the  Legislature 
alone  could  speak  with  force  and  effect. 
The  Bill  trenched  also  too  much  on  the 
principles  of  self-government — one  of  the 
best  points  of  the  English  Constitution, 
which  left  to  families,  parishes,  towns, 
and  counties,  to  govern  themselves.  All 
over  the  world,  in  Turkey  as  in  England, 
the  benefits  of  this  course  were  visible. 
Even  in  the  misgoverned  provinces  of 
Turkey  the  peasantry  governed  themselves 
in  their  villages,  and  bore  up  against  the 
rapacities  and  mischiefs  of  the  worst  form 
of  Government.  He  thought  this  principle 
was  invaded  too  strongly  by  this  Bill.  He 
did  not  object  to  a  Central  Board  acting 
as  a  Board  of  Control ;  he  did  object  to 
one  which  appeared  intended  to  interfere 
and  to  meddle  in  matters  which  the  rate- 
payers could  settle  and  adjust  much  better 
for  themselves.  He  must,  therefore,  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  Wolryche  Whitmore  had  not  in- 
tended to  take  any  part  in  the  discussion 
at  the  present  stage  of  the  Bill,  as  it  had 
already  been  so  fully  discussed  on  other 
occasions  ;  but  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  against  the  Bill,  he 
felt  called  upon  to  trouble  the  House  with 
a  few  remarks.  The  hon.  member  for 
Kent  had  admitted,  that  great  evils  ex- 
isted in  the  administration  of  the  Poor- 
laws  in  the  south  of  England;  but  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think,  that  it 
would  be  extremely  difficult,  if  not  im- 
possible, to  have  a  system  free  from  such 
defects.  If  the  hon.  Member  would  visit 
the  part  of  the  country  where  he  resided 
occasionally,  the  hon.  Member  would  find 
ft  system  uee  from  those  defects  which 


had  been  pointed  out.  The  hon.  Member, 
however  seemed  to  think,  that  it  would 
be  improper  to  act  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciples in  the  south  of  England  as  were 
acted  upon  in  the  north.  He  seemed  to 
think,  that  the  agricultural  labourers  in 
the  north  lived  on  oat  bread,  and  were  in 
a  most  miserable  condition  ;  but  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the 
peasantry  in  the  north  were  in  a  much 
better  situation  than  he  seemed  to  be 
aware  of.  The  truth  was,  that  the  hon. 
Member,  as  well  as  other  hon.  Gentlemen, 
supposed,  that  the  present  system  of  Poor- 
laws  was  the  only  possible  one  that  could 
be  supported  ;  but  he  was  convinced,  that 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  adoption 
of  the  remedies  that  had  been  proposed. 
Both  the  hon.  Member  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  admitted,  that  there  was  a  surplus 
population  in  the  country.  He  believed 
that  was  the  case,  and  that  it  had  been 
mainly  brought  about  by  the  maladmi- 
nistration of  the  Poor-laws,  which  had 
operated  as  an  encouragement  to  the  in- 
crease of  population.  It  had  been  stated 
that,  as  long  as  this  surplus  population 
continued,  it  would  be  extremely  difficult 
and  dangerous  to  attempt  a  change:  He 
admitted,  that  there  was  danger  in  a  great 
and  sudden  change,  but  he  put  that 
against  the  evils  which  would  arise  from 
the  continuance  of  the  present  system, 
and  he  thought,  that  the  evil  likely  to 
arise  from  the  former  was  slight  in  com- 
parison with  that  which  would  result  from 
the  latter.  He  contended,  that  they  were 
bound  as  legislators  at  once  to  meet  the 
evil,  which  was  not  only  perfectly  obvious^ 
but  which,  if  permitted  to  continue,  would 
involve  all  the  property  and  interests  in 
the  country  in  one  common  ruin.  He 
thought,  that  there  might  be  some  danger 
in  carrying  the  measure  into  effect ;  but, 
as  legislators,  they  were  bound  at  once  to 
meet  a  great  and  increasing  danger,  and 
to  apply  an  efiacient  remedy.  It  was  their 
duty  at  once  to  place  the  labouring  popula- 
tion in  such  a  situation  that  their  condition 
could  be  ameliorated,  and  this  could  only 
be  done  by  some  extensive  and  efBcient 
measure  similar  to  that  before  the  House, 
When  hon.  Gentlemen  endeavoured  to 
show  how  much  of  inhumanity  there  was 
in  a  change  of  the  law,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  they  looked  to  individual  cases,  and 
overlooked  the  great  principles  of  legisla- 
tion and  the  application  of  them  to  the 

present  stete  of  thip^,  He  wcis  conyincedi 
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that  great  evil  bad  been  ioflicted  on  the 
labouring  daiies  of  this  couDtry,  by  lead- 
ing them  early  to  life  to  rely  on  the  poor- 
ratea  for  the  meant  of  tubsisteoce,  iuitead 
of  looking  to  iheir  own  exertions.  The 
hon.  member  for  Kent  had  stated,  that 
they  would  do  great  evil  to  the  labouring 
classes  if  they  passed  that  Bill ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  shown  that  this 
would  be  the  case,  and  he  distinctly  denied 
the  accuracy  of  the  hon.  Member's  in- 
ference. His  hon.  friend  had  said,  that 
he  lived  in  a  part  of  the  country  in  which 
the  poor  were  willing  to  labour.  He  was 
perfectly  satisfied  Uiat  the  poor  were  will- 
mg  to  labour,  provided  the  labour  was  of 
a  beneficial  character;  but  they  were  not 
willing  to  labour  when  they  found  that  it 
was  not  of  that  character,  such,  for  in- 
stance, as  digging  in  gravel-pits,  or  in 
digging  holes  one  day  and  filling  them  up 
on  the  next.  The  poor  very  naturally 
complained  of  this  uselesii  species  of  labour, 
and  a  great  portion  of  the  poor  fund  was 
expended  in  it  which  might  be  profitably 
employed.  He  need  hardly  add,  that  such 
a  mode  of  proceeding  was  injurious  to  the 
poor  man.  He  knew  that  a  great  many 
farmers  encouraged  this  species  of  mis- 
chievous labour  by  paying  a  great  portion 
of  the  wages  out  of  the  poor*s-rates,  that 
thev  might  make  a  demand  on  the  land- 
lords for  the  reduction  of  their  rents,  and 
also  in  hopes  that  they  might  throw  a 
portion  of  the  charge  on  the  other  in- 
habitants of  the  parish.  He  was  satisfied 
that  they  were  mistaken,  as  nothing  tended 
so  much  to  destroy  elasticity  of  mind  in 
the  labourers,  and  to  make  tliem  of  in. 
ferior  character,  as  acting  upon  such  erro- 
neous principles,  which  was  exemplified 
by  their  conauct  in  a  great  part  of  the 
south  of  England.  The  Legislature  were 
bound  to  lay  down  sound  principles  on 
which  to  act.  If  they  could  find  such 
principles  as  would  probably  afford  a 
remedy  to  the  present  evils  of  the  system 
they  should  apply  them  fearlessly.  He 
believed,  thai  the  present  measure  would 
be  fraught  with  the  greatest  good  to  the 
country,  and  he  felt  assured,  that  none 
would  be  more  benefitted  by  it  than  the 
labouring  classes  themselves ;  and  he  did 
not  think  he  was  wrong,  for  his  opinions 
had  not  been  taken  up  lightly  or  incon- 
siderately. 

Mr.  Benett  said,  that  his  hon.  friend 
who  had  just  sat  down,  had  declared,  that 
there  was  more  comfort  amongat  thg  Ja- 


bouriog  classes  of  Ibe  coanty  of  Salop 
than  was  to  be  met  with  amongst  the 
labourers  of  the  county  of  Kent,  and 
be  imputed  the  circumstance  to  a  portion 
of  the  wages  of  tho  latter  being  paid  out 
of  the  poor's  rates;  that,  in  short,  the 
labouring  people  of  the  northero  counties 
lived  much  better   than    those  in    the 
southern  districts,  and  were  altogether  in 
a  superior  situation.     He  was  surprised, 
that  his  hon.  friend,  before  he  hazarded 
this  statement,    had  not  examined  the 
three  large  blue  books  on  the  table.    If 
he  had,  he  would  have  found  a  statement 
of  the  wages  paid  to  a  labourer  in  Rent 
and  in  Salop.     From  that  Report,  it  ap« 
peered,  that  the  average  annual  wages 
paid  to  an  agricultural  labourer  in  Keot 
was  48/.  5j.,  while  in  Salop,  the  annual 
average  wages  to  a  labourer  was  only  Z6L 
Again,  he  found,  that  the  average  poor* 
rate  paid  on  each  pauper  was  14r.  5d,  in 
Kent,  while  the  similar  charge  in  Salop 
was  only  It,  9d.     He  would  ask,  whether 
it  was  not  extraordinary,  that  with  double 
poor-rates  in   Kent,  as  compared  with 
Salop,   and  one-third  more    wages,  the 
labourers  in  Kent  should  be  starving,  whilst 
in  Salop  they  got  good  meat  and  bread. 
He  denied,  that  there  was  any  evidence  to 
support  that  assertion.     He  would  exem- 
plify his  opinion  on  a  larger  scale.     He 
would  take  fourteen  of  the  northern  coun- 
ties, in  which  the  labourers  were  said  to 
be  in  such  comfort,  and  fourteen  of  the 
southern  counties,  going  as  far  west  as 
Wiltshire  and  Gloucester,  and  would  show, 
from  the  Report  of  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners what  were  the  facts  of  the  case. 
He  did  so  because  he  had  heard  so  much 
of  the  comfort  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
of  the   north  of  England,  of  the  large 
wages  obtained  by  them,  and  of  the  excd- 
lence  of  the  farmers,  and  at  the  same  time 
were  told  of  the  injurious  and  heartless 
conduct  of  the  landlords  and  farmers  o 
the  south  of  England.    He  found,  that 
the  average  annual  wages  paid  to  an  agri- 
cultural labourer  in  the  fourteen  southern 
counties  of  England  was  4U.   17s.  7c/., 
while,  in  the  fourteen  northern  counties,  it 
was  only  37/.  7s.  Hd.    This  statement 
was  taken  from  the  documents  published 
in  the  Report  of  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners.    He  denied,  that  there  was  anv 
ground  for  the  assertion  that   wages    in 
the    south   were   worse   in   any    respect 
than  wages  in  the  north.    In  the  south, 
wagaa  were  higher  than  in  any  part  of 
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England;  at  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
deny,  that  the  poor-rates  were  larger. 
He  deniedy  however,  that  it  could  be  truly 
saidy  that  wages  were  paid  out  of  the 
poor  rates*  Wages  were  paid  on  a  scale 
framed  according  to  the  price  of  provi- 
sions. He  knew,  that  his  hon.  friend 
entertained  great  objections  to  this  plan  ; 
but  in  practice  it  had  been  found  benefi- 
cial. The  object  of  the  scale  of  wages 
ivast  to  establish  a  minimum  of  wages, 
which  was  desirable  for  the  welfare  of 
the  labouring  classes.  He  objected 
strongly  to  making  relief  conditional  on 
going  mto  the  workhouse,  which  would 
be  productive  of  the  greatest  cruelty. 
He  had  known  instances  of  industrious 
labourers  who  had  lived  in  a  parish  forty 

! rears  without  requiring  parochial  aid,  at 
ast  being  compelled  to  demand  temporary 
relief.  Would  it  not  be  a  case  of  cruelty 
to  send  such  persons  to  a  workhouse? 
He  protested  also,  against  sending  able- 
bodied  men  with  their  families  to  the  work- 
house, as  it  would  only  tend  to  load  the 
workhouses  with  a  dead  weight  of  poverty. 
Such  principles  as  were  now  proposed 
to  be  acted  upon  in  that  Bill  had  been 
denounced  by  the  political  economists 
when  Mr.  Wilmot  Horton  brought  for- 
ward his  plan  ;  but  in  consequence  of  the 
opposition  he  had  to  contend  with,  he  was 
obliged  to  abandon  it.  He  should  vote 
against  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Bulieel  said,  that  thinking  the 
measure  would  be  a  very  great  improve* 
ment  in  the  law,  he  was  anxious  to  give  it 
his  support,  notwithstanding  a  petition 
had  been  presented  against  it,  from  that 
part  of  the  county  of  Devon  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  that  in  opposing  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  did  no  more 
than  his  duty.  Even  if  they  were  to  pass 
it,  he  was  satisfied  it  would  fail  in  its  oper- 
ation. The  arguments  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  and  the  other 
Gentlemen  by  whom  the  Government  were 
supported  on  this  occasion,  were  founded 
upon  two  fallacies.  They  in  the  first 
place  assumed,  that  there  was  no  alterna- 
tive left  but  the  adoption  of  this  Bill,  or 
leaving  the  Poor-laws  with  all  their  imper- 
fections on  their  head.  Now,  this  he 
begged  leave  to  deny.  In  no  one  debate 
which  had  taken  place  on  the  subject,  had 
a  single  word  been  said,  which  could  be 
construed  into  a  defence  of  the  abuses  of 
(be  ayitem.    On  the  contraryi  it  was  on 


all  sides  admitted  that  much  mal-adminis- 
t ration  existed^  and  that  it  was  most  ne- 
cessary that  abuses  should  be  corrected; 
It  was  said,  that  transferring  the  power 
now  exercised  by  the  rate-payers  into  the 
hands  of  Commissioners,  would  be  a  great 
advantage ;  but  such  a  course  would,  in 
his  opinion,  produce  the  very  contrary 
effect,  and,  instead  of  remedying  the  evils 
complained  of,  would  only,  he  firmly  be* 
lieved,  tend  to  increase  them.  It  was 
represented  by  the  advocates  of  the  mea- 
sure, that  its  effect  would  be,  to  raise  the 
rate  of  wages,  and  of  course  benefit  the 
labouring  poor ;  that  was  the  second  fal- 
lacy which  had  been  put  forward.  Instead 
of  bettering  the  condition  of  the  labouring 
poor,  its  effect  would  be,  to  depress  their 
situation  very  considerably.  Was  there  a 
single  provision  contained  in  this  Bill 
which  would  give  additional  employment 
to  the  labouring  classes  ?  or  did  it  in 
any  one  clause  or  part  of  it  suggest  any 
mode  by  which  they  were  to  be  relieved 
from  the  distress  under  which  they  la- 
boured? In  short,  was  there  a  single 
feature  of  this — he  must  be  allowed  to  call 
it,  because  it  was  the  opinion  he  enter- 
tained of  it— *odiou6  and  cruel  measure, 
which  held  out  the  least  prospect  or  hope 
to  the  poor,  that  when  they  were  deprived 
of  relief  from  the  parish,  they  would  have 
work  to  enable  them  to  live  f  There  war 
not,  and  therefore  it  was  worse  than  idle 
to  say,  that  its  effect  would  be  to  better 
their  condition.  The  fact  was,  that  this 
Bill  proceeded  upon  the  principle,  that  in 
no  case  whatever  would  they  be  entitled 
to  relief  except  on  the  condition  of  work- 
ing. That  was,  in  fact,  the  principle  on 
which  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  pro- 
ceeded. The  poor  man  would  be  told, 
''  You  must  either  go  into  the  workhouse, 
or  we  cannot  give  you  relief;"  and  no  dis- 
tinction whatever  was  to  be  made  between 
honesty  and  immorality,  and  the  aged  and 
infirm,  and  the  able-bodied  labourer.  All 
were  to  be  treated  alike.  But  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  such  a  system  as  this  ? 
Would  it  not  multiply  workhouses  in  all 
parts  of  the  country,  and  increase  rather 
than  diminish  pauperism?  It  was  said, 
however,  that  the  present  system  was  de- 
fective and  called  for  alteration.  Ad- 
mitted ;  but  then  was  the  fact,  that  errors 
existed  in  that  system  to  be  taken  as  proof 
that  this  Bill  was  wise  and  would  work 
well?  In  the  Report  of  the  Commis* 
lionersi  they  itatedj  that  they  entertainet) 
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no  hope  that  the  evils  complained  of  wouM 
beeraidicated  by  the  measure  they  pro- 
posed ;  and  what  was  this  but  an  admis- 
sion,  that  if  this  Bill  were  not  accompanied 
by  other  measures  for  the  relief  of  the  poor, 
it  would  be  wholly  inoperative  ?  Now,  It 
was  very  well  to  say,  that  if  this  Bill 
passed,  the  poor  rates  would  be  diminished. 
He  knew,  that  this  notion  induced  some 
of  the  Members  of  that  House  to  give  it 
their  support;  but  for  himself,  be  must 
say,  that  he  would  much  rather  pay  even 
high  poor  rates  than  be  relieved  mm  the 
payment  by  such  a  Bill  as  this.  He 
should  like  to  know  how  it  would  |;ive  ad- 
ditional security  to  property,  or  m  what 
way  the  situation  or  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty would  be  benefited  by  it  ?  His  be- 
lief was,  that  its  tendency  would  be  to 
alienate  the  affections  of  the  poor  from  the 
rich,  and  no  measure  that  was  likely  to 
lead  to  such  a  result  would  give  security 
to  either  person  or  property.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  talk  of  the  situation  of  the 
poor  at  the  time  the  Act  of  the  43rd  of 
Elizabeth  was  passed;  but  could  they 
now  restore  them  to  the  condition  in  which 
they  then  were?  He  was  satisfied  that 
they  could  not.  But  must  it  not  be  ob* 
▼ious,  that  a  measure  which  might  have 
been  wise  in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth  would 
be  altogether  inapplicable  at  the  present 
period  ?  A  variety  of  circumstances  had 
concurred  to  render  the  state  of  society 
more  complicated  now  than  it  was  then, 
and  the  discovery  and  use  of  machinery 
had  produced  a  very  striking  alteration  in 
tfie  condition  of  the  poor.  He  was  willing 
to  admit,  that  the  use  of  machinery  was 
beneficial  in  the  highest  degree  to  the 
wealth  of  the  country;  but  he,  at  the 
same  time,  thought  that  its  advantages  to 
the  labouring  classes  were  very  doubtful. 
He  obiected,  however,  to  the  Bill  because 
it  hela  out  no  hope  that  the  condition  of 
the  labouring  classes  would  be  benefited 
by  the  change ;  on  the  contrary,  it  would 
be  productive  of  great  hardship  to  them, 
and  therefore  he  resisted  this  Bill.  It 
was  as  great  an  insult  to  the  labouring 
classes  to  hold  this  measure  out  as  a  boon 
to  them,  as  it  was  to  hold  the  bastardy 
clause  out  as  a  boon  to  females.  The 
one  was  just  as  great  a  boon  as  the 
other.  With  respect  to  the  alteration 
proposed  to  be  made  in  the  Bastardy 
Laws,  he  must  say,  that  a  more  arbitrary 
and  cruel  proposition  could  not  be  adopted 
bj  Ihf  most  tyrannical  Ugislature  that 


ever  existed.  It  was  most  unjust,  that  the 
whole  of  the  burthen  should  be  thrown 
upon  the  female,  and  such  a  recommend- 
ation onl  V  showed  how  little  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  understood  the  subject  with 
which  they  had  to  deal.  But  this  Bill 
took  away  the  consolation  which  the  poor 
had  under  the  present  system,  of  stating 
their  grievances  to  thetr  more  wealthy 
neighbours,  or  seeking  an  alleviation  of 
their  distress  at  the  hands  of  a  Magistrate. 
The  duty  of  administering  relief  was  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  a  set  of  paid  Com- 
missioners, who  could  have  no  sympathy 
for  the  situation  of  the  pauper ;  and  when 
the  poor  found  that  they  could  no  longer 
benefit  bv  the  interference  of  the  wealUiy 
on  their  behalf,  would  not  the  aflections 
of  the  lower  classes  be  alienated  from  the 
higher?  He  was,  however,  convinced, 
that  this  Bill  would  fail,  and  that  in  a 
short  time  the  House  would  be  called  upon 
either  to  repeal  or  so  to  alter  it  as  to 
make  it  suitable  to  the  views  of  the  people. 
Mr.  Slaney  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  opposed  the  Bill,  argued  as  if  no  case 
had  been  made  out  against  the  present 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws,  and  as  if 
this  Bill  were  a  wanton  experiment  upon 
the  country.  Now  he  would  ask,  if  a  case 
had  not  been  made  out  to  justify  this 
Bill  ?  Had  there  not  been  owing  to  the 
situation  in  which  the  poorer  classes  were 
placed,  a  rural  insurrection  which  rendered 
insecure  the  whole  property  of  the  country  ? 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  operation 
of  this  Bill  should  be  confined  to  particular 
counties,  where  the  Poor-laws  had  been 
badly  administered,  and  the  interests  of 
the  labouring  classes  neglected.  He  de- 
plored that  particular  instances  should  be 
so  often  treated  by  hon.  Gentlemen  as 
cases  of  general  occurrence.  His  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Wiltshire  (Mr. 
Benett),  had  told  the  House,  in  reply  to 
the  assertion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  near 
him  (Mr.  Wolryche  Whitmore),  that  wages 
in  Wiltshire  amounted  to  46/.  in  the  year, 
while  in  Salop  they  did  not  amount  to 
more  than  36/. ;  and,  therefore,  said  his 
hon.  friend,  ^*  You  must  be  worse  off  in 
your  county  than  I  am.''  There  was  one 
fact  which  served  as  a  useful  commentary 
on  the  observations  of  his  hon.  friend, — 
namely,  that  while  in  Wiltshire,  the  poor- 
rates  were  Ids.  per  head,  in  Salop  they 
were  only  75.  That  fact  must  arise  from 
some  mismanagement.    How  was  it  to  be 

aocoanted  for?    Why  \n  the  loutb^ra 
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counties  it  was  the  custom  to  relieve  men 
with  families  in  every  possible  way,  while 
single  men  were  rejected,  and  set  to  work 
on  the  roads  for  a  very  stinted  allowance. 
That  was  the  fact.  Now  in  Salop  the 
wages  were  the  same  to  married  and  single, 
because  an  allowance  system  was  not  es- 
tablished. In  counties  where  there  was 
coal  on  the  spot,  it  was  worth  Is,  per 
week  to  a  labourer ;  and  the  labourers  of 
Shropshire  were  much  better  off  than  those 
of  Wiltshire;  for  instance,  there  was  a 
much  less  number  of  them  on  the  poor- 
rates,  they  were  more  attached  to  the 
gentry,  more  willing  and  more  contented, 
than  where  the  allowance  system  pre- 
vailed; there  had  been  no  fires,  and  no 
complaints.  There  could  be  no  doubt, 
however,  that  the  progress  of  manufac- 
tures afforded  employment  to  labour.  But 
where  the  allowance-system  prevailed,  the 
peasantry  became  pauperized  and  dis- 
tressed, and  where  the  aUowance^system 
was  unknown,  the  case  was  the  reverse. 
With  respect  to  the  Bill,  he  admitted, 
that  if  it  were  acted  upon  rashly,  it  might 
fail.  He  did  not,  however,  anticipate  anv 
such  result.  The  same  feeling  which 
actuated  the  Commissioners  in  the  inqui- 
ries they  had  already  made,  would  direct 
them  in  laying  down  their  future  regula- 
tions. The  hon.  member  for  Worcester 
said,  that  this  Bill  made  the  workhouse 
the  only  species  of  relief  for  the  pauper. 
He  was  not  aware  of  such  a  provision.  It 
certainly  was  stated  that  a  man  should 
not  receive  relief,  unless  he  were  employed 
by  the  parish.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  such  a  restriction  was  equally 
imprudent,  dangerous,  and  unnecessary. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  how  any 
man*s  condition  would  be  benefited  by 
this  Bill  ?  Suppose  the  case  of  a  parish 
containing  sixty  labourers,  and  affording 
work  only  for  fifty.  This  Bill  would  give 
the  surplus  labourers  much  greater  facili- 
ties for  obtaining  work  elsewhere  than 
under  the  existing  system.  By  the  present 
regulations,  the  only  men  who  obtam  relief 
are  the  married.  They  actually  almost 
preclude  the  single  men  from  any  hope  of 
obtaining  employment.  What  was  the 
consequence  f  The  single  man  said, 
''Instead  of  being  better  off  by  being 
single,  I  am  actually  in  a  worse  condition ; 
I  will  therefore  marry,  to  enable  myself  to 
obtain  parochial  relief,  and  let  the  parish 
take  care  of  my  children.'*  Now  was  it 
not  most  desirable  to  such  a  man  to  feel 


the  consequences  of  marriage  in  ev^y 
other  rank  and  station  of  society.    Take 
the  case  of  a  younger  son  of  a  country 
gentleman :  if  he  contracted  an  imprudent 
marriage,  he  at  once  lost  his  station  in 
society,  or  he  must  turn  whatever  talents 
he  possessed  to  use  in  some  profession 
which  would  afford  him  the  means  of 
subsistence.    They  were  bound  to  urge 
this  consideration  upon  the  poor  for  their 
own  sakes.    He  ventured  to  say — and  the 
assertion  was  borne  out  by  the  returns  of 
the  state  of  crime-^that  where  there  was 
a  good  administration  of  the  Poor-laws, 
the  poor  were  happier  and  more  moral 
than  where  this  improved  administration 
had  been  wanting.    It  was  the  dutv  of 
Government  to  attempt  to  remedy  these 
evils.     He  admitted,  that  there  were  ob- 
jectionable points  in  the  Bill.  He  admitted 
that  it  was  a  hardship  to  compel  the  aged 
poor  to  go  into  workhouses,  but  on  the 
whole  the  Bill  was  an  efficient  remedy, 
notwithstanding  these  drawbacks.    The 
Bill  had  his  hearty  concurrence.      He 
would  not  prophecy  as  to  what  would  be 
the  result,  but  this  he  would  say,  that  it 
was  a  beginning,  and  Government  would 
be  bound  to  follow  it  up.    The  principle 
on  which  it  was  founded  had  been  acted 
on  for  years  in  the  county  with  which  he 
was  connected,  and  he  would  back  that 
county  against  any  other  in  England,  as 
regarded  the  management  of  the  poor; 
and  that  formed  one  strong  reason  why  he 
gave  his  full  support  to  the  Bill.    There 
was  another  reason,  and  that  was,  that  it 
would  restore  the  Poor-laws  to  their  on* 
ginal  principle  and  spirit,  and  make  them 
somewhat    conformable  to    the  Act    of 
Elizabeth.    In  addition,  however,  to  the 
improvement  which  the  amended  system 
was  calculated  to  produce,  by  checking 
the  increase  of  surplus  labour,  it  would  hi 
well  to  promote  the  education  of  the 
poorer  classes  residing  in  populous  manu- 
facturing towns,  and  also  to  accommodate 
them  with  open  places  in  the  vicinity  for 
healthful  recreation. 

Mr.  Cobbeti  said,  his  chief  purpose  in 
rising  was,  to  show  the  real  objects  of  this 
Bill,  and  the  consequences  it  was  likely  to 
produce,  particularly  on  the  poor  popula- 
tion. Before  entering  on  these,  however, 
he  would  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to 
one  or  two  hon.  Members,  and  more  es* 
pecially  to  the  hon.  member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, relative  to  surplus  labour.    The 

plan  of  that  bon^  Member  was,  to  send  aH 
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p^noni  who  could  not  find  work  across 
the  sea  some  15,000  miles.  His  plan  was 
to  settle  new  colonies,  and  how  that  plan 
would  work  they  would  hear  by-and-bv. 
With  regard  to  surplus  labour  he  would 
refer  the  House  to  some  reports  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House.  One  of  these  re- 
ports related  to  the  subject  of  population  ; 
and  he  found,  from  that  report,  that  in 
Lincolnshire,  according  to  the  evidence  of 
a  great  number  of  persons,  there  was  not 
more  population  in  that  country  than  was 
required;  and  particularly  in  harvest 
time,  there  was  not  enough ;  vet  still 
these  philosophers  would  go  on,  day  after 
day,  and  night  after  night,  with  their  dis- 
sertations about  surplus  labour.  A  Com- 
mittee sat  in  1828,  of  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Shrewsbury  was  Chairman,  to 
inquire  upon  this  very  subject  of  surplus 
labourers,  and  by  this  Committee  Mr. 
Boyce  was  examined.  When  the  ques- 
tion was  put  to  him,  whether  he  consider- 
ed that  there  was  a  surplus  of  labourers, 
he  replied  that  there  was  not.  And  he 
added  that  he  was  grieved  to  see  in  one 
part  of  the  country  forty  voung  men  har- 
nessed to  gravel  carts,  and  doing  the  work 
of  horses.  He  was  asked,  was  not  this  a 
proof  of  superabundance  of  labour,  and 
replied,  that  it  was  not ;  that  there  was 
labour  for  them  on  the  land,  in  hoeing, 
draining,  and  ditching;  but  that  this  la- 
bour was  not  entered  upon,  though  ne- 
cessary, because  the  farmers  had  not  the 
means  of  undertaking  it.  Why,  he  (Mr. 
Cobbett)  would  ask — why  had  they  not 
the  means?  Because  of  the  distress  and 
ruin  created  by  the  Currency  Bill  of  1 8 1 9. 
It  was  said  the  present  Bill  was  intended 
for  the  good  of  the  poor.  He  trusted  it 
would  be  for  their  good,  and  not  turn  out 
to  be  a  scheme  for  injuring  both  farmers 
and  labourers.  Much  had  been  said 
about  riots  caused  by  the  Poor-laws ;  but 
those  Poor-laws  that  caused  the  riots  were 
not  those  instituted  in  the  reign  of  Eliza- 
beth, but  as  altered  by  Sturges  Bourne's 
Act,  of  which  the  present  Bill  was  onl]^  a 
continuation.  He  now  came  to  a  point 
which  related  to  himself.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber— the  member  for  Shoreham,  said  the 
other  evening,  that  he  (Mr.  Cobbett)  was 
the  cause  of  the  outrages  in  the  country, 
and  the  libel  in  the  Commissioners'  Report 
said  the  same.  They  insisted  on  this, 
notwithstanding  the  evidence  given  on  the 
trial  of  the  rioters.    Now,  he  would  show 

^at  the  repgrt  of  the  Poor^aw  Commis- 


sioners stated  the  real  cause.  Tlie  hoir. 
Gentleman  here  read  a  passage  from  the 
report  of  evidence  given  before  the  Comr 
missioners,  in  which  it  was  stated  by  the 
labourers,  that  the  harsh  treatment  of  ib» 
overseers  was  the  cause  of  the  outrages; 
and  that  if  they  had  been  treated  with 
civility,  they  would  not  have  so  muck 
minded  being  poor.  The  Bill  before  the 
House  might  be  for  the  good  of  the  peo- 
ple, but  he  verily  believed  that  the  object 
of  the  framers  of  it  was  to  reduce  the  la- 
bourers of  this  country  to  the  wretched 
state  of  the  people  of  Ireland — [''  Ohi 
oh  / '']  Members  might  call  out  '<  Oh  I 
oh!''  but  he  was  right,  and  he  would 
state  his  reasons.  There  were  three  coun- 
tries in  the  empire,  and  the  condition  of 
the  inhabitants  in  each  was  very  different. 
In  the  south,  where  there  .were  Poor-laws* 
you  found  the  peasant  had  a  comfortable 
clean  cottage,  with  windows  and  window- 
curtains,  and  rose-trees,  and  vines  adorn- 
ing the  walls,  and  some  other  conve- 
niencies,  which  were  not  known  in  the 
North.  That  was  the  consequence  of  the 
Poor-laws,  as  established  in  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth.  Well,  there  was  another  coun- 
try where  there  were  partial  Poor-laws; 
but  he  trusted  England  would  never  adopt 
the  system  of  that  country.  At  all  e^nts 
water-porridge  and  brose  should  never  be 
introduced  into  Sussex  if  he  could  help  it. 
That  country — he  meant  Scotland — had 
Poor*laws  before  England  had  them ;  but 
they  were  done  away  with  by  the  Reforma- 
tion. After  which  the  heritors,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Church  ministers,  of 
whom  they  were  the  patrons,  had  been 
gradually  doing  every  thing  in  their  power^ 
not  only  to  devour  the  poor-rates,  but 
also  the  tithesi  and  put  both  into  their 
own  pockets.  If  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  were  in  the  House  he  would 
desire  him  only  to  read  the  Appendix  B 
to  the  Poor-law  Commissioners'  Report, 
and  then  ask  him  if  he  wished  to  see  the 
poor  of  England  reduced  to  such  a  state 
of  wretchedness  ?  But  there  was  another 
country  where  there  were  no  poor-laws  at 
all ;  and  oh  !  how  the  philosophers  would 
revel  at  the  prospect  of  such  a  country  I 
Not  a  country  where  the  women  went 
without  shoes  and  stockings — ^but  a  coun- 
try where  they  were  half-naked,  and  in 
some  places  quite  naked.  For  the  truth 
of  his  statement  he  referred  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  a  report  on  the  Table  of  the 
House«    How   the   philosophers   woul4 
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reyel  at  such  a  sight,  in  a  country  where 
there  were  no  Poor-laws,  and  no  de- 
grading allowances  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor  I  That  was  the  cause  of  the 
frequent  rebellions  in  that  country — and 
he  called  them  just  rebellions.  They 
were  eternally  hearing  of  disturbances  in 
Ireland ;  and  the  hon.  member  for  Tip- 
perary  had  that  night  declared  that  there 
were,  out  of  7,000  persons  in  one  district, 
2,000  who  were  actually  starving.  He 
need  not  ask  what  would  be  done  in  such 
a  case  in  England.  He  would  now  come 
to  the  point.  He  verily  believed  as  he 
had  already  said,  that  the  authors  of  this 
Bill  wished  to  do  away  with  assessments 
for  the  poor  altogether  in  Scotland  im- 
mediately, and  in  England  by  degrees, 
and  reduce  Scotland  and  England  to  the 
state  of  Ireland,  and  put  the  tithes  and 
the  poor-rates  into  the  pockets  of  the 
landlord.  He  would  give  his  reasons  for 
these  assertions.  When  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  were  sent  out  first,  they 
were  not  properly  initiated,  they  were  told 
if  you  find  the  poor-rates  are  not  on  the 
increase  it  will  be  better  to  leave  the  rates 
as  they  are,  it  would  be  better  to  adopt 
no  measure  at  all,  because  it  was  of  no  • 
use  to  run  a  certain  hazard  for  an  un- 
certain advantage.  Well,  from  the  re- 
port of  these  Commissioners,  it  appeared 
that  for  the  last  year  the  poor-rates  had 
diminished  34  per  cent,  and  in  abused 
Sussex  7  per  cent,  and  why  then  not  stopi 
The  poor-rates  in  round  numbers  were 
eight  millions  a-year,  two  millions  of 
which  were  paid  to  agents  and  attorneys, 
and  for  law  expenses.  Now  he  verily 
believed,  if  parishes  were  fairly  examined, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  poor  received 
only  5^000,000/.  But  supposing  even 
they  received  six  millions,  was  it  proper 
not  to  diminish  the  other  two  millions? 
They  could  face  the  poor — they  could  cut 
down  their  allowances — but  they  could  not 
face  the  parties  who  shared  in  the  two 
millions.  He  was  prepared  to  show,  that 
the  poor-rates  had  not  increased  in  pro- 
portion to  the  increased  taxes  paid  by  the 
poorer  classes,  and  he,  therefore,  saw  no 
grounds  for  the  Bill  unless  they  wished  to 
elevieite  (a  favourite  phrase  of  the  philoso- 
phers) the  English  to  the  standara  of  the 
Scotch — to  the  standard  of  the  brose  bowl 
and  water-porridge.  But  in  order  to 
show  the  sentiments  by  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  guided  in  this  measure,  he 

wonld  rtfer  to  the  report  of  Mr*  Tuf nell| 


who  had  been  appointed  one  of  the  Irish 
Church  Commissioners,  and  that  showed 
that  his  conduct  had  been  approved  of  by 
the  Government.  That  Commissioner 
said  in  spite  of  the  advantages  resulting 
from  the  Poor-laws  great  evils  resulted 
from  them,  and  it  was  sound  policy  to 
aim  at  their  entire  abolition.  All  Poor- 
laws  were  in  their  essence  impolitic,  and 
ought  ultimately  to  be  abolished,  but  not 
in  England  without  careful  preparation. 
That  he  believed  was  the  purpose  of  Mi- 
nisters, and  if  they  denied  it,  they  did  so 
to  deceive  the  House  of  Commons.  In 
the  instructions  to  the  Commissioners 
there  were  two  things  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
one  was  an  express  desire  upon  the  part 
of  Government — to  do  what  ?  Why,  to 
so  manage  the  thing  that  the  people  of 
England  might  be  gradually  used  to 
coarser  food  than  at  present.  That  would, 
indeed,  be  bringing  the  north  to  the 
south !  Another  thing  was,  that  there 
were  to  be  200  workhouses.  These  work- 
houses, he  foresaw,  would  be  so  many 
military  stations.  No  doubt  there  would 
be  a  police  station  attached  to  each  of 
them.  To  be  sure  there  would.  The 
effect  of  one  of  the  instructions  would 
possibly  be  an  attempt  to  reconcile  the 
people  to  potatoes  and  sea-weed  as  a  diet. 
The  Poor-law  Commissioners  in  their  re- 
port said,  that  in  one  parish,  which  they 
mentioned,  every  man  who  had  been  a 
farmer  for  thirty-years  preceding  was  at 
the  time  the  report  was  drawn  up  subsist- 
ing upon  the  poor-rates.  Were  these  men 
to  be  treated  in  the  manner,  in  the  harsh 
and  cruel  manner,  prescribed  by  this  Bill  ? 
How  many  tradesmen,  at  present  residing 
in  Fleet-street,  might  within  a  short  time 
be  obliged  to  look  to  the  poor-rates  for 
support,  and  were  these  men  to  be  driven 
to  a  workhouse  in  a  workhouse  dress? 
Were  their  families  to  be  dragged  from 
them,  or  they  from  their  families,  and 
were  one  and  all  of  them  to  be  treated 
worse  than  negro  slaves  or  even  than  fa- 
vourite hounds?  Would  not  this  be  the 
effect  of  the  Bill?  Was  it  not  the  object 
contemplated  by  the  Commissioners,  who 
might  be  said  to  be  the  mentor  under 
whose  auspices  this  Bill  was  brought  for- 
ward, while  the  noble  Lord  was  but  the 
Ministerial  Telemachus?  The  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  raise  the  character  of  the 
English  labourer.  Raise  the  character  of 
the    English   laboureri   forsoQthI     The 
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would  be  80  many  gaols,  and  their  emi- 
mtion  another  name  for  transportation. 
Let  them  repeal  those  Acts  which  prevented 
Englishmen  from  competing  in  the  market 
with  foreigners*  and  they  would  have  a 
Van  Diemen's  Land  in  England.  **  Abol- 
ish your  wicked  and  cursed  Corn-laws/' 
continued  the  hon.  Member — "  Rig  your 
ships  and  navigate  them,  and  that  is  the 
way  to  make  England  happy  and  pros- 
perous. No ;  but  there  you  are  (address- 
ing the  Ministerial  Benches),  and  you  will 
not  be  long  there.  You  court  the  Tories 
and  every  other  party,  but  never  think  of 
courting  the  people  of  England.  The 
noble  Lord  puts  on  his  tail  in  Downing- 
street,  and  comes  forth  like  a  great  kan- 
garoo, followed  by  his  wrigling  majori- 
ties to  pass  such  Bills  as  this.  As  long  as 
the  Corn*law8  continue,  I  shall  feel 
bound  to  declare,  to  all  the  agricultural 
districts,  that  the  base  oligarchy  of  the 
landlords  are  bound  to  support  the  poor, 
whether  they  have  or  have  not  work  for 
them." 

Lord  Althorp  wished  to  make  a  few  re* 
marks  on  the  different  statements  made 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  with  reference  to  this 
measure.  He  was  called  upon  in  the  first 
instance  to  state  the  grounds  upon  which 
he  believed  that  this  Bill  would  operate 
for  the  improvement  of  the  condition  of 
the  labouring  classes.  Now,  he  thought, 
that  no  man  who  considered  what  were 
and  had  been  the  bad  consequences  of 
the  allowance-system  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor-law,  could  come  to  any 
other  conclusion  than  that  the  effect  of 
that  system  was  no  other  than  to  reduce 
the  wages  of  labour  to  the  lowest  point  at 
which  (under  the  allowance-system)  the 
Magistrates  thought  a  family  could  pos- 
sibly be  supported ;  and  that  the  adoption 
of  this  principle  had  been,  and  must  neces- 
sarily be,  to  degrade  the  labourer  in  every 
part  of  the  country  where  the  practice  pre- 
vailed. The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  put 
an  end  to  the  allowance-system.  He 
knew,  that  his  hon.  friend  who  had  moved 
the  Amendment,  said,  that  many  persons 
thought  the  measure  could  not  be  carried 
into  effect  without  a  collision  with  the 
people ;  but  he  would  have  been  sorry  to 
support  any  measure  which^  in  his  opin- 
ion, could  lead  to  such  consequences. 
He  did  not,  however,  see  any  reason  to 
expect  such  a  result.  There  might  un- 
dpubtedly  be  some  danger  from  effecting 
ludden  changes,  without  keeping  up  the 


means  of  mitigating  at  the  same  time  any 
difficulty  which  might  arise ;  or  if  they 
went  to  deprive  persons  of  that  relief  to 
which  they  considered  themselves  fiiflriy 
entitled.    But  the  very  object  of  the  altera 
ations  which  had  been  made  by  him,  gave 
a  discretion  to  the  Commissioners  to  dis- 
pense relief  when   any  sudden  changes 
might  make  it  necessary  to  do  so.    This 
would  enable  the  Bill  to  come  into  effect 
gradually,  and  without  danger.     Amongst 
other  things  it  had  been  stated  br  the 
hon.    Baronet   who    had    seconded    the 
Amendment,  as  an  argument  against  the 
Bill,  that  a  great  number  of  petitions  had 
been  presented  from  a  number  of  lai^e 
towns  hostile  to  the  Bill — that  many  of 
these  towns  were  the  larg^t  in  the  coun- 
try— and  that  the  petitions  were  signed  by 
9,000  names  I  Now,  if  to  all  these  peti- 
tions there  were  attached  no  move  than 
9,000  signatures,  he  did  not  think  that 
was  a  strong  proof  that  the  Bill  was  unpo- 
pular in  the  country  generally.    The  hon. 
member  for  Oklham  had   opposed   this 
Bill,  and  had  stated  that  its  object,  and 
that  of  the  framers  of  the  measure,  was  to 
deprive  the  country  of  the  Poor-laws.   He 
must  positively  deny,  that  there  was  any 
such  object  in  view.     And  what  were  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  this  ?    Why,   he  declared,  that  in 
three  divisions  of  the  country  he  found  the 
labourers  of  England  better  off  than  they 
were  in  any  other  part  of  Europe ;  and 
that  it  was  in  consequence  of  there  being 
no  Poor-laws  in   Ireland,  that  the  labour- 
ers in  that  country  were  in  so  bad  a  situ- 
ation !    It  might  be  questionable  whether 
there  should  or  should  not  be  a  system 
of  Poor-laws  introduced  into  Ireland ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  any  man  had  a  right 
to  say,  that  the  state  of  the  labouring 
poor  there  arose  from  the  want  of  Poor- 
laws.     Some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
most  anxious   for  the   happiness  of  the 
people,  so   far  from   thinking  the  Poor- 
laws  would  do  good,  thought  they  would 
do  harm.    The  hon.  member  for  Oldham 
had  described  the  comfort  of  the  labour- 
ing classes,    and    he   wished  he   oould 
confirm  the   statement  which   had   been 
made.     He  was,  however,  glad  to  hear 
the  hon.  Gentleman  make  such  a  declare*' 
tion,  because  it  certainly  was  not  con- 
sistent with  some  statements  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  previously  made.     He 
wished,  indeed,  the  case  were  so  generally 
— ^he  wished  that  every  agricultural  la^ 
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boorer  had  his  eottage  and  garden ;  but 
unfortunately  those  who  knew  anything  of 
the  country,  knew  that  the  very  reverse 
was  the  case,  especially  in  places  where 
the  Poor-laws  were  and  had  been  in  roost 
active  operation.  Why,  he  would  ask, 
did  the  hon.  Gentleman  say,  that  the  in- 
tention of  the  framers  was  to  deprive  the 
country  of  the  Poor-laws?  He  did  not, 
indeed,  see  how  this  assertion  bore  upon 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman;  for 
the  first  reason  which  he  had  urged  in  op- 
position to  the  Bill  was,  that  the  poor- 
rates  were  now  less  than  they  had  been 
last  year.  He  could  not  see  how  this  could 
be  brought  forward  in  support  of  the  opin- 
ion of  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham,  for 
it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 
Again,  the  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the 
instructions  which  had  been  given  to  the 
person  who  framed  the  Bill.  Now,  in 
that,'  as  on  former  debates,  every  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  against  the  Bill, 
had  argued  the  matter  as  if  its  provisions 
were  precisely  the  same  as  those  of  the 
Report  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners ; 
but  the  Bill  was  not  the  same — it  was  not 
so  extensive,  for  instance,  with  reference 
to  the  workhouse  system.  It  had  been 
stated,  that  there  was  a  surplus  population 
in  this  country,  and  that  such  a  surplus 
was  inconsistent  with  the  use  of  work- 
houses. There  might  be  a  surplus  popu- 
lation, he  believed,  in  some  places ;  but 
he  confessed  he  doubted  the  fact  in  the 
majority  of  cases.  They  knew,  that  in 
some  parts  of  the  country  there  was  a 
difficulty  in  getting  in  the  harvest,  un- 
less by  uie  aid  of  Irish  labourers  ;  and  he, 
therefore,  could  not  think  the  case  which 
had  been  assumed,  by  any  means  proved 
that  there  was  a  surplus  population  in 
the  country.  But  allowing  that  there 
was  this  surplus  population,  he  did  not 
see  that  such  a  matter  was  inconsistent 
with  the  employment  of  workhouses,  as 
a  part  of  the  means  of  relief.  If  they 
looked  to  counties  where  the  workhouse 
system  had  been  known,  in  part  of  the 
county  of  Nottingham  for  instance,  there 
undoubtedly  appeared  to  be  a  surplus  po- 
pulation. Before  that  system  existed,  the 
effect  was  such  as  he  had  stated.  At  first, 
many  persons  came  into  the  workhouse, 
but  the  number  was  now  very  small  in- 
deed ;  and  the  labourers  were  in  a  better 
condition.  With  respect  to  the  situation 
of  the  aged,  the  sick,  and  infirm,  he  felt 
that  every  attention  ought  to  be  paid  to 
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them,  tt  would  be  very  harsh,  and 
wholly  inconsistent  with  the  principle 
of  this  Bill,  or  with  the  law  of  the  coun- 
try, if  every  attention  were'  not  paid  to 
their  wants;  but  he  did  not  see  why  it 
should  be  inconsistent  with  their  com- 
fort to  place  them  in  workhouses,  in 
cases  where  the  parties  were  unable 
through  themselves,  or  their  friends,  to 
gain  the  means  of  support.  It  had  been 
stated,  that  no  hon.  Gentleman  who  op- 
posed the  Bill  defended  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  Poor-laws,  as  at  present  ad- 
ministered. The  allowance  system  had 
been  defended ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  he  did  not  defend  Mr.  Sturges 
Bourne's  Act  He  did- not,  however,  re- 
cord this  as  one  of  the  abuses  of  the 
Poor-laws;  but  every  one  of  the  com- 
plaints of  the  Administration  of  the  Poor- 
laws  had  been  separately  advocated,  though 
no  hon.  Gentleman  attempted  to  defend 
the  system  altogether.  Some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen objected  to  this  Bill,  because 
it  was  a  departure  from  the  Act  of  43  rd 
Queen  Elizabeth;  and  something  had 
been  said  relative  to  that  Act  by  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Kent.  But  the 
principle  of  that  Act  was,  to  confine  the 
relief  to  be  given  to  the  poor,  the  aged, 
and  the  infirm ;  and  for  those  persons  it 
was  undoubtedly  necessary  to  provide. 
The  House  would  find,  that  there  was  in 
this  Bill  no  departure  from  the  principle 
of  the  Act  43rd  of  Queen  Elizabeth.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was,  that  no  person 
should  receive  relief  without  being  placed 
in  a  worse  situation  than  the  independent 
labourer,  which,  as  he  apprehended,  was 
really  the  principle  upon  which  the  Act  of 
Elizabeth  proceeded.  But  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Worcester  said,  it  was  not  right 
to  go  back  to  the  law  of  Elizabeth,  be- 
cause the  situation  of  the  country  was 
now  very  different.  This  then  was  quite 
inconsistent  with  the  opinions  of  those 
who  thought  that  this  was  a  departure  from 
that  Act.  He  believed  that  in  passing 
this  measure  they  only  acted  upon  the 
principle  of  the  Act  oi  Queen  Elizabeth, 
but  from  the  altered  circumstances  of  the 
country,  the  details  were  of  necessity 
different  in  many  respects.  He  did  not 
think,  that  many  of  the  alterations  which 
had  been  made  in  the  Bill  had  been  sug- 
gested by  the  opponents  of  the  measure. 
Alterations  had  been  made  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  supporting  the  provisions  of 
his  Bill ;  but  certainly  the  House  way 
3M 
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not  BO  inclined  to  adopt  the  sn^estions 
of  thoie  who  differed  on  the  principle  of 
the  measure,  though  he  himielf  had  been 
xeady  to  meet  the  views  of  those  who 
generally   approved    of  the    Bill.    The 
question  for  the  House  to  decide  was, 
whether  any  other  measure  which  could 
be  devised  would  effect  the  object  sought 
to  be  attained?    Whether  they  should 
continue  the  present  system  of  Poor-laws, 
or  adopt  this  measure?    It  was  said,  that 
great  discretionary  powers  were  given  to 
the  Commissioners.     Undoubtedly  there 
were ;  and  it  was  necessary  to  give  them, 
because  if  they  attempted,  under  the  pre- 
sent administration  of  the  Poor-laws,  to 
fix  any  precise  time  at  which  these  changes 
should  take  place,  the  effect  might  have 
been  in  the  first  place  (though  he  believed 
such  a  plan  would  have  been  imprac- 
ticable) to  create  danger.    But  by  giving 
these  discretionary  powers  of  bringing  this 
measure    gradually  into    operation,   the 
effect  (as  he  hoped)  would  be,  to  diminish 
the  Poor-rates,  but  not  to  diminish  the 
subsistence  to  the  labourer.    He  believed 
that  this  measure  would  go  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  labouring  classes, 
while  the  present  system  went  to  destroy 
their   independence    and  to   demoralize 
them.    It  was  asked  how  this  Bill  would 
do  good  to  the  landed  interest  if  it  did 
not  diminish  the  amount  of  money  to  be 
given  to  the  labourer.    It  would  improve 
the  condition  of  the  farmer,  by  improving 
the  habits  of  the  labourer.    The  money 
which  was    given    to   the    independent 
labourer  as  wages  ensured  better  work  on 
his  part,  than  when  half  his    earnings 
were  doled  out  to  him  as  an  allowance 
from  the  parish.     The  hon.  member  for 
Wiltshire  had  made  a  statement  in  re- 
ference to  the  average   rate  of  wages, 
in  different  places ;  but  he  could  say,  that 
statement  was    incorrect.    The  average 
rate  of  wages  in  the  north  of  Notting- 
hamshire was  13s.  per  week ;  in  North- 
ampton, 9s.,  which  gave  nothing  like  the 
sums  per  year  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.     He  would  not    however    further 
.detain  the  House  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  House  having  supported  this  Bill  by 
large  majorities  in  its  various  stages  up  to 
that  moment,  he  hoped  that  on  this  occa- 
sion of  the  third  reading  they  would  give 
the  measure  the  same  support. 

Mr.  Leech  said  it  was  impossible,  in 
reflecting  on  the  nature  of  this  Bill,  not 
to  feel  that  it  must  render  the  breach  be- 


tween the  rich  and  the  poor  wider  than 
it  had  ever  hitherto  been.  A  great  hard- 
ship would  be  inflicted  on  married  men  if 
sent  to  a  distance  from  their  homes,  and 
subjected  to  the  control  of  strangers. 
He  recommended  the  postponement  of 
the  Bill  till  the  next  Session  of  Pariia^ 
ment,  and  in  the  mean  time  advised,  that 
the  amended  Bill  should  be  distributed 
throughout  the  country,  that  the  sense  of 
the  people  might  be  collected  upon  it, 
after  the  most  mature  consideration.  He 
deprecated  as  much  as  any  man  the  pre- 
sent mode  of  administering  the  Poor- 
laws  ;  it  was  directly  at  variance  with  the 
principle  of  the  law  of  Elizabeth ;  and 
the  cause  of  that  deviation  arose  from 
the  very  high  price  which  wheat  obtained 
many  years  ago,  when  it  varied  from  30f. 
to  A5l.  per  load.  The  mischief  was  occa* 
sioned  by  the  farmers  at  that  time  not 
advancing  the  wages  of  their  men  in  pro- 
portion to  the  advance  in  the  price  of 
wheat;  which  induced  the  Magistrates, 
from  humane  motives,  to  adopt  the  allow- 
ance system.  He  was  of  opinion,  that 
great  evils  would  arise  out  of  the  Bill, 
particulariy  in  respect  to  workhouses. 
He  was  sorry  to  vote  against  it ;  but  it 
professed  to  take  away  power  from  the 
local  authorities,  and  place  it  in  the  hands 
of  strangers;  and,  much  as  he  disliked 
the  present  system,  owing  to  the  mal- 
administration of  it,  he  would  rather  go 
on  with  that  than  have  this  Bill. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  that  as  this  Bill 
did  not  relate  to  that  part  of  the  British 
empire  with  which  he  was  more  imme- 
diately connected,  he  should  not  have 
said  one  word  upon  this  motion,  except 
that  he  wished  to  state  why  he  voted 
against  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill. 
He  did  so  because  it  did  away  with  per- 
sonal feelings  and  connexions,  because  it 
erected  an  unconstitutional  tribunal,  and 
because  it  gave  an  accumulation  of  votes 
to  the  wealthy  over  the  poorer  classes. 
Notwithstanding,  he  felt  that  the  evils  of 
the  present  system  were  great,  this  most 
unconstitutional  measure  would,  in  his 
opinion,  increase  the  evils. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  could  not  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  there  was  anything  in 
this  Bill  which  went  hand  in  hand  with 
the  43rd  of  Elizabeth. 

Mr.  TWer,  while  he  admitted  that  the 
existing  state  of  the  Poor-laws  called  for 
amendment,  expressed  his  regret  that  he 
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could  not  conuitentl^  tapport  tbe  mea- 
sore  under  consideration. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
question: — Ayes  187;  Noes  50;  Ma«- 
jority  137, 

Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  yarious 
Amendments  were  proposed  ;  some  were 
added  to  the  Bill,  others  were  rejected, 
and  the  Bill  was  6na1ly  passed. 

Liitofthe  Noes. 


A  it  wood,  M. 
Attwood,  T. 
Bainbridge,E.T. 
Baines,  £. 
Baring,  11. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Cobbctt,  W. 
Dnffield,  T. 
Duncombe,  W. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Faithful!,  G. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fitzsimon,  C. 
Fryer,  R. 
Guise,  Sir  B.  W. 
Gully,  J, 
Halcomb,  J. 
Halse,  J. 

Hardr,  J. 
Hughes,  H. 
Humpheiy,  J. 
Keonedvy  J< 
Leecb,  J. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Lowther,  Hon.  Col. 
O'Connell,  D. 


O'Connell,  Maurice 
G'Connell,  Morgan 
0'Connell,J. 
Parker,  Sir  H. 
Potter,  R. 
Rider,  T. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Ruthveo,  E. 
Scholefield,  Jf. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Spry,  S.  T. 
Stanley,  £. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Tower,  C.  T. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Vy vyan,  Sir  R. 
Waller,  J. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Williams,  Col. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilks,  J. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Benett,  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 

PAIRED  OFF. 

'  Tennyson,  Charles 


CoLOKiES  —  Aboaioinal  Tribes.] 
Mr.  Fovoell  Buxton  in  rising  to  move  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  state  and  condition  of  the 
aboriginal  tribes  of  countries  in,  and 
adjacent  to,  colonies  under  the  dominion 
of  Great  Britain,  said,  that  he  would  not 
at  that  late  hour  trouble  the  House  by 
going  into  any  details  on  the  subject  of 
his  Motion.  He  would  content  himself 
by  stating,  that  in  every  place  where  we 
had  established  a  colony,  the  native  in- 
habitants, instead  of  being  benefited, 
were  injured  by  our  presence  among  them. 
In  every  British  Colony,  without  excep- 
tion, the  aboriginal  inhabitants  had  greatly 
decreased,  and  still  continued  rapidly  to 
dwindle  away.  This  was  the  case  in 
Australia  and  Africa  and  in  North  Ame- 
rica, and  as  had  been  remarked  by  a  Mr. 
Hamilton,  British  brandy  and  gunpowder 
had  done  their  work  in  thinning  the 
natives.    Th^  hon.  Member  quot^  se- 
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veral  passages  in  illustration  of  his  views 
from  well  known  writers.  In  South 
Africa,  it  was  considered  the  most  meri^ 
torious  action  a  European  could  perform, 
to  sho9t  the  natives.  The  introduction 
of  civilization,  therefore,  instead  of  proving 
a  blessing,  had  proved  a  curse  to  the 
Aborigines  of  the  different  countries,  into 
which  we  had  carried  what  we  called 
the  blessings  of  civilization.  It  was  high 
time  that  some  measures  were  adopted, 
with  the  view  of  arresting  the  rapid  de- 
crease which  was  taking  place  among  the 
native  inhabitants  of  the  colonies.  Jus- 
tice and  humanity  alike  required  it.  He 
(Mr.  Buxton)  would  not,  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session,  move  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  matter,  be- 
cause he  was  satisfiM  that  his  right  hon. 
friend,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
would  be  willing  and  ready  to  give  every 
information  in  his  power  on  the  subject. 
He  would  content  himself  with  moving, 
"  that  an  address  be  presented  to  his  Ma- 
jesty, praying  that  he  would  be  graciously 
pleased  to  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  state  and  condition  of  the  native 
inhabitants  in  and  adjacent  to  colonies 
under  the  dominion  of  Great  Britain.'^ 

Mr.  Secretary  Rice  did  not  know  of 
any  mode  in  which  he  could  more  strongly 
express  his  assent  to  the  propositions  and 
principles  laid  down  by  his  hon.  friend, 
than  by  seconding  the  Motion  which  he 
had  made.  He  was  prepared  to  furnish 
the  hon.  Gentleman  with  all  the  informa- 
tion which  he  possessed  on  the  subject. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  number  of  valuable 
documents,  which  he  would  have  great 
pleasure  in  laying  before  the  House ;  and 
if  his  hon.  friend  should  think  proper 
next  Session  to  bring  forward  a  Motion 
for  a  Committee  of  inquiry,  he  would 
most  willingly  support  it.  But  while  he 
thus  expressed  his  cordial  approval  of  the 
principles  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
advanced  on  tbe  subject,  he  must  differ 
from  him  as  to  the  amount  of  the  evils  to 
which  he  had  referred.  There  must  be 
evils  to  a  certain  extent,  consequent  on 
the  introduction  of  civilization  into  a 
savage  country,  and  these  evils,  though 
he  could  not  hope  that  they  could  be 
done  away  with  altogether,  he  would  use 
every  exertion  to  reduce. 

Mr.  Pease  was  happy  to  hear  the 
speeches  of  both  the  hon.  Gentlemen. 
It  afforded  him  particular  pleasure,  and 
he  was  sure  it  would  do  the  same  to  the 
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country,  to  see  the  promptituda  and  cor- 
diality with  which  the  right  hoo.  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  concurred  in  the 
opinions  expressed  by  the  hoD«  member 
for  Weymouth* 
The  Motion  agreed  to. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Wednesday,  July  2,  1834. 

UnnrTm^l  PMtkni  pmcDted.  By  Lord  Famtkav  aad 
tlM  Bishop  of  LoMooir,  fkom  wvcnl  Pkan,— for  the 
Better  Oteefrance  of  the  Sabbith. — By  the  M arqucn  of 
Sausbukt,  the  Earl  of  Hammwood,  Lord  Rollk.  the 
AnlibUbo|»  of  ChurmnBOMY,  and  the  Bidiop  of  LoNiMm, 
fttxn  a  Number  of  Plaoei,— >lbr  PioCectioo  to  the  Eitab> 
lidied  Chujrdi  of  England  aad  Ireland  agalnit  the  Ad- 
iDiMioa  or  the  IMiiaiten  to  the  Univtnitlei,  and  i^nst 
the  Stpatitiwi  oC  ^»*»ffh  and  SCiCau 

Observance  of  the  Sabbath.]  The 
Bishop  of  London,  in  presenting  a  peti- 
tion to  their  Lordships  on  the  O^rvance 
of  the  Sabbath,  said,  he  regretted  to  ob- 
serve, as  he  thought  he  had,  the  growing 
inattention  to  the  subject,  and  he  feared 
he  must  add,  from  what  had  passed  in 
another  place,  the  growing  disinclination 
to  yield  even  to  the  increasing  importunity 
of  the  people  any  legislative  protection  for 
the  better  observance  of  the  Lord's  Day. 
It  was  from  no  motive  of  affected  sanctity, 
from  no  spirit  of  Puritanism,  but  from 
a  feeling  of  humanity,  of  charity,  and  of 
the  soundest  policy,  that  he  made  such  an 
observation.  He  was  one  of  the  last  per- 
sons in  the  world  who  was  anxious  for 
the  mere  statutory  enforcement  of  religious 
duties,  being  fully  convinced,  that  that 
was  the  most  unlikely  way  to  obtain  the 
object  he  had  in  view,  and  being  well 
assured,  that  any  such  attempt  must  in 
the  present  state  of  the  world  be  un- 
successful; but  the  observance  of  the 
Lord's  Day  was  placed  under  different 
circumstances.  There  was  no  Christian 
country  in  which  that  day  was  not 
solemnly  observed ;  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  a  Christian  community  to  afford  to  all 
classes  of  the  people  the  means  of  observ- 
ing it,  consistently  with  their  own  religious 
tenets.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
wished,  by  the  force  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  make  people  go  to  Church  and 
say  their  prayers ;  the  Legislature  should 
take  care  that  every  person  had  the 
opportunity  of  doing  that.  Their  Lord- 
snips  were  bound  to  see,  that  every  man 
had  the  means  of  discharging  his  religious 
duties,   and  they  ought  to  protect  him 


means;  theydiould  protect  from  inter- 
ruption all  those  who  were  anxious  ta 
observe  the  Lord's  Day  by  an  attentioxi 
to  religion.  That  day  had  been  wisely 
instituted  as  a  day  of  rest ;  man's  body 
required  relaxation  from  usual  labours  one 
day  in  seven,  and  on  that  day  his  mind 
might,  without  injury  to  liis  necessary 
calling,  be  devoted  to  religious  exercises. 
At  all  events,  the  Legislature  should  take 
care  that  individuals  were  not  compelled 
to  have  this  day — which  not  only  Divine 
Law  had  established  as  a  day  of  rest,  but 
which  medical  science  had  discovered  to 
be  absolutely  necessary  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  man's  health — broken  in  upon  by 
worldly  employment.  At  present  many 
of  the  lower  classes  were  cojnpelled  to 
work  for  the  bene6t  or  the  pleasure  of  the 
higher  classes — ^such  as  the  fishmonger, 
the  baker,  the  poulterer,  and  others  whom 
he  might  mention.  He  wished  to  provide 
against  this  abuse,  and  for  that  reason 
he  was  anxious  to  see  the  Bill  pass  which 
was  on  their  Lordships'  Table.  He  did 
not  wish  to  restrict,  but  to  benefit  the 
poor ;  he  had  just  borne  testimony  against 
the  labour  which  the  higher  classes  im- 
posed upon  some  of  the  lower  classes  on 
a  Sunday ;  and  he  assured  the  House  that 
his  chief  object  was,  to  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  that  evil  in  future.  He  knew 
that  those  who  supported  the  side  of  the 
question  which  he  was  advocating  were 
often  called  uncharitable,  and  were  accused 
of  a  desire  to  curtail  the  amusements  of 
the  poor.  The  accusation  was  unjust. 
He  desired  no  such  thing,  for  he  knew, 
that  the  question  of  the  amusements  of 
the  people  must  be  left  to  the  good  feeling 
of  the  people  at  large.  The  petitioners 
prayed  their  Lordships  to  amend  in  some 
respects  the  Bill  now  upon  their  Lord- 
ships' Table,  they  approved  of  some  parts 
of  the  measure  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Wynford)  had  intro- 
duced, but  they  objected  to  some  of  the 
details,  as  those  details  appeared  to  give 
a  legal  sanction  to  the  continuance  of 
certain  trades  on  the  Suuday — a  matter 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  petitioners, 
ought  to  be  avoided,  The  right  reverend 
Prelate  presented  Petitions  from  places 
in  Derbyshire;  from  Shrewsbury,  and 
Burslem,  in  favour  of  a  measure  for  the 
better  observance  of  the  Sabbath. 

Lord    Wynford  said,    that   after   the 
difficulties   which  he  had   already  met 
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tfarough  their  Lordships'  House — after  the 
resistance  which  he  saw  offered  to  another 
measure  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
-—and  after  finding  that  those  who  ap- 
proved of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  objected 
to  some  of  the  details,  he  almost  despaired 
of  being  able  to  pass  the  Bill  he  had 
'  introduced.  Considering  allthese  things. 
It  would  be  as  well  for  him  at  once  to 
declare  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
go  further  with  the  present  Bill,  but  rather 
to  wait  for  that  which  was  now  in  its  pro- 
gress through  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment* 

Breach  op  Privilege — Morning 
Post.]  Lord  Wynford  moved,  that  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  petition  of  Thomas 
Bittleston  be  read. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  and  the  Petition 
were  read. 

Lord  Wynford  moved,  that  Thomas 
Bittleston  be  brought  to  the  Bar  of  the 
House  in  custody  of  the  Usher  of  .the 
Black  Rod ;  and  that,  having  acknowledged 
his  offence,  and  expressed  his  regret  for 
it,  he  should  be  reprimanded  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  discharged,  on  payment 
of  his  fees. 

The  Motion  was  carried. 

Mr.  Bittleston  was  brought  to  the  Bar 
in  the  custody  of  the  Deputy  Usher  of  the 
Black  Rod. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  addressed  him  in 
the  following  terms : — Thomas  Bittleston, 
you  have  acknowledged  that  you  are  the 

Sublisher  of  a  composition  which  this 
[ouse  has  unanimously  pronounced  to  be 
a  gross  violation  of  its  privileges.  You 
have  acknowledged  that  you  had  the 
superintendence  and  control  of  the  paper 
in  which  the  publication  of  that  composi- 
tion was  made,  and  that  you  could  have 
prevented  its  publication,  or  have  altered 
Its  composition,  if  you  had  so  thought  fit. 
You  have  since  presented  a  petition  to 
this  House  expressing  your  regret  for  the 
grave  offence  you  have  committed,  and 
you  have  thrown  yourself  on  the  mercy  of 
this  House,  praying  that  in  administering 
the  justice  aue  to  itself,  and  due  to  the 
King's  subjects  at  large — for  its  privileges 
are  the  privileges  of  those  subjects — it 
would  be  pleased  to  temper  that  justice 
with  mercy.  The  House  has  listened  to 
your  prayer,  and  has  directed  me  to 
reprimand  you  at  the  Bar  of  the  House, 

Had  to  ordor  that  you  be  diKharg«d  from 


the  custody  of  the  officer  on  the  payment 
of  your  fees.  If  any  other  person  than 
myself  had  been  the  individual  against 
whom  the  violation. of  the  privileges  of 
this  House  had  been  committed,  I  should 
have  been  disposed  to  d^ell  at  greater 
length  on  the  unparalleled  enormity  of 
this  offence ;  nor  am  I  to  be  deterred  by  a 
false  delicacy  from  giving  that  offence  its 
proper  appellation,  merely  because  I  was 
the  individual  against  whom  it  was  di- 
rected. It  was  an  offence  directed  not 
against  the  man,  but  against  the  office — 
not  the  office  of  a  Peer  in  his  Parlia- 
mentary capacity,  but  against  a  Peer  in 
the  exercise  of  his  judicial  office^- the 
highest  office  which  any  of  the  King's 
subjects  can  exercise ;  and  if  such  an  of- 
fence could  be  passed  over  without  ani- 
madversion and  due  punishment,  there 
would  be  an  end  to  the  judicial  authority 
which  this  House  administers  to  twenty 
millions  of  the  King's  subjects  living  within 
the  United  Kingdom,  being  the  highest 
Court  of  Justice  in  this  kingdom.  Never- 
theless, enough  has  been  said  to  express 
the  unanimous  feeling  of  reprobation  en- 
tertained by  this  House  with  regard  to  the 
composition  of  which  you  have  acknow- 
ledged yourself  the  publisher;  and  let  nei- 
ther you  nor  any  other  person  who  hears  of 
this,  flatter  himself,  that  if  such  an  offence 
is  repeated,  the  lenity  of  this  punishment 
will  be  suffered  to  form  any  the  slightest 
precedent  for  visiting  again  with  the  same 
lenity  any  after  o&nce  of  a  like  kind. 
You  are  hereby  discharged  from  the 
custody  in  which  you  now  are,  on  the 
payment  of  your  fees. 
Mr.  Bittleston  retired. 

Poor  Laws' Amendment.]  Mr.  Ellice 
and  others  from  the  Commons  brought  up 
the  Poor  Laws'  Amendment  Bill. 

Earl  Grey  moved,  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  first  time,  and  stated  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  move  the  second  reading 
on  Monday  next. 

The  Earl  o(  Malmesbury  Mi  it  inipossi« 
ble  to  avoid  making  a  few  observations  on 
this  important  Bill  in  the  present  stage. 
Their  Lordships  were  in  the  sixth  month 
of  their  sitting,  and  they  were  now  called 
on  to  consider  a  measure  which  yielded  to 
none  in  importance  that  had  ever  occupied 
the  attention  of  Parliament — not  even  the 
Reform  Bill:  for  it  was  impossible  for  any 
man  to  foresee  what  would  be  ihe  result 

of  the  preMnt  Bill|  if  ever  it  ibould  b« 
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carried  ioto  operation.    He  looked  upon  it 
—and  be  traced  he  was  right  in  doing  so— 
as  not  being  a  party  measure ;  bnt  he  most 
deeply  lamented   the  course  which   his 
Majesty's  Ooremment  had  been  pleased 
to  follow  with  respect  to  it.     Tne  Bill 
embraced  three  distinet  subjects— -viz., 
relief,  settlement,  and  bastardy,  which,  in 
bis  opinbn,  it  would  have  been   much 
better  to  have  dealt  with  in  three  separate 
measures.   If  this  plan  had  been  adopted, 
he  was  aware  that  the  Bill  relating  to 
relief  must  of  necessity  have  originate  in 
the  other  House,  but  the  other  two  Bills 
might  have  been  introduced  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  have  been  disposed  of  before 
the  present  time ;  for  since  Easter  their 
Lordships  had  had  little  else  to  do  but  to 
listen  to  the  tedious  proceedings  connected 
with  the  Warwick  Bill.    The  Bill  which 
had  just  been  brought  up  contained  not 
less  than  ninety  clauses,  and  it  wss  reason- 
able to  suppose,  that  their  Lordships  would 
devote  a  long  period  to  its  consideration. 
On  the  1 7th  of  April  last  the  Bill  was 
brought  in  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  it  had  consequently  remained 
under  discussion  in  the  other  House  for 
no  less  a  period  than  seventy-six  days. 
If  their  Lordships  should  devote  the  same 
time  to  its  consideration,  the  Session  would 
be  prolonged  to  the  middle  of  the  month 
of  September ;  and  even  then  there  would 
remain  other  very  important  questions  for 
deliberation.    He  thought  it  would  be  a 
far  wiser  and  more  just  proceeding  as  re- 
garded the  poor,  whose   interests  were 
involved  in  the  present  measure,  to  let  it 
stand  over  till  next  Session^  and  thus  an 
opportunity  would  be  afforded,  which  had 
not  as  yet  been  given,  for  the  proper  under- 
standing of  the    proposed    enactments. 
He  admitted,  that  great  abuses  prevailed 
in  the  mode  of  administering  relief  to  the 
poor,  but  he  had  always  thought  that  those 
abuses  arose  more  from  the  mal-adminis* 
tration,  than  the  defect  of  the  existing 
law.    He  was  sure,  that  every  one  of 
their  Lordships  who  had  paid  any  atten- 
tion  to  the  subject  would  admit,  that 
within  the  last  three  years  a  very  great 
improvement    had    been    made    in    the 
administration    of   the    Poor-laws.      A 
diminution  in  the  amount  of  the  poor- 
rates  of  three  and  a-half  per  cent  had,  in 
fact,  taken  place  during  the  last  year. 
He  was  aware  that  that  diminution  might 
in  part  be  attributed  to  the  fall  in  the 
prieo  of  provisions :  but  be  would  apfieal 


to  their  Lordships,  whether  m  cbaa^a  io 
the  administration  of  the  exisUog  laws  had 
not  worked  wondert  as  iispeeted  the  oou- 
dition  of  a  vast  number  of  pariabea,  both 
In  the  country  and  in  thb  netropolia? 
He  was  confident,  from  the  knowledge  he 
possessed  of   the   mode  of  transacting 
business  in  that  House,  that  justice  eonld 
not  be  done  the  Bill,  if  their  Lordshipa 
should  determine  to  begin  the  cooakier- 
ation  of  its  various  enactments  in  die 
month  of  July.    He,  for  one,  should  not 
be  able  to  be  present  during  the  disooa* 
sions  in  Committee,  and  he  thought  that 
the  attendance  of  any  great  number  of 
Peers  was  not  to  be  expected  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session.    There  was  no  part 
of  the  Bill  to  which  he  couM  give  his  un- 
qualified approbation.    He  could  neither 
give  his  assent  to  the  enactments  relating 
to  relief,  settlement^  nor  bastardy  in  par- 
ticular.   He  could  not  help  calling  their 
Lordships'  especial  attention  to  this  last 
subject,  and  he  trusted  they  would  legis- 
late with  respect  to  it  as  men.     He  ap- 
pealed to  their  feelings  as  men,  andheasked 
them,  whether  they  would  throw  upon  the 
unfortunate  seduced  woman  the  whole 
burthen  of  maintaining  her  child,  and 
allow  the  seducer  to  stalk  abroad  with 
perfect  impunity  ?    He  repeated,  that  at 
the  present  period  of  the  Session  the  Bill 
could  not  meet  with  proper  consideratKNi, 
and  he  saw  no  imperative  necessity  for  its 
passing  in  the  present  year.    A  great  Im- 
provement had  already  taken  place  in  the 
administration  of  the  existing  law,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  a  still  further  improve- 
ment might  be  expected  in  the  course  of 
the  ensuing  year,  in  consequence  of  the 
suggestions  of  the    Commissioners   and 
the  example  of  welUregulated  parishes. 
Under  these  circumstances,  would  it  not 
be  better  to  allow  the  matter  to  rest  until 
next  Session,  instead  of  passing  such  a 
mass  of  enactments  as  waa  contained  in 
the  Bill  on  the  Table,  and  with  not  a  word 
of  which  were  their  Lordshipa  aa  yet  ac- 
quainted ?    And  let  them  bear  in  mind. 
that  all  these  various  and  complicated 
enactments  were  to  be  put  into  (meration 
under  the  direction  of  a  set  of  Commia* 
sioners  possessing  no   local  knowledge, 
and  who  would  cut  off  all  communication 
between  the  lower  and  higher  chiuea, 
and  deprive  the  poor  man  of  the  privilege 
he  now  possessed  of  appealing  to  the  ridi 
man  against  the  decisions  of  a  grinding 
ovarseer.    He  apoke  faeliogly  oq 
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mA^ecii  hetpoke  on  bebalf  of  the  poOr 
popuktion  in  the  louthern  part  of  this 
coimti^ ;  and  he  trusted  that  their  Lord- 
afaips  would  hesitate  long  before  they 
passed  into  law  a  measure  only  inferior  in 
importance  lo  the  Reform  Bill ;  if  indeed, 
considertog  the  general  application  of  its 
proyisions,  it  could  properly  be  said  to  be 
less  important  than  any  subject  whatever 
which  had  hitherto  occupied  the  attention 
ei  Parliament. 

Earl  Grey  entirely  agreed  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  thinking  that  the  Bill  just 
bcought  up,  was  less  than  any  other,  a 
party  measure;  and  he  trusted  that  it 
would  not  be  so  considered.  The  Go- 
vernment had,  as  in  duty  bound,  be- 
stowed the  most  careful  and  deliberate 
attention  on  this  most  complicated,  diffi- 
cult subject :  affecting,  as  the  noble  Earl 
bad  most  truly  stated,  most  extensively 
the  interests  of  the  people,  and  involving 
more  important  consequences  than  almost 
any  other  measure  ever  submitted  to 
Parliament.  Such  being  the  character 
of  the  Bill,  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  consider  it  maturely  and  deliber- 
ately, without  reference  to  its  being  in 
form  proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, but  with  reference  only  to  the  effect 
which  its  application  was  likely  to  have 
on  the  country  in  general.  That  such  a 
Bill  required  mature  deliberation  he  ad- 
mitted, and  he  regretted,  in  common  with 
the  noble  Earl,  that  it  had  not  been 
brought  up  to  that  House  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session;  but  when  lie  di- 
rected their  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
character  of  the  Bill,  and  to  the  interests 
which  it  affected,  he  was  sure  they  would 
acknowledge  that  the  subject  to  which 
it  related  was  one  of  no  easy  adjustment; 
and  they,  therefore,  perhaps,  would  not 
wonder  that  the  Bill  had  not  found  its 
way  sooner  to  that  House.  He  did  not, 
however,  think  that  their  Lordships  would, 
as  the  noble  Etrl  apprehended,  come  to 
the  discussion  of  this  question  in  an  un- 
prepared state,  when  he  recollected  how 
long  the  able  report  of  the  Poor-law  Com- 
missioners, in  which  the  whole  subject 
was  developed  with  great  ability  and  ac- 
curacy, bad  been  before  the  public,  and 
when  he  also  recollected  the  long  discus- 
sions which  the  Bill  had  undergone  in  its 
different  stages  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliamenty  and  more  particularly  io  tlie 
Committee.  Thos^  who  had  attended  to 
these  discusftioni,  nod  had  watohed  the 


changes  which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill, 
must  be  prepared  to  take  the  measure 
into  consideration  at  the  earliest  opportu- 
nity ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  pains 
bestowed  on  the  investigation  of  the  sub- 
ject by  the  Commissioners,  and  by  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  would  be 
found  greatly  to  facilitate  their  Lordships' 
deliberations.  Such  being  his  opinion, 
he  could  not  give  his  assent  to  the  noble 
Earl's  proposition,  that  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  should  be  deferred  to  another  Ses- 
sion, believing  as  he  did,  that  so  far  from, 
any  advantage  being  gained  by  such 
a  proceeding,  much  inconvenience  was 
likely  to  arise  from  the  sort  of  agitation 
which  might  be  excited.  The  noble  Earl 
had  stated,  that  the  Bill  ought  to  have 
been  divided  into  three  separate  measures, 
two  of  which  might  have  originated  in 
that  House.  He  could  assure  the  noble 
Earl,  that  the  expediency  of  dividing  the 
Bill  into  separate  enactments  had  not 
escaped  the  attention  of  Ministers ;  but 
after  the  most  mature  deliberation,  it 
seemed  advisable  to  them,  that  the  whole 
subject  should  be  taken  together  as  one 
system,  and  that  all  its  parts  should  be 
combined  in  the  same  Bill.  He,  however, 
understood  from  very  good  authority,  that 
the  noble  Earl  was  misinformed  as  to  the 
power  of  Government  to  originate  any 
measure  in  that  House,  either  relating  to 
bastardy  or  settlement.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  must  press  their  Lord- 
ships to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
the  present  Bill  with  as  little  delay  as  was 
consistent  with  its  mature  consideration, 
and  with  the  due  performance  of  the  duty 
which  now  devolved  on  them,  of  concur- 
ring with  the  other  House  in  the  settle- 
ment of  this  important  question,  which 
had  been  under  discussion  ever  since  he 
first  entered  Parliament,  now  nearly  half 
a  century  ago.  During  that  period  the 
abuses  and  evils  which  had  arisen  from 
the  Poor-laws,  chiefly  perhaps  from  tlieir 
defective  administration,  had  formed  the 
subject  of  constant  discussions  and  propo- 
sitions ;  and  now  that  a  new  system  was 
submitted  to  Parliament,  formed  after  the 
most  careful  deliberation,  and  which,  if 
carried  into  effect,  would,  he  believed,  be 
attended  with  great  advantage,  he  did 
trust  that  their  Lordships,  even  if  they 
should  be  obliged  to  extend  their  sit- 
tings to  an  unusal  period,  would  apply 
themselves  diligently  to  the  considera- 
tioo  of  tb9  BiU|  so  that  it  might  be 
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passed  ioto  a  law  daring  the  present 
Session.  The  remarks  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  made  relative  to  some  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  were  in  his  opinion 
rather  premature ;  but  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  generally  he  did  not  understand 
that  any  objection  was  likely  to  be  offered. 
Indeed,  the  evil  arising  from  the  present 
state  of  the  Poor-laws  was  so  generally 
admitted,  and  he  believed  not  denied  by 
the  noble  Earl  himself,  that  he  did  not 
see  how  their  Lordships  could  absolve 
themselves  from  the  duty  of  making  some 
attempt  to  remove  or  diminish  it.  It 
might  be  true,  that  that  evil  arose  in  a 
great  degree  from  the  maladministration  of 
the  Poor-laws ;  and  he  was  ready  to  ad- 
mit that  in  parishes  where  they  were  well 
administerea  great  improvements  had 
been  introduced.  But  he  was  sure,  that 
when  their  Lordships  looked  to  the  state 
of  the  Poor-laws  themselves,  when  they 
considered  the  different  principles  upon 
which  those  who  had  to  administer  those 
laws  acted,  and  how  difficult  it  was,  to  in- 
troduce improvements  which  had  been 
effected  in  one  parish  into  another  where 
different  notions  and  strong  prejudices 
prevailed,  they  would  not  be  indisposed 
to  take  into  their  deliberation  a  measure 
which  was  proposed  with  the  view  of  put- 
ting an  end  to  those  inconveniences,  to 
which  the  circumstances  he  had  alluded 
gave  rise.  Considering  the  length  of  time 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  and  the 
Bill  itself  had  been  before  the  public,  he 
did  not  think  he  was  acting  unreasonably 
in  fixing  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for 
as  early  a  day  as  possible.  After  the  se- 
cond reading  he  snould  not  object  to  some 
time  intervening  before  carrying  the  Bill 
into  the  Committee,  if  any  noble  Lord 
should  make  a  proposition  to  that  effect. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  wished  the 
noble  Earl  to  postpone  the  second  read- 
ing to  a  later  period  than  Monday  next. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  was  inclined  to 
agree  with  his  noble  friend,  that  it  was 
right  to  take  an  early  day  for  the  second 
reading,  else  they  would  never  get  it  into 
Committee.  It  should  be  recollected  that 
the  Bill  did  not  go  so  far  as  the  Commis- 
sioners proposed,  and  the  second  reading 
only  pledged  them  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  He  himself  should  not  give  his  con- 
sent at  once  to  every  part  of  the  Bill,  but 
should  wait  till  it  got  into  Committee,  and 
there  form  his  opinion  upon  it,  but  he 
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it  should  be  indefinitely  pnt  off.  The 
second  reading  merely  went  to  the  prin* 
ciple  of  tlte  Bill,  and  that  principle  was, 
that  the  Poor-laws  should  be  amended, 
so  that  the  honest  and  industrious  labomer 
should  be  protected  against  maintainiag 
the  idle  ana  dissolute.  It  was  thetr  duty 
to  do  all  they  could  to  reinstate  the 
labourer  in  that  situation  in  which  be 
trusted  to  his  honest  exertions  and  in- 
dustry, and  did  not  apply  on  every  ooca- 
sion  for  parish  relief. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  said,  that 
his  object  was  not  what  the  noble  Dake 
seemed  to  suppose,  namely,  to  postpone 
the  Bill  indefinitely.  He  wanted  more 
time  given  for  its  consideration.  Tbeie 
were  a  number  of  clauses  that  showed 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  nothing 
more  than  to  institute  a  Central  Board  of 
Commissioners,  and  to  take  the  manage* 
ment  of  the  poor  out  of  the  hands  of  their 
natural  guardians,  and  to  give  it  to  these 
Commissioners.  More  was  proposed  to  be 
done  than  was  necessary  for  the  advantage 
of  the  poor,  and  an  immense  patronage 
was  to  be  created,  which  was  not  required. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  the  chief 
point  involved  in  this  Bill  was  whether 
their  Lordships  should  retain  their  pro- 
perties or  not.  It  was  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  in  that  opinion  he 
concurred,  that  if  this  measure,  or  a  mea- 
sure similar  to  it,  were  not  speedily 
adopted,  the  property  of  this  country 
would  shortly  change  hands.  He  did  not 
think  that  this  question  ought  to  be  made 
a  subject  of  attack  upon  Ministers,  or  for 
divisions  against  the  existing  Government. 
H.e  hoped  the  question  would  be  taken 
into  unbiassed  and  serious  consideration 
by  their  Lordships,  and  that  without  delay. 
He  trusted  that  it  would  not  be  allowed  to 
stand  over  till  next  winter,  or  till  any 
future  Session  of  Parliament,  nominally 
that  their  Lordships  might  have  time  to 
consider  the  subject,  but  actually  in  order 
that  it  might  be  made  to  answer  the  views 
of  jobbers  in  vestries  and  local  agitators 
in  the  country.  If  it  were  with  a  view 
that  the  question  should  be  properly  un- 
derstood that  the  Motion  for  postpone* 
ment  was  made,  he  should  be  the  last  roan 
to  oppose  it,  but  as  the  delay  was  not 
necessary  for  that  purpose,  he  hoped  hia 
noble  friend  would  not  consent  to  with- 
draw his  Motion  for  the  first  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

The  Bishop  of  Imim  said,  thai  eU 
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though  the  Bill  might  not  be  calculated 
to  aliemte  all  the  evils  of  the  present 
•j^em  of  Poor-laws,  yet  the  principle  on 
which  the  measure  was  founded,  unaoubt- 
ediy  was  to  reinstate,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  labouring  classes,  in  the  condition 
which  they  enjoyed  some  few  years  ago. 
He  was  wrong,  however,  in  saying  a  few 
years— for  the  object  was,  to  bring  them 
into  the  situation  in  which  they  were 
found  about  half  a  century  ago.  Such 
was  the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  it  left  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners,  and  although 
it  was  altered  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament so  as,  in  some  manner,  to  impair 
its  efficiency,  yet  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  noble  Earl  had  mistaken  both 
the  principles  and  machinery  of  the  Bill. 
The  Commissioners  had  recommended 
nothing  but  what  had  stood  the  test  of 
experience,  and  which  had  been  tried  in 
large  and  important  parishes,  and  been 
found  to  answer  beyond  the  expectation 
of  its  most  sanguine  well-wishers.  He, 
therefore,  felt  assured,  that  if  the  main 
principles  of  the  Bill  were  adopted  by 
their  Lordships,  they  would  do  that  which 
was  consistent  with  the  best  principles  of 
humanity,  and  the  truest  and  soundest 
principles  of  economy. 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  and  Tuesday  was 
fixed  for  the  second  reading. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  2,  1834. 

Mmvm.]  Petttkali  pMoHed.  By  Lovd  Noekbys,  fkam 
Deatoo,  against  gnutiog  tbe  Claims  oi  tlie'Disseatcn — By 
Mr.  HvuM,  ftom  Auchtermudity,  against  the  Com  Laws; 
Ikom  Breehin,  against  the  Chufch  Rates  BiU.— By  Captain 
Eluovt,  from  the  Faroehlal  Sohoolnnstns  of  Kdso,  tat 
an  increased  Stipend  i  from  three  Places,  for  the  Scpara> 
tlon  (^ Church  and  State;  from  Kelao»  against  Drunken- 
iiesBt  from  Galaahkls,  in  fltvour  of  the  Leith  Harbour 
Bill. — By  Mr.  Baiitbs,  from  Jamaica*  for  Cmnpensation 
for  Chapeb  destroyed  during  the  Riots.— By  Lord  Moii> 
prru,  ftnm  Leeds,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Olive 
OIL— By  Mr.  HoDei*,  from  severil  PlaoM«  Ibr  Protection 
to  the  Church  of  Bi^lliiiid. 

RsciisTsa  07  Births.]  On  the  Mo- 
tion of  Lord  John  Russell  the  House  went 
into  a  Committee  oti  the  Register  of 
Births  Bill. 

Clause  1  and  2  were  agreed  to.  On 
the  drd  Clause  being  read,  Mr.  Finch  ob- 
jected to  proceeding  with  the  Bill  until 
explanation  were  given.  He  wished  to 
know  why  the  Dissenters  could  not  estab- 
lish a  system  of  Registration  without 
breaking  up  the  system  established  by  the 
Churchmen  and  without  handing  them 
o?er  to  the  tax-gatherers. 


The  Attorney  General  said,  that  a  Re- 
gistration of  Births  of  Dissenters  was  ne- 
cessary even  to  Churchmen  and  to  all 
persons  who  had  or  who  might  be  left 
property.  Without  a  proper  and  legal 
registry  of  births,  marriages,  and  deaths  it 
would  be  in  many  cases,  and  in  cases 
where  members  of  the  establishment,  and 
of  every  sect  might  be  concerned,  very 
difficult  to  decide  in  a  Court  of  Law  to 
whom  property  belonged.  In  the  course 
of  his  practice  he  had  seen  in  Courts  of 
Law  forgeries  and  many  other  expedients 
resorted  to  to  obtain  property^all  of  which 
would  have  been  prevented  if  there  had 
existed  a  full  registry  of  births,  mar- 
riages, and  deaths. 

Lord  Sandon  objected  to  that  part  of 
the  proposed  measure  which  enjoined 
a  penalty  even  on  the  poor  man  unless  it 
was  found  that  he  registered  within  a  cer- 
tain period.  Besides  this  pecuniary 
punishment,  he  considered  it  harsh  that  a 
family  should  be  disturbed  at  a  time  when 
death  had  brought  them  under  affliction, 
and  that  they  should  be  put  to  the  cruel 
inconvenience  that  would  result  from  this 
Bill. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
brought  in  because  the  present  mode  of 
registration  was  extremely  defective.  The 
principle  of  it  would  be  to  cause  the  col- 
lectors of  taxes  to  receive  the  registers, 
which  were  to  be  supervised  by  the  sur- 
veyors of  taxes,  and  transmitted  by  them 
to  a  general  Registry-office.  It  seemed 
to  him,  that  this  mode  of  registration 
might  answer.  He  saw  no  reason  what- 
ever why  the  machinery  of  the  Bill  should 
not  work  well,  and  he  considered,  that 
this  was  the  best  mode  which  had  been 
yet  suggested  for  the  purpose  of  the  re- 
gistration of  births. 

Colonel  Davies  agreed  in  the  import- 
ance of  the  Bill,  but  did  not  object  to 
proceeding  with  the  discussion  of  it  at 
that  time.  He  should  have  preferred  it  if 
the  duty  of  keeping  the  parish  register 
had  been  thrown  on  the  clergyman  or  the 
parish  clerk  than  on  the  tax-gatherer.  He 
thought,  that  by  this  means  the  register 
would  be  taken  greater  care  of,  as  it 
would  be  locked  up  with  the  other  docu- 
ments belonging  to  the  parish. 

Mr.  Baines  thought,  that  there  would 
be  many  objections  to  such  an  arrange- 
ment as  was  proposed  by  his  hon.  friend 
(Colonel  Davies).  One  of  the  chief  oh« 
jections  to  the  arrangement  proposed  by 
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ih«  Doble  Lord  (  Lord  John  Romell)  was, 
that  it  created  an  appearance  of  depend- 
ence on  the  Church. 

Dr.  Lmkuufton  bad  not  expected  that 
the  Bill  would  have  been  proceeded  with 
during  the  present  Session.  He  agreed 
with  the  Attorney-General  as  to  the  ab- 
solute necessity  of  some  general  registry 
of  births  and  marriages.  He  could  state> 
from  his  own  experience,  that  the  present 
system  was  productiTe  of  the  greatest  in- 
convenience, and  he  was,  thereforei  willing 
to  lend  his  assistance  to  any  measure 
which  would  remedy  the  defects  of  it,  so 
that  there  should  be  a  complete  register 
of  births,  marriages,  and  deaths.  At  the 
same  time,  he  was  bound  to  state,  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  question  was 
replete  with  difficulties,  and  it  required 
the  greatest  deliberation  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  both  as  to  its  principle  and 
details,  before  the  House  could  deal  with 
it.  He  doubted  whether  the  present  mea- 
sure would  attain  the  ends  in  view.  If, 
however,  'his  Majesty's  Ministers  and  the 
House  thought  there  was  time  in  the 
present  Session  to  frame  the  Bill  in  such 
a  wav  as  to  overcome  all  the  difficulties 
which  might  arise,  he  would  concur,  and 
would  render  every  assistance  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  it  into  effect ;  but  it 
would  be  most  objectionable  to  attempt  to 
carry  any  measure  which  was  not  satis- 
factory. He  thought  it  most  desirable 
that  they  should  have  a  registry  to  refer 
to  in  cases  of  difficulty;  but  the  present 
Bill  admitted  the  registry  as  evidence  in 
cases  in  which  he  believed  that  it  would 
not  be  altogether  prudent.  He  was  afraid, 
also,  that  the  machinery  contemplated  by 
the  Bill  would  be  too  expensive,  and 
doubted  whether  the  consequence  would 
not  be  the  keeping  a  number  of  registers, 
and  thus  diminishing  the  security.  He 
would  not  oppose  proceeding  with  the 
Bill,  but  would  wait  till  it  came  out  of 
Committee,  when  he  should  be  able  to 
judge  whether  the  measure  was  suffici- 
ently improved  to  be  carried  into  effect. 
Though  the  advantages  of  a  registry  were 
very  great,  he  never  would  agree  to  a 
measure  for  the  purpose,  unless  it  could 
be  easily  carried  into  effect,  and  at  the 
same  time  afford  security. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley  was  most  anxious 
that  the  measure  should  be  carried  into 
effect.  He  thought  that  the  tax-gatherer 
was  the  best  person  who  could  be  selected 
in  each  pariih  to  keep  the  regiitry,  as  he 


was  generally  an  intelligent  man.  He 
would  be  in  constant  intercourse  with  the 
collector,  to  whom  be  could  refar  in  caae 
of  difficulty,  and  the  collector  would  be 
able  to  refer,  if  necessary,  to  the  Board. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to,  as  were  the 
clauses  to  12  inclusive. 

On  clause  13  requiring  ooeopiers  or 
owners  of  houses  to  give  notice  of  births, 
&c., 

Dr.  Lushingtom  said,  be  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  promoter  of  the  BtU, 
how  it  was  possible  to  reconcile  clause  11 
with  the  clause  now  under  consideration? 
There  was  nothing  in  this  Bill  which  could 
enable  the  registrar  to  ascertain  the  fact 
of  either  birth  or  death  with  positive  aoco- 
racy.  As  the  clauses  stood,  the  founda- 
tion of  the  entry  in  the  registry  would  be 
no  better  than  hearsay  evidence,  and  as 
such  evidence  coold  not  be  received  in  a 
Court  of  Law,  it  followed  that  a  registry 
so  conducted  would  be  of  no  possible 
advantage.  He  had  not  been  aware  that 
it  was  intended  to  press  this  measure 
through  during  the  present  Sessbn,  or  he 
should  have  examined  its  provisions  with 
greater  care;  but  the  House  ought  not  to 
agree  to  this  clause  as  it  stood.  He  was 
told  that  a  clause  was  to  be  introduced  to 
correct  the  defect  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
and  all  he  could  say  was,  that  in  the 
framing  of  any  such  clause  great  care 
should  be  taken  to  provide  that  the  entry 
in  the  registry  should  only  be  made  on 
the  information  of  a  party  who  bad  means 
of  ascertaining  the  fact,  stated  positivcljr 
and  beyond  all  doubt. 

Lord  Jokn  /2«sseZ/said,  that  he  felt  the 
full  force  of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend's 
observation.  The  defect  which  he  pointed 
out  was  one  that  ought  to  be  remedied, 
and  therefore  he  hoped  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  would  assist  in  framing  such 
a  clause  as  would  meet  the  difficulty  to 
which  he  adverted. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  in  the  case 
of  births  it  would  be  extremely  difficult, 
as  they  all  knew,  to  obtain  such  informa* 
tion  as  could  be  relied  on ;  and  the  same 
observation  would  apply  to  the  case  of 
deaths,  though  not  perhaps  with  eqaei 
force.  As  far  as  related  to  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  he  was  inoUaed 
to  believe  that  the  existing  system  of  re- 
gistration would  be  preferred  to  that  now 
proposed.  The  present  system  of  regis- 
tration kept  up  the  apiri'tual  oonnectioii 
which  ought  to  subsist  b^twcw  the  Uu 
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BMler  %nd  fait  congregation ;  and  fae  should 
object  to  any  measure  the  tendency  of 
^oh  would  be  to  discontinue  that  con- 
nection. There  was  another  point  on 
which  he  thought  the  promoters  of  this 
Bill  were  bound  to  furnish  the  House 
with  information,  and  that  was  as  to  the 
probable  expense  which  would  be  incurred 
m  carrying  this  measure  into  effect.  Day 
after  day  Committees  of  that  House  were 
employed  in  cutting  down  the  public  and 
local  expenditure  of  the  country,  but  how 
could  the  county  rate,  or  any  other  rate 
be  reduced,  if  Bills  of  this  description, 
impoiiog  new  burthens,  were  continually 
multiplied  ?  On  principles  of  toleration, 
-the  Protestant  clergy  should  be  suffered 
to  keep  the  registries  which  they  were 
BOW  bound  by  law  to  keep,  if  they  were 
willing  to  do  so,  and  if  the  members  of  the 
Established  Church  were  satisfied  with 
the  present  mode  of  registration,  it  would 
be  unfair  to  fix  new  burthens  upon  them. 
He  was  convinced  that  the  mode  of  regis- 
tration proposed  by  this  Bill,  would  not 
be  half  so  satisfactory  to  the  members  of 
the  establishment,  as  that  which  existed  ; 
and  therefore,  although  he  attached  very 
great  importance  to  a  general  registry  of 
this  nature,  he  must  object  to  any  measure 
which  might  have  the  tendency  of  under* 
mioing  the  registries  kept  by  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  of  England.  He  was  satis- 
fied, that  no  persons  belonging  to  the 
communion  of  that  Church  would  avail 
themselves  of  the  new  law,  even  if  enacted. 
Mr,  Brougham  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
intended  not  only  for  the  relief  of  Dis- 
aenters,  but  of  the  whole  community. 
When  he  introduced  it,  he  stated  that  it 
was  not  meant  to  interfere  with  the  regis- 
tries kept  in  churches,  or  the  fees  conse- 
quent upon  those  registries  payable  to  the 
clergy.  This  was  apparent  in  the  first 
clause.  There  was  no  intention  whatever 
to  disturb  the  existing  law  relating  to  the 
registration  of  baptisms  and  burials :  on 
the  contrary,  the  Act  of  the  52nd  of  Geo. 
3rd,  under  which  such  registries  were 
kept,  would  remain  in  operation.  At  pre* 
sent  ther'^  was  no  record  of  births  and 
deaths,  in  I  the  great  object  of  this  Bill 
was,  to  supply  that  defect,  which  was 
savereljr  felt  in  cases  of  title  and  other 
easea  mvolving  property.  He  thought 
that  such  a  record  would  be  a  great  benefit 
to  the  community  at  large,  and  therefore 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  agree  to 
ihe  olAttset 


Sir  Robert  Peel — Then  it  would  seem 
that  the  statute  of  the  62nd  of  Geo.  3id 
was  to  continue  in  operatkm,  notwith- 
standing this  Bill  passed  into  a  law.  This 
fact  in  itself  created  an  almost  insur- 
mountable difficulty.  By  the  52nd  of 
Geo.  3rd,  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England  were  bound  to  provide  books  in 
which  the  registries  were  to  be  kept,  and 
that  being  the  case,  where  was  the  neces- 
sity of  this  double  expense  ?  But  there 
was  something,  he  must  say,  very  ano- 
malous in  having  two  sets  of  registries. 
The  registry  of  baptisms  and  burials  was 
to  be  kept  by  one  party,  while  that  of 
births  and  deaths  was  to  be  kept  by 
another,  but  would  not  such  a  system 
lead  to  endless  complexity  ?  The  person 
who  made  a  search  would  have  to  consult 
two  distinct  authorities,  and  if  those  au- 
thorities  happened  to  disagree,  or  did  not 
tally  exactly  with  each  other,  what  would 
be  the  consequence  ?  In  such  a  case,  and 
it  was  one  likely  enough  to  happen,  where 
would  be  the  advantage  of  either  registry  ? 
Such  a  mode  of  registration  would,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  be  a  most  cumbrous  pro- 
ceeding, and  therefore,  however  willing 
he  was  to  admit,  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
record  of  births  and  deaths  as  well  as  of 
baptisms  und  burials,  he  could  not  give 
his  assent  to  that  which,  even  if  adopted, 
could  lead  to  no  beneficial  result. 

Mr.  Baring  observed,  that  the  whole 
merit  of  a  registry  of  births  would  depend 
upon  the  fact  of  the  child  being  named  in 
the  entry ;  for  without  the  name  the,  entry 
would  be  unintelligible.  What  informa- 
tion, for  instance,  would  an  entry  furnish 
which  stated  that  the  child  of  Henry 
Thompson  and  Mary  Ann,  his  wife,  was 
bom  on  such  a  day?  The  registry  of 
birth,  and  the  baptism  of  the  child  must, 
to  be  worth  any  thing,  be  contemporaneous 
acts,  and  parents  must  have  their  children 
baptized  almost  as  soon  as  bom. 

Mr.  Pease  said,  that  although  he  be- 
longed to  a  body  who  would  not  give  up 
the  mode  of  registration  which  they  had 
adopted  for  any  other,  he  still  thought 
that  a  correct  record  of  births  and  deaths 
was  desirable.  The  17th  clause  would 
remove  the  difficulty  which  had  been 
raised  with  respect  to  the  name  of  the 
child. 

Mr.  Gaulbum  said,  that  a  double  ro- 
gistry  was  calculated  only  to  embarrass 
the  investigations  of  titles.    Evidence  of 
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tism  from  another  would  involve  titles  in 
such  difficulties  that  it  would  be  impossi- 
ble to  get  over  them ;  but  if  the  registry 
was  to  be  kept  by  the  same  party  the  ob- 
jection to  which  he  alluded  might  be  got 
over. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  re^stry,  as 
at  present  made,  only  noted  baptisms  and 
burialsy  not  for  civil  purposes.  For 
these  purposes  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  registry  of  births 
and  deaths.  This  registry  would  be  best 
effected  by  using  the  machinery  of  the 
Tax-office,  and  ^e  expense  incurred  by 
using  this  machinery,  would  not  be  above 
60,000/.  or  70,000/.— an  expense  which 
heVas  satisfied  the  House  would  not  con« 
sider  too  great  for  accomplishing  so  im- 
portant a  national  object. 

The  Attorney  General  certainly  wished 
to  see  one  general  measure  of  registra- 
tion established.  The  one  proposed  he 
did  not  look  upon  as  perfect;  but  it  could 
not  be  denied,  that  it  was  a  great  improve- 
ment on  the  existing  practice.  It  was  a 
measure  which  would,  so  far  from  in- 
juring, be  of  great  service  to  the  members 
of  the  Establishment ;  for  as  their  regis- 
tries at  pres  nt  stood,  baptisms  and 
burials  were  of  no  avail  in  courts,  as 
Judges  could  not  receive  such  registries 
in  evidence.  The  expense  which  it  would 
entail  on  members  of  the  Established 
Church  ought  not  to  be  urged,  when  it 
was  remembered  that  Dissenters  were 
frequently  taxed  for  purposes  purely  con- 
nected with  the  Establishment. 

Dr.  Lushington  thought  it  would  be 
wrong  to  continue  the  old  mode  of  re- 
gistry concurrently  with  the  new  one.  It 
would  only  involve  double  expense,  and 
the  old  system  gave  not  what  was  desired 
— ^a  registry  of  births  and  deaths,  but  of 
christenings  and  burials. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  if,  on 
the  faith  of  an  untried  experiment,  they 
were  at  once  to  abolish  parochial  regis 
tration,  they  would  create  the  greatest 
alarm  throughout  the  country.  If  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend  had  read  the  evi- 
dence, he  would  have  found,  that  there 
were  many  persons  who  seriously  believed 
it  would  endanger  the  Church.  A  large 
number  of  persons  were  interested  in  it, 
for  they  derived  large  emoluments  from  it. 
As  a  practical  man,  he  wished  to  ascer- 
tain that  the  new  system  would  work  well 
before  he  abolished  the  old  one.     Old 
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the  new  one  was  buill»  and  its  stability 
proved. 

Mr.  Pollock  knew,  that  the  present  sys- 
tem, imperfect  as  it  was,  haa  conferred 
many  benefits  on  the  country,  and  he 
thought  it  desirable  to  have  more  than 
one  means  of  obtaining  correct  evidence, 
especially  as  reasonable  doubts  might  be 
entertained  in  many  cases  whether  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  woold  be  strictly 
followed.  It  would  be  hard  to  refuse  to 
the  professors  of  the  Church  of  England 
the  privilege  they  now  enjoyed,  if  they 
thought  proper  to  (|esire  its  continuance. 
He  hoped  that  in  what  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  had  said,  he  did  not  mean 
to  attribute  interested  motives  to  those 
persons  to  whom  he  had  alluded. 

The  Clause,  with  verbal  Amendments, 
was  agreed  to. 

On  arriving  at  the  1 7th  ClausCi  enacting 
that  "  a  penalty  be  imposed  on  any  per* 
son  registering  a  child  m  one  name,  and 
baptising  it  in  another,"  it  was  proposed 
to  fill  up  the  blank  with  the  sum  Of 
tweqty  shillings. 

Mr.  Gotf/6ttm  considered  the  penalty 
too  large — a  smaller  sum  would  answer 
every  purpose. 

Mr.  O'Connell  thought  that  they  lived  in 
rather  changeable  times,  and  ought  to  allow 
a  little  variety  in  one  matter  as  well  as  in 
another.  For  instance,  if  a  man  regis* 
tered  his  child  as  John  Russell,  and  after- 
wards, altering  his  mind,  bp.ptized  it  as 
Robert  Peel,  it  was  only  following  an  ex- 
ample which  was  frequently  set  him,  and 
why  should  he  have  to  pay  20s.  for  that 
change  in  his  opinions,  which  others  paid 
nothing  at  all  for. 

Mr.  Estcourt  moved,  that  it  be  reduced 
to  half-a-crown. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
Clause : — Ayes  73  ;  Noes  55 ;  Ma- 
jority 18. 

The  penalty  was  subsequently  fixed  at 
five  shillings,  and  the  clause  ordered  to 
stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

The  remaining  Clauses  of  the  Bill  were 
agreed  to,  and  the  House  resumed.  The 
Report  to  be  brought  up,  on  a  future 
day. 

CtJSTOMs'  Acts.]  On  the  Motion  of 
Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  the  House  resolved 
into  Committee  on  the  Customs*  Acts. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said  it  was  merely- 
his  intention  to  propose  certain  resolu- 
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Castoms-taws  he  thought  advisable. 
They  might  be  afterwards  discussed.  It 
was  well  known  to  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  the  expediency  of  reducing 
the  duty  on  the  importation  of  dried  fruits 
was  pressed  on  the  Govern  ment  by  the 
hon.  member  for  London,  who  made  a 
Motion  for  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
currants.  He  opposed  that  Motion,  be- 
cause, he  thought  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  not  spare  the  sum 
which  the  duty  on  currants  brought  to  the 
revenue ;  and  because  he  conceived  that 
it  was  not  desirable  to  take  any  measures 
with  respect  to  any  particular  article  ;  but 
that  the  better  course  was  to  deal  with 
the  whole  class  to  which  that  article  be- 
longed. He  therefore  did  not  think  it 
right  to  touch  the  duty  on  currants  with- 
out, at  the  same  time,  touching  the  duty 
on  other  fruit;  but  he  told  his  hon.  friend 
that  the  attention  of  Government  was 
turned  to  the  subject,  and  in  the  present 
Session,  if  possible,  a  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  fruit  generally  would  be  proposed. 
He  therefore  had  considerable  pleasure  in 
informing  the  Committee,  that  one  of  the 
resolutions  which  it  was  his  intention  to 
propose  would  declare,  that  the  duty  on 
currants  should  be  reduced  to  the  extent 
of  one-half  of  its  present  amount;  andpart 
of  that  Resolution  would  embrace  a  pro- 
portionate reduction  of  the  duty  on  raisins, 
prunes,  and  other  fruits,  belonging  to  the 
same  class.  One  of  his  resolutions  would 
apply  to  an  article  for  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Morpeth)  the  member  for  Yorkshire,  had 
given  notice  of  a  Motion, — he  meant  olive 
oil, — which  was  much  used  in  machinery, 
and  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
enable  the  consumer  to  obtain  it  at  as 
cheap  a  rate  as  possible.  The  Government 
could  not  reduce  the  duty  on  that  article 
without  acting  on  the  same  principle  it 
had  laid  down  with  respect  to  the  duty  on 
froit,  and  reducing  the  duty  on  articles 
of  a  similar  description.  He  accordingly 
proposed  to  reduce  the  duties  on  coooa- 
ont  oil  and  palm  oil.  The  Government 
had  been  pressed  to  remove  all  the  duties 
from  these  articles ;  but  however  much  he 
was  disposed  in  all  cases  to  make  the  raw 
material  obtainable  at  as  cheap  a  rate  as 
possible,  he  was  bound  to  look  to  the 
state  of  the  revenue,  and  he  was  also 
bound  to  consider  whether  it  would  be  fair 
to  take  the  duty  off  those  articles  entirely 
without  at  th^  same  time  removing  it  from 


other  similar  articles.  But  though  he  did 
not  propose  to  repeal  the  duty  entirely, 
by  reducing  it  one-half  on  those  three  ar- 
ticles, he  was  conferring  a  benefit  on  the 
manufacturing  interest ;  and  doing  every 
thing  which,  under  the  circumstances, 
could  be  expected.  He  had,  however,  to 
state,  with  respect  to  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  olive  oil,  that  it  would  not  take 
effect  on  that  article  which  was  the  pro- 
duce of  the  Two  Sicilies,  unless  his  Ma- 
jesty in  council  should  otherwise  direct. 
He  would  state  the  reasons  which  had  in- 
duced him  to  make  this  exception.  For 
some  time  past,  negotiations  had  been 
carrying  on  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
greater  freedom  of  intercourse  between  this 
country  and  the  Two  Sicilies ;  but  he  was 
sorryto  say ,  that  theGovem  ment  of  the  latter 
state  was  not  so  well  disposed  as  he  had 
expected,  to  allow  the  commodities  of  this 
country  to  enter  his  dominions  on  paying 
moderate  duties.  During  the  pending 
negotiations,  therefore,  it  was  not  thought 
advisable  to  reduce  the  duty  on  articles 
which  were  the  produce  of  that  state. 
For  though  he  was  prepared  to  contend , 
as  he  ever  had  done,  that  we  ought  to 
look  solely  to  the  interests  of  our  own 
consumers  (let  other  countries  adopt  what 
measures  they  pleased),  still  he  thought 
that,  under  the  peculiar  circumstances 
which  he  had  described,  this  country 
ought  to  retain  the  power  of  withholding 
from  the  produce  of  the  Two  Sicilies  those 
advantages  which  she  conceded  to  the 
produce  of  other  countries  until  she  ob- 
tained from  the  Crovernment  what  she 
had  a  right  to  expect.  In  the  resolutions 
there  would  be  included  some  minor 
articles,  not  involving  any  very  material 
amount  of  duty,  the  produce  of  the  West 
Indies.  The  reduction  of  those  duties,  in 
order  to  encourage  the  produce  of  the 
West  Indies  had  been  much  pressed  upon 
him,  but,  in  consequence  of  the  reduc- 
tions which  it  had  been  his  good  fortune 
to  carry  into  effect  rince  he  joined  the 
Government  very  little  remained  to  be 
done  on  this  head ;  at  the  same  time  there 
were  one  or  two  articles  of  minor  import- 
ance, such  as  plantains,  liqueurs,  pimento, 
&c.,  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  which 
would,  by  increasing  the  sale,  give  em- 
ployment to  the  population  in  the  West 
Indies.  It  might  appear  that  the  pro- 
posed reductions  of  duty  were  trifling; 
but  he  was  bound  to  consider  what  amount 
of  revenue  his  noble  friend,  the  Chancellor 
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of  the  Eiebeaaer  coald  spire*    By  the 
redaction  of  tne  duty  on  fruits,  and  on 
cnrrants  especially,  there  would  be  an 
apparent  sacrifice  of  revenue  to  the  amount 
of  150,000^;    and  he  would  not  have 
Gentlemen  suppose,  because  some  of  the 
articles,  the  duty  on  which  he  proposed  to 
repeal  might  appear  of  trifling  import- 
ance, or  because  some  of  their  names  even 
might  be  unknown  to  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers, that  therefore,  the  reduction  would 
not  be  of  any  benefit.    He  could  refer  to 
many   articles   with    respect    to   which 
scarcely  any  loss  had  been  occasioned  to 
the    revenue,    notwithstanding  that  the 
duty  on  them  had  been  reduced  from 
an  amount  almost  prohibitory.  The  traffic 
in  some  of  them,  which  had  been  very 
limited  before  the  reduction  of  the  daty, 
had  since  become  exceedingly  large,  to 
the  advantage  of  the  shipping  and  com- 
merce of  this  country.  He  would  instance 
two  or  three  articles,  the  duties  on  which 
were,  at  his  suggestion,  reduced  in  1831 
and  1832,  in  confirmation  of  this  observa- 
tion.    In  1831,  he  was,  to  use  a  vulgar 
expression,  a  good  deal  quizzed  for  sub- 
mitting to  the  House  a  long  list  of  ar- 
tides,  a  great  number  of  which  were  only 
known  to  most  Members  of  that  House  as 
medicinal  drugs,    though  they  were  of 
great  importance  in  different  manufac- 
tures.   He  was  sneeringly  asked   what 
signified  it  whether  senna  was  a  halfpenny 
a-pound  cheaper  or  not  ?   Now,  he  would 
show  the  House  that,  by  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  many  of  those  articles,  the 
trade  of  the  country  had  been  increased, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  the  manufac- 
tures in  which  they  were  used  »<.'ere  carried 
on  at  a  cheaper  rate,  without  any  sacrifice 
of  revenue.    Borate  acid  was  one  of  the 
articles,  the  duty  on  which  was  reduced 
in  1832.  The  quantity  imported  in  1831, 
amounted  to  dOO,0001b.    The  duty  was 
reduced  from  4d,  per  lb.  down  to  4$,  per 
cwt.;  and  the  consumption  had  increased 
in  two  years  to  775,0001b.,  while  the  loss 
incurred    by   the    revenue  was    trifling. 
Zaffir  was  likewise  an  article  greatly  used 
in  manufactures,  but  up  to  1832,  its  im- 
portation had  been  checked  by  a  duty  of 
Ic^.  per  lb.    At  that  period,  the  duty  was 
reduced  to  Is.  per  cwt.,  and  the  consump- 
tion had  increased  from  266,0001b.  to 
329,0001b.    Similar  remarks   might  be 
extended   to  the  articles  of  quicksilver, 
bitter  almonds,  and  cocoa,  in  all  of  which 
an  increase  in  the  amount  of  importation 


had  takes  ^i^ce,  after  the  fedaetfoa  of 
the  duty.    The  amonnt  reeeived  by  the 
revenue  on  aecoant  of  the  duty  collected 
on  all  the  varions  articles  prsvioos  to  the 
reduction  was  63,000/. ;   after  the  redue-* 
tion,  33,0001.,  making  a  loss  of  not  more 
than  forty-five  per  cent.,  while  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  each  article  Taried 
from  5«6ths  to  7-8ths,  and  in  some  m- 
stances,  to  15«16ths.    He  stated  these 
facts  in  order  to  deter  gentlemen  from 
sneering  when  they  saw  such  artfcles  as 
dried  pears  and  apples  in  the  list  which  it 
would  presently  be  his  duty  to  place  in 
the  hands  of  the  chairman.    His  resolu- 
tions would  chiefly  apply  to  the  redoctk>n 
of  duty ;  but  there  was  one  duty  which  it 
was  his  intention  entirely  to  remit,  and 
that  was  the  duty  on  the  expor^^tbn  of 
coal.     The  bon.  member   fb.    i  Hdport 
shook  his  head  at  this  statement ,  but  he 
confessed  that  he  did  not  share  the  hon. 
Member's    apprehensions,    that   after  a 
period  of  1,400  years,  the  stock  of  coal  in 
the  country  would  be  exhausted.    He  be- 
lieved,  that  the   remitting  of  the  duty 
would  afford  very  considerable  benefit  to 
the  shipowners  of  this  country ;  for  it  was 
notorious,  that  a  great  proportkin  of  the 
ooal  whkh  went  abroad  vras  carried  in 
British  ships,  and  it  was  not  his  intentmn 
to  remove  the  discriminating  duties  on 
foreign  ships  with  respect  to  this  article. 
It  had  been  thought  that,  by  placing  a 
less  duty  on  small  coal  than  on  round 
coal,  its  exportation  would  increase,  and 
that  the  necessity  for  burning  it  away  on 
the  ground  would  cease.  That  ol^ect  had 
not  been  attained,  for  the  exportation  had 
not,  in  fact,  increased.    In    1830,  the 
amount  exported  was  240,000  tons,  and 
at   present   it    was    235,000  tons.      It 
was  not  to  be  expected,  therefore,  as  long 
as  the  duty  continued,  that    this  coal 
would   be  exported.    Besides,    as  other 
commodities  were  permitted  to  be  ex* 
ported  at  one-half  per  cent.,  it  would  not 
have  been  fair  to  refuse  to  the  owners  of 
this  particular  commodity  permission  to 
export  it  on  the  same  terms.    There  was 
another  article  included  in  the  schedule 
to  which  he  trusted  no  objection  would 
be   made—- he  alluded  to  books  printed 
abroad.    The  present  duty  on  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  books  was  61,  per 
cwt.    It  was  impossible  to  take  off  tnat 
duty  entirely,  so  long  as  there  existed  in 
this  country  an  excise  on  paper ;  but  he 
proposed  to  reduce  the  duty,  taking  pre* 
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lion  of  copyright,  to  2L  lOi.  per  cwt. 
This  reduction  would,  he  thought,  afford 
irery  sensible  relief  to  those  who  imported 
books  into  this  country ;  but  he  wished  it 
to  be  understood,  that  books,  the  first 
edition  of  which  appeared  in  this  country 
within  fifteen  or  twenty  years  ago,  would 
not  be  allowed  to  be  imported.  The 
first  article  in  the  schedule  was  animttl 
oil,  the  duty  on  which  he  proposed  to 
reduce  to  Is.  dd.  per  cwt.  The  duty  on 
palm  oil  and  cocoa  nut  oil  he  proposed  to 
reduce  from  2$,  6d.  to  1  s.  3d.  The  duty  on 
these  oils  amounted,  in  1833,  to  27,000/., 
and  consequently  the  loss  by  the  reduc- 
tion would  equal  13,600/.  He  proposed 
to  reduce  the  duty  on  olive  oil  from  eight 
guineas  per  tun  to  four  guineas.  It  was 
not,  however,  his  intention  to  go  through 
the  whole  list  of  articles,  but  there  was 
one  alteration  for  which  he  trusted  he 
should  receive  the  sanction  of  the  House 
at  the  proper  time;  he  alluded  to  the 
power  which  it  was  proposed  to  give  to  in- 
land towns  to  place  goods  in  bond.  The 
revenue  would  be  benefitted  by  the  pay- 
ments which  would  be  made  by  those 
towns  which  chose  to  take  advantage  of 
this  regulation,  and  care  would,  of  course, 
be  taken  to  guard  against  smuggling. 
The. right  hon.  Gentleman  conclud«i  by 
moving  the  following  resolutions : 

1. — ^That  instead  of  the  Duties  on  Customs 
now  payable  upon  the  inoportation  of  the 
fbUowing  articles,  the  several  Duties  herein  set 
forth  in  respect  of  the  sane  respectively, 
•hall  be  made  payable ;  that  is  to  say^^-* 

Apples— dried,  the  bushel     -       -020 
Books — being  of  editions  printed 
in  or  since  the  year  1801,  bound 
or  unbound,  the  cwt. 
Currants — ^the  cwt.  - 

Figs — the  cwt.  -  -        - 

Grapes— for   every   100/.    of  the 

value     - 
OiV— from  and  after  the  10th  Oct. 
1834,  namely : — 
Animal  Oil — the  cwt. 
Cocoa-nut  Oil — the  cwt. 
Olive  Oil— the  tun 
—  the  produce  of,  or 
imported  from  any 
part  of  the  domi- 
nions of  the  King 
oftheTwoSiciltes, 
the  tun 
....  imported  in  a 
ship  belonging  to 
any  of  the  sub- 
jects of  the  Ring 
of  the  Two.  Si- 
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dliesi  the  tun 
Note. — For  the  power 
given  to  his  Majesty 
m  Council  to  reduce 
these  duties  on  Olive 
Oil,  the  produce  of, 
or  imported  from,  the 
dominions  of  the  King 
of  the  Two  Sicilies, 
«ee  the  body  of  the 
Act. 
Palm  Oil— the  cwt. 
Pears— dried,  the  bushel 
Prunes — ^the  cwt. 

Raisins — the  cwt.        ... 
the  produce  of,  and  imported 
from,  any  British  posses- 
sion, the  cwt.         -        m 
Seal  Skins  —  of    British     taking, 
and   imported    from    the 
Fishery,  or  from  a  British 
possession,     the     dozen 
skins 
Liqueurs — the  produce  of,  and  im- 
ported from,  the  British 
possessions   in   America, 
the  gallon 
Palmetto  Thatch— the  produce  of, 
and  imported    from    the 
British     possessions     in 
America,  for  every  100/. 
of  the  value 
Plantains— dried,  the  produce  of, 
and   imported    from    the 
British     possessions     in 
America,  for  every  tOOL 
of  the  value 

2.  That  no  abatement  of  the  Duties  of 
Customs  be  made  in  respect  of  goods  saved 
at  sea,  and  sold  for  the  payment  of  salvage. 

3.  That  no  Abatement  of  the  Duties  of 
Customs  be  allowed  in  respect  of  any  drugs 
imported  from  foreign  parts  on  account  of 
any  damage  received  by  the  same  during  the 
voyage. 

4.  That  the  exemption  from  Export  Duty  in 
respect  of  Woollen  Manufactures  exported  to 
places  within  the  limits  of  the  East  India 
Company's  Charter  be  repealed. 

5.  That  the  Duty  ot  Exportation  upon 
coals,  culm,  and  cinders,  exported  in  British 
ships,  be  repealed ;  and  that  the  duty  of  ex- 
portation on  all  coals,  culm,  and  cinders,  ex- 
posed in  foreign  ships,  be  As.  for  every  ton  of 
the  same. 

Mr.  Robinson  approved  generally  of  the 
alterations  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  observing,  that  the  revenue 
arising  from  currants  would  not,  after  the 
present  year,  be  so  unproductive  as  might 
be  supposed  from  the  reduction  that  had 
been  announced.  There  was  one  altera- 
tion, the  reason  of  which  he  confessed  he 
could  not  see — namely,  the  redaction  on 
fruit,  the  produce  of  Spain  and  Portugal, 
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tecanse  the  duty  on  that  of  our  own 
colonies  was  reduced.  He  thought  it 
would  be  wise  for  the  GoTernment  to  keep 
the  power  of  reducing  that  duty  in  its 
own  hands,  so  that  it  might  be  used  to 
obtain  from  those  countries  a  reduction  of 
duties  on  our  commodities*  He  hoped 
that  when  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  time,  he  would  direct  his  at- 
tention to  a  list  which  he  could  lay  before 
him,  of  at  least  fifty  articles,  the  aggre- 
gate duties  on  which  scarcely  amounted 
to  40,000/.  a-year. 

Mr.  Warburtim  also  approved  of  the 
greater  part  of  the  changes  which  the  Go- 
Ternment proposed  to  make.  The  article 
of  coals,  however,  was  one  of  the  excep- 
tions to  his  assent.  He  was  borne  out 
by  the  authority  of  Mr.  Ricardo,  in  saying, 
that  the  removal  of  an  export  duty  from 
such  an  article  as  coals  was  most  im- 
politic. In  all  the  manufactures  in  which 
that  article  was  used,  the  effect  of  the 
removal  would  be  to  put  our  foreign  rivals 
upon  the  same  footing  as  ourselves.  He 
r^^tted  to  find  himself  under  the  neces- 
sity of  saying,  that  the  change  made  ap- 
jlpared  to  have  proceeded  rather  from  the 
influence  of  some  members  for  northern 
places,  than  from  any  strong  conviction 
that  the  alteration  was  based  upon  a 
sound  principle. 

Lord  Altharp  said,  the  fact  was,  the 
producers  of  coal  were  in  distress  and 
wanted  relief.  He  concurred  in  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  Mr.  Ricardo,  but  the 
question  was,  whether  the  article  in  ques- 
tion could  continue  to  be  exported  at  all 
under  the  existing  duty.  There  was  no 
revenue  worth  talking  of  derived  from  Hol- 
land for  coals ;  the  effect  of  the  duty  was 
almost  altogether  to  prevent  the  export 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompsou  asked  what 
rate  of  duty  was  to  be  laid  on  coals 
carried  in  foreign  ships  ? 

Mr.  P.  Thomson  said,  the  present 
rate  of  duty  was  65.  Sd,  per  ton  on  round 
coals,  and  4s.  on  small  coals  carried  in 
foreign  ships,  while  the  duty  on  round 
coals  carried  in  British  ships  was  ds.  4d., 
and  that  on  small  coals  2s.  He  now 
proposed  that  4s.  should  be  the  dutv  on 
all  coals  canied  in  foreign  ships,  without 
distinction  between  the  round  and  small 
coals. 

Lord  Morpeth  thought,  that  the  duty 
on  olive  oil  should  be  reduced  to  3/.  3s. 
or  3^  2s.  per  ton,  as  recommended  by 
Mr*  Maccullocb. 


Mr.  GroU  regretted,  that  the  dnty^m 
barilla  was  not  to  be  removed ;  it  woald 
soon  be  no  longer  imported  into  this 
country.  The  psesent  imports  of  that 
article  did  not  amount  to  half  what  they 
were  three  years  ago. 

Mr.  George  Frederick  Yoimg^  in  refer- 
ence to  the  proposition  of  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  opposite  on  the  subject  of  per* 
mitting  inland  towns  tobondgoods^  could 
not  help  saying,  that  that  was  sudk  a 
change  of  magnitude  and  importance  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  brought  forward  at 
that  late  period  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  Broiherton  said,  the  proposed  re- 
duction of  duties  would  be  beneficial  to. 
the  manufacturing  interest,  and  give  great 
satisfaction  to  the  country.  The  allowing 
of  bonded  warehouses  in  inland  towns 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  Manchester 
and  other  places.  He  felt  some  doubt  as 
to  the  policy  of  allowing  the  exportatioa 
of  coals. 

Colonel  Torrem  was  sure  that  the  ax- 
portation  of  coals  would  be  iojurioua  to 
our  manufactures. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  thought 
there  need  be  00  apprehensions  entertain- 
ed with  respect  to  the  export  of  coals; 
Russia,  Prussia,  Holland,  France,  and 
other  parts  of  the  Continent,  were  now  in 
possession  of  coals,  and  we  no  longer  pos- 
sessed a  monopoly. 

The  Resolutions  were  agreed  to. 

Merchaht  Seamxn's  Widows.]  Mr, 
Lyall  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
House  going  into  Committee  on  this  BilL 

Mr.  Jiobinson  moved,  that  it  be  an  in- 
struction to  the  Committee  to  appropriate 
a  portion  of  the  revenues  to  be  raised 
under  this  Act  to  the  support  of  the  Mer- 
chant Seamen's  Hospital.  The  revenues 
would  be  20,000/.  per  annam,  and  he 
would  propose  that  one*twentieth  of  that 
sum  be  appropriated  to  the  purpose  he  had 
stated. 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  proposition, 
but  it  was  withdrawn ;  and  the  Bill  went 
through  a  Committee. 

Admission  to  the  Universities.] 
Mr.  George  Wood  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House .  on  the 
Universities'  Admission  Bill.  He  wished 
the  Bill  to  be  committed  pro  formd  in 
order  that  certain  Amendments  might  be 
inserted  aiid  printed. 
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Sir  Oeorge  Murray  said,  that  before 
the  Bill  went  into  Committee,  he  was 
desirous  to  make  a  few  observations.  He 
was  as  anxious  as  any  man  to  remove  as 
much  as  possible  every  grievance  which 
pressed  upon  any  class  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects  on  the  ground  of  religious  dis- 
tinctions.  His  whole  conduct  through 
life  had  been  marked  with  this  principle 
— he  had  voted  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Corporation  and  Test  Acts,  and  had 
given  his  assent  to  the  removal  of  the  dis- 
qualifications affecting  the  Roman  Catholic 
subjects  of  the  realm.  After  his  accession 
to  the  office  of  Secretary  for  the  colonies, 
he  had  extended  the  principle  of  non- 
exclusion  to  the  Universities  of  York,  in 
Upper  Canada,  and  of  Montreal,  admit- 
ting thereto  every  religious  sect  without 
any  inquiry  whatever.  With  these  proofs 
of  his  opinions,  it  could  not  be  denied, 
that  he  was  a  friend  to  religious  liberty. 
He  thought,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Lancashire,  who  had  brought  for- 
ward the  present  measure,  had  failed  to 
show  the  practical  application  of  the 
principle  to  the  object  which  he  had  in 
view ;  and,  without  meaning  any  disrespect 
to  the  hon.  Member,  he  must  say,  that 
the  Bill  appeared  to  him  to  be  unintel- 
ligible and  contradictory.  Such  a  mea- 
sure was  much  too  extensive  an  under- 
taking for  any  individual  member  of  the 
Legislature,  and  he  should  rather  have 
wished  that  his  Majesty's  Government 
would  have  themselves  taken  up  this  im- 
portant subject,  and  based  a  measure  for 
the  adoption  of  the  House  upon  the  terms 
of  thie  petitions  which  had  been  presented 
to  the  other  House  of  Parliament  bv  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  to  this  House  by  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  now  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  from  certain  Members  of  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  in  favour  of  the 
admission  of  Dissenters  into  that  and  the 
other  University.  He  thought,  that  the 
ditficulty  in  the  matter  arose  from  the  ne- 
cessity for  religious  instruction  in  the 
University,  which  course  of  instruction 
must  necessarily  be  confined  to  the  estab- 
lished religion  of  the  country.  From  this 
circumstance  arose  the  practical  difficulty 
of  applying  in  this  instance  those  liberal 
principles  which  he  bad  ever  entertained, 
and  was  anxious  to  adopt.  As  a  member 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  he  stood  him- 
self in  the  situation  of  a  Dissenter  in  this 
country,  and  therefore  it  could  not  be 
doubted,  that  he  was  desirous  that  the 
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privileges  of  the  English  Universities 
should  be  opened  to  his  fellow-country- 
men in  common  with  other  Dissenters, 
and  he  should  be  glad  if  degrees  could 
be  attained  by  them  as  a  matter  of 
honour;  but  he  certainly  was  not  willing 
that  Dissenters  should  obtain  a  power  in 
the  internal  government  of  the  Univer- 
sities, which  power,  in  his  judgment, 
ought  to  rest  with  the  members  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church.  He  should  also  be  glad 
if  it  were  possible  that  Dissenters  and 
members  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
could  be  admitted  to  them  for  the  pur- 
poses of  education,  and  at  the  same  time 
their  scruples  relieved  by  a  dispensation 
with  the  necessity  for  their  attendance  in 
chapel,  and  upon  the  college  course  of  re- 
ligious instruction  ;  but  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  know  how  this  could  be  effected  con- 
sistently with  the  constitution  of  the  Uni- 
versities of  this  country.  The  subject  was 
one  of  great  difficulty,  and  if  it  were  to  be 
interfered  with,  it  ought  to  have  been 
taken  up  by  his  Majesty's  Government, 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  equally  diffi- 
cult question  of  Roman  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation had  been  taken  up  by  their  prede- 
cessors in  office.  If  they  had  adopted 
that  course,  and  had  taken  the  opinions 
of  such  members  of  the  Universities  as 
were  in  favour,  as  well  as  of  those  who 
were  opposed  to  the  admission  of  Dissent- 
ers, a  measure  acceptable  to  all  might  by 
modifying  those  opinions  have  been 
framed.  If  he  could  bring  himself  to 
think,  that  the  present  Bill  could  by  pos- 
sibility be  converted  in  Committee  into 
such  a  measure,  his  objections  to  it 
would  be  at  once  removed.  He,  how- 
ever, should  not  impede  the  House  now 
going  into  Committee  on  it,  and  he  trusted 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  introduced 
it,  would  see  that  he  (Sir  George  Mur- 
ray) could  not  dispense  with  this,  the  first 
opportunity  afforded  him,  of  taking  away 
a  supposition  that  had  gone  forth,  that  he 
wished  to 'Obstruct  the  removal  of  the  dis- 
abilities under  which,  in  this  respect,  the 
Dissenters  laboured.  The  statement  which 
he  had  made  elsewhere  on  this  subject, 
had  been  founded  upon  the  supposition, 
that  the  Government  contemplated  the  in- 
troduction of  a  measure  of  relief  to  the 
Dissenters — a  supposition  which  owed  its 
origin  to*the  fact  of  the  presentation  of  the 
petitions  to  which  he  had  adverted  by  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies, 
2N 
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The  Lord  A  dvocafe  said : "  I  havelistened 
with  feelings  of  pain  and  regret  to  the 
«peech  of  the  right  hon.  member  for  Perth- 
shire.    He  has  said,  that  he  has  consi- 
dered himself  as  a  Dissenter,  as  all  Presby- 
terians of  the  Scotch  Chnrch  must  do  in 
Englnnd,  although  they  arc  members  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Scotland,  and 
yet  that  he  voted  against  the  Bill  for  the 
admission  of  Dissenters  into  the  English 
Universities,  for  reasons  which,  although 
they  have  been  detailed  at  very  consider- 
able length,  no  person  could  have  expected 
to  hear  come  from  an  hon.  Member  who 
avows  himself  to  be  a  Dissenter,  and  a 
person  most  anxious  to  remove  all  religious 
distinctions.      Every  observation    which 
the  hon.  Member  has  made,  justifies  those 
Members  from  Scotland  who  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  while  even, 
if  agreed  to  in  their  full  extent,  they  make 
a   vote  given  by  a  Scotch  Presbyterian 
Member  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  more  difficult  to  explain.     By  voting 
for  the  second  reading,  the  House  does  no 
more  than  approve  of  the  principles  of  a 
Bill.     Has  the  right  hon.  Member  stated, 
that  he  disapproves  of  the  principles  of 
the  Bill  in  any  respect,  or  that  he  did 
not  understand  it  ?     All  his  observations 
tend  to  the  strongest  approbation  of  the 
principles  of  the  Bill.     He  says,  he  ap- 
proved of  the  Cambridge  petition.     It  is 
not  surprising,  that  those  Members  who 
opposed  so  strongly  and  so  eloquently  all 
the  sentiments  contained  in  the  Cambridge 
petition,  should  vote  against  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  for  the  principles  of 
this  Bill  differ  in  no  respect  from   that 
petition.     The  details  of  the  Bill  may 
differ  in  some  respeets.    That  was  the 
strongest  reason  for  voting  for  the  second 
reading,  and  for  allowing  the  Bill  to  go 
into  Committee.      All  the  supporters  of 
the  Cambridge  petition  will  then  have  an 
opportunity  of  proposing  such  alterations 
as  will  make  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
agree  with  their  views  of  that  petition. 
But  the  House  has  been  told,  that  a  Bill 
brought   in  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
founded  on  the  principles  of  the  Cambridge 
petition,  would  have  received  the  support 
of  the  right  hon.  member  for  Perthshire. 
This  is  carrying  regard  for  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  very  far  indeed.     This  Bill  was 
introduced  in  the  month  of  April  by  my 
hon.  friend,  the  member  for  »South  Lan- 
cashire.    It  could  not  be  brought  forward 
by  any  Member  more  entitled  to  the  re- 


spect and  regard  of  the  House,  whether 
holding  office  or  not.  So  far  from  bein^ 
opposed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  it  ts 
supported  by  them,  and  the  second  read- 
ing was  carried  by  a  large  majority.  No 
person  can  accuse  the  right  hon.  member 
for  Perthshire  of  undue  deference  to  Min- 
isters, yet  it  would  surely  amount  to  that 
to  vote  against  a  Bill  the  principle  of  which 
Dissenters  were  bound  to  support,  because 
Ministers  did  not  introduce  it.  Accord- 
ing to  that,  a  measure,  however  good, 
and  however  much  it  accords  with  the 
feelings  of  Members  of  this  House,  is  to 
receive  a  direct  negative  because  it  is  not 
brought  forward  by  Ministers."  He  (the 
Lord  Advocate)  was  unwilling  to  detain  the 
House  at  that  hour,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  Bill  when  reprinted,  would  have  un- 
dergone such  alterations  as  would  remote 
even  the  more  minute  objections  which 
had  been  urged  against  it,  which  it  wat 
not  unreasonable  to  expect  might  come 
from  zealous  members  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Their  support  it  was  most 
important  to  obtain.  Their  opposition 
might  arise  fh>m  the  roost  honoaraUe 
and  conscientious  views,  deeply  im- 
printed upon  their  minds  by  early  educa- 
tion ;  but  he  trusted  there  would  not  be 
many  Representatives  from  Scotland  who 
regarded  themselves  as  Dissenters  here,  as 
the  right  hon.  member  for  Perthshire  said 
he  did,  who  would  oppose  the  Bill  on  soch 
grounds. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  George  W.  Wood  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  certain  Amendments  profbrmd. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  before  the 
Amendments  which  had  just  been  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire were  put  to  the  Committee,  he  was 
sure  the  Committee  (feeling  that  he  as  yet 
had  had  no  opportunity  afforded  him  for 
expressing  the  sentiments  he  entertained 
with  respect  to  this  Bill,  and  being  also 
aware,  that  this  would  be  his  only  oppor- 
tunity) would  favour  him,  even  at  the  late 
hour  which  had  now  arrived,  with  its  at- 
tention on  the  present  occasion.  The 
observations  which  he  wished  to  make  had 
no  reference  to  the  Amendments  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member,  and  upon  them  he 
would  give  the  Committee  no  trouble. 
His  objections,  he  fairly  confessed,  were 
not  to  the  Amendments  merely,  but  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  That  principle  could 
not  be  carried  into  effect  without  leaving* 


%m 


Ohmvmurf 


{ JtriT  %} 


tUSahbaik. 


lOM 


hit  fibjtetioiit  unaltered  and  unftlterable. 
He  beiiaved,  the  principle  would  be  de* 
■trucUve  to  the  two  Universities  as  they 
now  stood,  and  would  be  useless  for  aoy 
good  purpose  to  the  Dissenters  them- 
selves. He  could  not  but  feel  convinced, 
that  if  this  Bill  was  rendered  efficient  for 
the  purpose  it  had  in  view,  it  would  de- 
stroy the  whole  system  at  present  prevail- 
ing in  the  two  Universities,  aod  would  in- 
troduce either  utter  religious  indifference, 
or  constant  acrimonious  religious  strife. 
With  those  feelings  pervading  his  mind, 
the  Committee  would  not  be  surprised 
when  he  stated  that  he  entertained  an 
unconquerable  objection  to  this  Bill.  It 
was  but  due  to  the  University  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  and  to  himself,  that 
be  should  avail  himself  of  this  the  only 
opportunity  afforded  him  of  giving  ex- 
pression to  tliose  feelings;  and  though, 
perhaps,  he  might  in  the  judgment  of 
many  hon.  Members,  be  thought  to  be 
conunitting  an.  act  of  imprudence  by  the 
course  he  had  pursued,  yet  he  thought  it 
more  manly  to  declare  on  the  present  oc- 
casion the  sentiments  be  entertained.  He 
was  relieved  from  the  necessity  of  going 
further  into  the  subject  by  being  able  to 
express  his  full  and  entire  concurrence 
in  the  sentiments  which,  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, had  been  conveyed  to  the  House 
in  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  colleague, 
and  in  the  speeches  of  the  other  hon. 
Members  who  represented  the  other  Uni- 
versity. Having  said  thus  much,  he  had 
to  thank  the  Committee  for  the  attention 
with  which  they  had  listened  to  him,  and 
to  repeat  that  he  felt  he  should  not  have 
done  his  duty  either  to  the  University  or 
to  himself,  if  even  at  this  late  hour  (four 
o'clock)  he  had  not  endeavoured  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  what  was  his  con- 
scientious opinion  of  the  measure  now 
under  its  consideration. 

The  Amendments  were  agreed  to,  and 
the  Bill  went  through  Committee  pro 
farmdn 

The  House  resumed. 

Observancb  of  the  Sabbath.]  Mr. 
Poulter  moved,  that  the  Report  on  the 
Lord's-day  Observance  (No.  2.)  Bill  be 
brought  up. 

Mr.  Ruikoen  begged  to  move  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  House  do  adjourn. 

Mr.  PhiUp  Howard  should  support 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Shaftesbury  (Mr.    Poulter)  and  trusted 


that  the  hon.  member  for  Dublin  (Mr. 
Ruthven)  would  not  persevere  in  his  in- 
tention of  retarding  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  by  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  The  Bill  under  consideration  was 
not  open  to  the  objections  of  those  for- 
merly introduced.  It  did  not  trench  on 
the  liberty  of  the  subject;  whilst  it  was 
required  as  an  homage  to  public  opinion, 
and  as  a  tribute  to  the  zeal  and  Christian- 
like feeling  of  a  large  body  of  the  Com- 
munity attested  by  the  vast  numbers  and 
respectability  of  petitions  which  daily 
covered  the  Table  of  that  House.  The 
reasons  be  had  had  the  honour  to  state, 
the  anxiety  he  felt  to  set  the  question  at 
rest,  to  satisfy  and  promote  the  exercise 
of  well-regulated  piety,  induced  him  to 
give  his  warm  support  to  this  Bill.  He 
(Mr.  Howard)  could  assure  those  hon. 
Members  who  were  opposed  to  all  further 
legislation  affecting  the  observance  of  the 
Lord's  Day,  that  without  a  reasonable 
concession  to  the  strongly  and  generally 
expressed  wishes  of  a  large  class  of  the 
community,  they  would  find  it  difficult  to 
oppose  other  and  less  temperate  measures, 
which,  failing  this,  would  be  without 
ceasing,  pressed  for  adoption,  on  the 
House. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  Mo- 
tion :— Ayes  30;  Noes  7  ;  Majority  23. 

List  of  the  Atbs. 


Baines,  £. 
Baring,  F, 
Brotherton,  J. 
Cayley,  Sir  0. 
Cayley,  E. 
Ewing,  J. 
Fenton,  J. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Harland,  R.  U. 
Huglies,  W.  H. 
Ingiis,  Sir  R. 
Langdale,  Hon.  E. 
Littleton,  Rt.  Hon.  E. 
Macleod,  R. 
Murryatt,  J. 


Murray,  Rt.  Hon.  J. 
Pease^tJ. 
Peter,  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Shell,  R.  L. 
Sandon,  Lord 
Shaw,  F. 
.Stewart,  R. 
Sullivan,  R. 
Talbot,  J. 

Thomson,  Rt.  Hn.  P. 
Wason,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 

TELLERS. 

Poulter,  J. 
Howard,  P. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Blake,  M .  J.  Warburton,  H. 
Q'Dwyer,  A.  C.  „„,«a 

6'Conno;,  F.  "^"»«- 

O'Reilly,  W.  Aglionby,  H. 

Ruthven,  E.  Ruthveu,  E.  S. 
Vigora,  N.  A. 

The  Report  was  brought  up.    At  half- 
past  four  the  House  was  counted  out. 
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HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  3,  1834. 

Miifiniife.]  Billi.  [The  Home  met  at  tn  o'doek,  to 
reodTe  farther  Bvldenoe  In  lupport  of  the  Warwidi 
DislhuiehiKinent  Bill.  Eridcnoe  wan  tendered  to  prove, 
^het  oertain  Elocton  of  Warwick  had  CoMpired  toput  the 
Namca  of  oertain  Partic*  Ikaudulcntly  on  the  Register; 
but  Lord  WYirroRD  being  of  opinion,  that  luch  Evidence 
waa  inadmhidble.  adjourned  the  Houee  till  four  oTdock, 
to  obtain  the  opinion  of  the  Lon0  Cbamcbllor  on  that 
poinL  At  four  o'doek,  the  Loao  Cuanckllor  and  Ixwd 
Dknman  both  declared  thb  Evidence  to  be  inappUc- 
abte  to  the  Caae.  The  Counsel  tendered  Evidence  to 
prove,  that  eertain  Electors  had  got  up  Riots  in  the 
Borough  to  destroy  the  freedom  of  Election;  but  this 
Evidence  was  also  held  to  be  inadmissible.  The  further 
ccMisideration  of  this  Bill  was  adyoumed.}— Read  a  second 
time  t^Warrants  of  Distress  (Irchmdl. 

Petitions  presented.  By  the  Dukes  of  Wbllington, 
Bbauvort,  and  ROTLAicn,  Earls  Howx,  and  Burlino* 
TON, Lords  Farmham,  Krnyoit,  and  Rolui,  and  the 
Bishop  of  Canmslb,  froin  a  great  Number  of  Places,-— for 
Protection  to  the  Established  Chuich  of  England  and 
Ireland,  against  the  Clidms  of  the  Diisenteis,  and  against 
the  Separation  of  Church  and  Stat&— By  the  Duke  of 
BuocLBuoH,  from  Leith,  Edinburgh,  London,  &e.,  in 
favour  of  the  London  and  Westminster  Bank  BUL— By 
Lord  Trtvham,  Aram  Maple  Bridge,  for  ReBef  to  the 
Disscnten.— By  the  Earl  of  Burumoton,  fkom  Keighley, 
against  part  of  the  Poor*Law  Amendment  BUI ;  from 
Chesteifleld.  against  the  Metropolitan  Registry  of  Deeds 
BIIL— By  the  Maiquesi  of  WaeniBATH,  ftom  sevenl 
Places,  for  Protection  to  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland. 
— By  a  NoRLB  Lord«  from  Coventry,  against  the  Im- 
portation of  Foreign  SUks. — ^By  the  same,  ftom  Pro- 
prieton  of  Coal  Mines  in  Warwickshire,  to  exempt 
sudi  Property  from  the  payment  of  Poor  Rates;  and  by 
tlie  Loan  CnANCRLLoa,  from  the  Inhabitants  of  Klngston- 
upoo-Hull,  fortiie  Repeal  of  the  Stamp-Dutict  on  News- 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  3,  1834. 

MiNUTsa.]  Bill.  Read  a  second  time :— Roman  Catholic 
Marrlagts. 

Petitions  preaentod.  By  llr.  Baroot,  from  Halitec,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  OUve  Oil.— By  Mr.  Hoohbs 
HuoHR^  from  Proprietors  of  Stage  Coadies,  against  die 
Hai^ney  and  Stage  Coadies  Bill ;  from  Commlasionen  of 
the  Court  of  Requests,  against  the  Im|nisonment  for 
Debt  BilL—By  the  Earl  of  Gbosvrkor,  from  Nantwieh, 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — By  Mr.  Hall 
Darr,  from  two  Places,  against  the  Claims  of  the  Di>> 
senten.— By  the  Eari  of  GRoavRNOB,  from  four  Places, 
for  PioCectkn  to  the  Established  Church. 

Punishment  of  Death.]  Upon 
the  Motion  of  Mr.  Lennard,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  upon  the 
Punishment  of  Death  Bill. 

Upon  the  second  Clause  being  read, 

Lord  Hounck  proposed  an  Amendment, 
to  the  effect  that  the  punishment  of  death 
should  not  be  abolished  where  any  violence 
was  committed,  or  bodily  harm  inflicted. 

Mr.  Lennard  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment, as  it  would  in  effect  destroy  the 
whole  value  and  eflicacy  of  the  Bill.  If 
it  were  recollected  that,  for  offences  which 
had  lately  ceased  to  be  capital,  there  no 
longer  existed   the  same  reluctance  to 


prosecute  as  formerly,  it  mutt  be  admitted 
that  the  slight  increase  of  two  per  cent 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  eommit- 
ments  was  a  virtual  diminution ;  and  thni 
was  the  more  worthy  of  notice,  because, 
in  the  other  two  classes^  the  commitments 
had  increased  in  a  much  greater  ratio; 
The  capital  commitments  in  the  same 
period  had  undergone  an  increase  of 
forty- four  per  cent!  and  this,  too,  not- 
withstanding undiminished  rigour  in  the 
execution  of  the  law ;  for  the  number 
who  suffered  death  increased  from  1 10  in 
the  first  period,  to  126  in  the  second 
period,  for  those  offences  which  are  still 
punished  with  death.  He,  therefore,  felt 
bound  to  resist  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Hardy  thought  that,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preserving  uniformity  with  the 
other  Acts  of  Parliament,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  Amendment  should  be 
adopted. 

Lord  Hawick  said,  the  object  he  had  in 
view  in  proposing  the  Amendment  to  the 
House  was  to  give  persons  who  should  be 
guilty  of  robbery  an  inducement  to  ab- 
stain from  the  farther  commission  of 
crime.  The  existing  law  was  quite  at 
variance  with  the  practice  that  had  pre- 
vailed for  many  years  past,  and  his  ob-' 
ject  in  proposing  the  Amendment  was,  to 
reconcile  the  law  to  the  prevailing  prac- 
tice as  far  as  it  was  practicable. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment, far  from  effecting  the  object  the 
noble  Lord  had  in  view,  held  out  an  in- 
ducement to  the  robber  to  commit  murder. 
If  in  the  scuffle  which  naturally  ensued 
when  a  robbery  was  committed  the  person 
robbed  should  receive  any  bodily  barm 
from  the  thief,  the  latter,  knowing  him- 
self to  be  guilty  of  an  equal  crime  with 
the  murderer,  would  have  a  strong  in- 
ducement to  commit  the  greater  crime  (o 
facilitate  his  escape  or  prevent  detection. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  the  Criminal-Law 
of  England  was  a  bloody  and  barbarous 
code,  and  very  badly  administered.  It 
was  lamentable  to  see  a  country  excelling 
every  other  in  science  and  art  so  back- 
ward in  the  progress  tovrard  civilization  in 
her  criminal  laws.  What  did  the  noble 
Lord  mean  by  bodily  harm  ?  A  mere  bruise 
or  discolouring  of  the  skin  was  included 
in  the  words  of  the  Amendment,  and 
this  was  to  be  as  great  a  crime  as  murder 
in  the  eye  of  the  law.  What  else  could 
be    meant    by   "  bodily    harm  V    They 
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already  a  capital  offence ;  every  case  of 
cutting  was  provided  for  by  the  bloody 
Act  of  Lord  EUenborough.  This  re- 
minded him  of  three  deaths  which  had 
recently  taken  place  from  boxing-matches. 
He  contended  that  all  the  persons  engaged 
in  these  barbarous  practices  were  guilty 
of  murder.  He  would  have  all  those 
who  backed  the  pugilists,  as  well  as  the 
lookers  on,  and  those  who  encouraged 
such  acts  of  inhumanity,  punished  as 
murderers,  it  was  easy  to  show  they  were 
guilty  of  murder.  The  law  was  clear, 
that  if  any  persons  went  out  to  fight  with 
weapons  likely  to  cause  death,  and*  death 
should  ensue,  they  were  guilty  of  murder. 
It  could  easily  be  shown  that  the  wea- 
pons used  at  a  prize-fight  did  produce 
death,  for  death  had  taken  place  in 
several  instances.  There  could ,  therefore, 
be  no  doubt  they  were  murderers,  and 
should  be  punished  as  such.  He  thought 
if  a  batch  of  the  noble  Lords,  Magis* 
trates,  and  gentry  who  were  present,  and 
gave  encouragement  to  such  inhuman 
scenes,  were  sent  to  Botany  Bay,  it  would 
have  a  tendency  to  put  an  end  to  them. 
He  should  oppose  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  Clause 
agreed  to. 

The  remaining  Clauses  were  agreed  to, 
with  verbal  amendmentSi  and  the  House 
resumed. 

Counsel  for  Pkisokers.]  On  the 
motion  of  Mr.  Ewart,  the  House  went  into 
Committee  on  the  Prisoners'  Counsel  Bill. 

The  first  and  second  Clauses  were 
agreed  to. 

On  the  third  Clause  being  put,  which 
enacts,  that  in  all  cases  where  prisoners 
shall  be  unable  to  employ  Counsel  by  rea- 
son of  poverty,  Counsel  shall  be  assigned 
to  them  by  the  Court, 

Lord  Howick  expressed  a  hope,  that 
the  Clause  would  be  withdrawn.  He 
knew  that  a  strong  feeling  was  entertained 
against  it. 

Mr.  Roebuck  objected  to  the  clause 
being  withdrawn,  as  it  involved  one  of  the 
most  important  principles  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Aglionby  admitted,  that  the  clause 
was  suggested  by  the  best  feelings  of  hu- 
manity, but  was  afraid  that  to  carry  it 
into  effect  would  be  impracticable.  If 
Counsel  were  assigned  to  every  prisoner 
•for  every  offencey  however  trivial,  that 

Qame  before  the  Courts  there  were  so  many 


young  Barristers  who  would  take  that 
opportunity  to  make  long  speeches  to  the 
Court,  that  the  sittings  would  extend  from 
one  quarter  sessions  to  the  other,  and  no 
business  would  be  got  through.  Legisla- 
tion on  this  subject  was  unnecessary,  as 
the  Judge  already  possessed  the  power  of 
assigning  Counsel  to  a  prisoner,  and  he 
never  knew  of  an  instance  of  any  Counsel 
refusing  to  perform  the  duty  assigned  to 
him  by  the  Judge.  The  present  clause 
was  therefore  superfluous,  and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  consent  to  with- 
draw it. 

Mr.  O'Connell  opposed  the  clause,  be- 
cause he  was  unwiling  to  increase  the 
patronage  of  the  Bench,  over  that  pos- 
sessed by  the  Bar.  He  knew  in  theory 
this  clause  diminished  the  patronage  of 
the  Judge,  but  it  did  not  in  practice. 
The  Judge  would  still  have  the  power 
to  appoint  the  Counsel,  and  he  would  tell 
the  House  how  that  power  had  been  exer« 
cised  in  Ireland.  He  had  known  a  Judge 
go  the  same  circuit  twelve  successive 
assizes,  merely  because  he  had  sons  or 
brothers,  or  nephews,  who  practised  on 
that  circuit.  He  did  not  allude  to  a  Judge 
whose  conduct  had  come  under  the  con- 
sideration of  that  House.  The  clause 
would  increase  this  evil,  and  therefore  he 
should  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  Hardy  was  of  opinion  the  clause 
as  it  stood  would  be  much  better  out  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  Roehtick  said,  the  injustice  that 
would  result  from  withdrawing  the  clause 
was  this — that  the  man  who  had  a  guinea 
in  his  pocket  would  be  able  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  benefit  of  Counsel,  while  the 
poor  man  without  a  farthing  in  the  world 
might  be  condemned,  from  his  inability 
to  procure  Counsel. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Clause. 
Ayes  33  ;  Noes  25 — Majority,  8. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to,  as  was 
Clause  4. 

Mr.  O^Dwyer  said,  it  was  now  the 
proper  time  to  propose  the  insertion  of  the 
clause  of  which  he  had  given  notice— 
*'  That  from  and  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  every  prisoner  to  be  tried  shall  be 
entitled  to  a  fair  copy  of  the  depositions 
sworn  against  him  on  which  the  indictment 
has  been  grounded,  on  payment  of  a  fee 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  of  the  district 
in  which  the  trial  may  take  place  of  6d« 
a«folio." 
Mr*  Benefl  objected  to  the  clauie. 
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depositions  were  taken  in  the  presence 
of  the  prisoner  by  the  present  Taw,  and 
therefore  such  a  provision  was  unneces- 
sary. 

Mr«  0*ConneU  was  glad  to  hear  that 
such  was  the  case  in  England.  He  could 
assure  the  House  the  practice  was  dia- 
metrically opoosite  in  Ireland,  for  there 
the  prisoner  Knew  nothing  of  the  charge 
to  be  brought  against  him  but  the  short 
abstract  contained  in  the  commitment, 
and  it  not  unfrequently  happened,  that 
depositions  taken  on  a  subsequent  charge 
were  exhibited  against  him. 

Mr.  O'Dwyer  withdrew  the  Clause. 

The  House  resumed. 

SuppRESSioir  OP  DisTURBAKCEs  (Ire- 
land).] Mr.  O'Connell:  I  wish  to  know 
tttym  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
the  statement  in  the  newspapers,  that  the 
renewal  of  the  Irish  Coercion  Bill  in  its  pre- 
sent shape,  had  been  advised  and  called 
for  by  the  Irish  Government,  was  correct  ? 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Secretary  whether  the 
fact  was  so,  and  if  the  statement  be  true  ? 

Mr.  Littleton :  It  is  not  usual  to  make 
such  an  inquiry  with  respect  to  a  Bill  that 
is  not  before  the  House,  but  I  have  no 
hesitation  or  difficulty  in  telling  the  hon. 
and  learned  Grentleman,  that  the  introduce 
tion  of  the  Bill  has  the  entire  sanction  of 
the  Irish  Government. 

Mr.  0*Connell :  That  is  no  answer  to 
my  question.  The  question  which  I  asked 
was,  whether  the  Bill,  in  its  present 
ahape,  was  advised  and  called  for  by  the 
Irish  Government? 

Mr.  Littleton :  I  have  no  other  answer 
to  give  than  that  which  I  have  already 
offered,  especially  with  respect  to  a  mea- 
sure not  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  CConnell:  That  is  a  very  safe 
course  for  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  to 
pursue.  I  now  ask  him  if  it  is  his  inten- 
tion to  bring  the  Bill  forward  in  this 
House  ? 

Mr.  Littleton :  That  is  a  question  that 
cannot  yet  arise.  The  Bill  is  now  before 
the  House  of  Lords.  When  the  proper 
time  arrives,  it  will  be  for  the  Government 
to  decide  as  to  its  introduction  here.  I 
can  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
that  whoever  may  bring  the  Bill  in,  1  shall 
vote  for  \u 

Mr.  O'Connell:  Then  I  have  been  ex- 
iMiedingly  deceived  by  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman. 

Mr.  LUlhton  i  The  obserYatioo  which 


the  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  made,  ren-^ 
ders  it  absolutely  incumbent  on  me  to 
trespass,  for  a  short  time  on  the  patience 
and  attention  of  the  House.    I  do  it  wfeh 
the  utmost  confidence  that,  although  called 
on  thus  suddenly,  I  shall  experience  the 
Indulgence  of  the  House:  for  whatever 
may  be  the  occasional  prevalence  of  party 
feeling,  and  however  hon.  Members  may 
be  carried  away  by  it  in  some  instances,  I 
am  confident  that  there  exists  a  permanetit 
sense  of  honour  and  gentlemanly  feeling 
which  must  make  the  House  a  safe  tri- 
bunal for  any  man,  no  matter  whether 
connected  with  party  or  noti  to  address  it 
in  his  own  vindication,  and  that,  in  all  such 
cases,  an  individual  will  obtain  a  fair  and 
candid  hearing.    I  need  hardly  tell  the 
House  what  are  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  alludes 
to.     He  refers  to  the  recent  introduction 
of  the  Irish   Coercion  Bill.     I  have  "a 
plain  unvarnished  tale  '*  to  deliver,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  when  I  have  explained 
I  it,  the  result,  as  regards  myself,  will  be, 
that  I  shall  be  accused  of  having  acted 
with   gross  indiscretion ;  what  the  result 
may  be  as  regards  other  parties  it  is  not 
for  me,  but,  after  hearing  the  particulars, 
it  will  he  ifor  the  House  to  judge.     The 
House  is  aware,  that  frequent  applicattona 
were  made,  and  numerous  attempts  re- 
sorted (Ot  by  means  of  questions  put  by 
individuals,  with  a  view  to  elicit  a  pre- 
mature declaration  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  relative  to  the  renewal  of 
the  Coercion  Bill.    That  course  not  being 
found  to  answer  here,  means  were  taken 
elsewhere  to  draw  forth  a  premature  de- 
claration on   the  subject.      1  may  now 
state,  that  the  intention  of  Government 
then  was,  to  recommend  a  renewal  of  the 
Coercion  Bill  with    certain   limitations; 
and  I  may  also  state,  that  up  to  within  a 
short  time  of  the  introduction  of  the  mea- 
sure. Government,  thinking  it  prudent  to 
avail  themselves  of  as  long  a  retrospection 
as  they  could,  did  not  deem  it  expedient 
to  determine  the  precise  extent  to  which 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  should  go.     I 
saw,  from  the  earliest  announoement  of 
the  intention  to  renew  the  measure,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  exceedingly  ill- 
disposed  towards  it.    I  perceived  that  he 
was  inclined  to  a  violent  course  of  opposi«> 
tion  in  reference  to  a  matter  on  which 
he  seemed  to  feel  great  excitement.     I 
need  not  say,  that  I  felt  it  to  be  a  matter 
of  interest  to  the  GoTtromenti  of  import* 
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ance  to  the  country,  and,  I  may  add,  of 
kindness  to  the  hon.  Qentleman  himself, 
to  caution  him  as  to  the  course  he  seemed 
about  to  take — to  beg  him  not  to  act  pre-* 
maturely  or  rashly,  and  while  the  extent 
of  the  measure  remained  undecided^  to 
request  the  boa.  Gentleman  not  to  indulge 
his  feelings  in  relation  to  it.  Therefore  it 
was  that,  after  consulting  friends  on  whose 
judgment  I  selied,  I  did  proceed  in  the 
matter,  and  under  an  authority  which  I 
considered  sufficient,  I  was  led  to  seek  an 
opportunity  of  communicating  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  through  the  instrument- 
ality of  a  common  friend.  Some  hours 
after  I  had  made  this  communication,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  came  to  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary's office,  where  I  then  was.  I  told 
himi  that  the  communication  I  had  to 
make,  was  one  which  1  thought  he  would 
hear  with  pleasure,  but  that  it  must  be 
considered  and  received  by  him  as  entirely 
secret  and  confidential.  I  imposed  on  the 
hon.  Gentleman  thq  seal  of  secrecy  with 
respect  to  my  communication — an  injunc- 
tion which  he  received  and  acknowledged. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not,  he  had 
better  contradict  me. 

Mr.  O^Connell:  I  shall  answer  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement.  I  shall  have 
so  much  to  explain,  if  not  to  contradict, 
that  it  will  be  better  to  take  that  course. 

Mr.  Littleton :  Under  the  injunction 
which  I  have  mentioned,  I  proceeded  to 
communicate  with  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  expressed  my  regret  at  the  letter  which 
he  had  written  to  the  electors  of  Wexford, 
recommending  the  adoption  of  violent  con- 
duct. 1  knew  how  inconvenient  it  was  to 
the  Government  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  persist  in  the  course  he  was  pur- 
suing. I  knew  the  importance  of  his 
opinion  from  the  great  influence  he  pos- 
sessed in  Ireland,  and  I  saw  the  advantage 
of  dissuading  the  hon.  Gentleman  from  so 
violently  opposing  a  measure,  the  extent 
of  which,  was  as  yet  undetermined.  I 
hope  I  shall  be  thought  to  be,  in  some 
degree,  justified  in  the  course  I  adopted 
by  those  considerations.  I  told  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  having  frequently  applied 
to  me  to  know  whether  the  Government 
would  recommend  the  Coercion  Bill  to  be 
renewed,  that,  although  the  renewal  of 
the  measure  was  intended  under  certain 
limitations,  yet,  that  those  limitations  were 
not  then  decided  upon,  and  I  mentioned 
a  probable  day  by  which  time  I  thought 

tb«y  would  be  d^tewioedt  I  am  bouna  to 


add,  in  justification  of  my  own  character, 
which  is  more  important  to  me  than  any 
other  consfteration,  that  I  told  the  hon. 
Gentleman  I  had  the  strongest  feeling  of 
aversion  to  the  renewal  of  that  part  of  the 
Coercion  Bill  which  prohibited  public 
meetings,  and  I  further  told  him,  that  I 
did  not  think  it  likely  that  portion  of  the 
measure  would  be  renewed.  In  reference 
to  this,  I  used  a  strong  expression,  but  the 
same  consideration  which  rendered  it  im- 
proper for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  divulge 
the  communication,  renders  it  equally  im- 
proper for  me  to  mention  alt  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  conversation.  The  House 
must  perceive  the  painful  situation  in 
which  I  am  placed.  It  will  make  allow- 
ance for  my  embarrassment  and  under- 
stand the  delicacy  of  my  position.  Much 
that  may  have  passed  in  my  communica- 
tion with  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  am  pre- 
vented from  stating,  by  the  duties  of  the 
office  which  I  hold.  I  expressed  my 
opinion  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  some 
parts  of  the  Bill  which  I  thought  would 
not  be  renewed ;  and  I  told  him,  that  he 
should  receive  from  me  the  earliest  inti- 
mation as  to  what  was  intended  to  be 
done.  I  heard  in  a  few  days  after  this 
interview,  of  rumours  which  were  in  cir- 
culation about  the  House  and  elsewhere, 
and  which  rendered  it  impossible  for  roe 
not  to  believe,  that  the  learned  Gentleman 
had  divulged  my  communication.  I  did 
nothing  in  consequence  of  this,  but  I  came 
to  a  determination  not  to  hold  any  further 
communication  with  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
However,  when  I  found  that  decision 
come  to  contrary  to  what  I  had  supposed 
might  have  been  the  case,  I  consulted  with 
the  same  individual  as  before,  and  told 
him  that,  notwithstanding  what  had  oc- 
curred, I  thought  it  incumbent  on  me,  in 
point  of  honour,  to  communicate  the  state 
of  things  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  knew 
all  the  inconvenient  consequences  that 
were  likely  to  arise  from  such  a  commu*- 
nication ;  I  knew  that  the  Irish  Tithe  Bill 
stood  for  discussion  on  that  very  evening 
(Friday),  and  how  important  it  would  be 
to  Government  to  have  the  advantage  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  co-operatiOn,  which 
I  thought  we  should  have  had  under  ordi* 
nary  circumstances.  Still,  I  felt  bound  io 
honour,  to  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman,  of 
what  had  occurred;  and  I  requested  a 
common  friend  to  wait  on  him  for  the 
purpose  of  communicating  it.  Not  8ati»« 
fied  with  tbat|  I  wont  acrou  the  Hchm^to 
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the  same  eveoing,  and  asked  the  hon. 
GeDtleman  if  he  had  seen  Ijie  individual 
whom  I  had  requested  to  communicate 
with  him?  The  hon.  Gentleman  told  me 
that  he  had.  I  begged  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  refrain  from  disclosing  my  com- 
munication till  a  public  announcement 
was  made  on  the  subject,  and  he  had 
heard  what  would  be  proposed  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  I  own,  1  think  the 
House  will  be  of  opinion,  after  what  1 
have  stated  as  to  the  secrecy  of  the  ori- 
ginal communication,  that  this  was  not 
asking  too  much.  I  admit,  that  1  com- 
mitted a  gross  indiscretion  in  the  commu- 
nication which  1  made  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  I  know  not  in  what  manner 
he  will  attempt  to  justify  his  breach  of 
confidence  with  respect  to  that  communi- 
cation ;  nor  is  it  indeed  a  matter  of  any 
importance  to  me  how  the  hon.  Gentleman 
may  seek  to  excuse  his  conduct.  I  am 
not  conscious  of  any  inaccuracy  in  my 
statement  of  what  occurred.  I  have  only 
to  add,  that  1  was  actuated  in  the  course 
which  I  adopted  by  a  desire  to  fulfil  a 
public  duty,  and  by  kindness  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  I  wished  to  prevent 
him  from  pursuing  a  course  which  he 
might  be  sorry  for,  which  the  Government 
might  have  cause  to  regret,  and  which 
might  prove  injurious  to  the  country.  My 
hopes  and  wishes  have  been  cruelly  dis- 
appointed, and  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
convinced  me  by  his  conduct,  that  hence- 
forth witl^  him  it  will  be  unsafe  for  me  to 
communicate  on  public  matters,  except 
across  the  Table. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  perfectly  safe  in  saying  that,  for  it 
will  be  utterly  impossible  for  me,  after 
what  has  taken  place,  to  place  confidence 
in  anything  but  his  public  statements. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  cautiously 
abstained  from  dates  in  his  statement,  and 
he  has  been  equally  prudent  in  suppress- 
ing a  great  deal  of  what  occurred  between 
us  at  the  interview  of  which  he  speaks.  I 
shall  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
example  in  some  degree,  because  I  do  not 
wish  to  involve  other  parties  in  the  dis- 
cussion, especially  where  it  is  unnecessary 
to  do  so.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
gan by  saying,  that  many  premature  ques- 
tions had  been  put  on  the  subject  of  the 
renewal  of  the  Coercion  Bill.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  I,  or  any 
individuals  connected  with  me,  asked  those 
questions?    The  contrarjf  waa  the  ({tot. 


We  never  acted  thus ;  but  sevend  gen- 
tlemen of  another  way  of  thinking  on  po- 
litical subjects  did,  before  the  Cambridge 
and  Edinburgh  elections,  press  for  an  an- 
swer on  this  head ;  and  they  urged,  that 
Ministers  ought  to  make  up  and  know 
their  own  mind.     I  asked  no  question  on 
the  subject;  neither  I,  nor  any  one  con- 
nected with  me,  put  any  questioD  till  it 
was  announced  that  Lord  Grey  had  men- 
tioned the  matter  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament;   so  that,  if  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  has  made  an   impression  on 
the   House,  in    reference    to  premature 
questions,  so  far  as  that  point  is  con- 
cerned, it  was  upon  errooeous  grounds. 
1  had  announced  the  experiment  I  was 
making  for  the  total  cessation  of  agita- 
tion in  Ireland ;  and  with  a  view  to  press 
no  longer  during  the  present  Session  the 
question  of  Repeal  of  the  Unioo.     It  is 
true,  there  was  an  election  coming  on  for 
the  county  of  Wexford,  and  in  reference 
to  it  1  published  a  letter,  and  took  a  part 
not  consulting  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  subject,  and  having  no  reason  to 
consult  him.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
talks  of  being  actuated   by  motives  of 
kindness    towards  roe.     What  kindness 
can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  me? 
None  in  the  world.     I  did  not  go  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  office  of  my  own 
accord  to  seek  kindness  or  patronage,— 
to  ask  for  places  in  the  police  for  my 
friends,  or  for  anything  else.     Some  gen- 
tlemen were  reminded  the  other  night,  of 
places  in  the  police  obtained  or  applied 
for ;  but  no  such  application  could  be  laid 
to  my  charge.     I  asked   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  no  favour.     1  did  not  seek 
him.     I  published  a  letter  to  the  electors 
of  Wexford,  and  g^unded  it  on  the«de- 
termination  of  Government  to  renew  the 
Coercion  Bill.     I  had,  at  the  time,  in  the 
Press,  an  address  to  the   Reformers  of 
England  on  the  subject  of  the  Coercion 
Bill.     That  address  1  had  sent  to  a  news- 
paper to  be  published.     It  was  in  print ; 
it  was  OR  the  point  of  being  published. 
Let  the  House  now  mark  what  occurred. 
Just  at  that  moment,  my  letter  to  the 
people  of  Wexford  having  been  already 
published,  my  address  to  the  Reformers 
of  England  being  on  the  point  of  public- 
ation, while  1  was  sitting  as  Chairman  on 
the  Committee  on  the  Inns  of  Court,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sent  to  me  a  most 
respectable  Gentleman,  the  hon.  member 
for  Kildare,  to  beg  that  I  would  go  orer 
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to  bim  to  the  Irish^office,  stating,  that  he 
had  something  of   great  importance  to 
communicate  to  roe.     I  was  sought  by 
him.     1  never  sought,  I  never  would  seek 
htm.     1  had  nothing  to  ask  from  him,  I 
had  nothing  to  seek  from  him.     He  sent 
for  roe.     He  had  no  right  to  send  for  me 
to  go  to  his  office.     I  did  not  want  bim. 
If  he  wanted  me,  he  knew  where  I  lived. 
If  he  did  not  know  my  residence,  he  could 
ascertain  it  in  the  Vote-office.     I  went  to 
him  at  his  request.     I  was  aware,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  send  for  me 
in  my  private  individual  capacity,  but  as 
a  person    representing  a   party  in   this 
House,  and  a  party  out  of  this  House,  a 
large  party  in  Ireland.    The  election  for 
the  county  of  Wexford  was  coming  on. 
The  House  will  bear  in  mind,  that  one  of 
the  candidates  at  that  election  was   a 
Whig  candidate— -a  rare  thing  in  Ireland. 
I  thought  it  my  duty  to  set  up  a  repeal 
candidate.     Such  was  the  situation   in 
which  things  were  vhen  the  right  Hon. 
Gentleman  sent  for  me«    The  conversa- 
tion that  then  took  place  between  him 
and  me  I  certainly  never  would  have  re- 
peated, if  it  had  not  been  that  by  means 
of  it,  he  tricked  me — I  do  not  say  inten 
tionally — he  deceived  me,  and  be  obtained 
a  decided  advantage  over  me.    The  con- 
versation which  then  took  place  between 
me  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  I 
will  admit,  of  a  con6dential  nature ;  but 
that  confidence  was  limited.    The  under- 
stood secrecy  was  suspended  by  his  prac- 
tising— I  do  not  say  designedly — but  by 
his  actually  practising  a  deceit  upon  me, 
and  by  that  means  obtaining  an  advant- 
age over  me.     If  such  had  not  been  the 
case,  I  never  would  have  alluded  to  this 
conversation.   The  first  thing  that  he  said 
to  me  was,  that  he  had  seen  my  letter  to 
the  electors  of  the  county  of  Wexford, 
and  that  he  was  anxious  to  speak  with  me 
upon  a  subject  of  great  importance  to 
the  country;  but  that  he  expected  that 
any  communication  that  took  place  be- 
tween us  would  be  secret  and  confidential. 
My  reply  was,  that  there  was  no  occasion 
to  make  such  a  request, — that  whatever 
occurred  should  be  considered  by  me  se- 
cret and  confidential.     And  so  I  was  de- 
termined that  it  should  be.    That  secrecy 
would  never  have  been  broken  if  I  had 
not  been  tricked — if  I  had  not  been  de- 
ceived by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     If 
such  had  not  been  the  case,  the  conversa- 
tioo  between  m  woald  still  b«ve  remained 


strictly  confidential.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  alluded  more  than  once  to  a 
commnnication  which  the  Marquess  Wel<- 
lesley  had  honoured  him  with,  on  a  sub- 
ject of  the  deepest  interest  to  the  country, 
and  he  said  that  he  had  sent  for  me  as 
one  only  of  those  persons  upon  whom  he 
could  rely  with  confidence,  and  to  whom 
he  could  apply  with  confidence.  I  re- 
plied, that  I  was  happy  to  hear  him  so 
express  himself;  and  that  he  would  find 
that  confidence  not  misplaced.  I  repeat 
again,  that  such  would  have  been  the  case 
if  this  conversation  had  not  been  made 
use  of  afterwards,  to  obtain  an  advantage 
over  me.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  tell  me,  that  the  Irish  Government 
was  opposed  to  the  renewal  of  the  Coer- 
cion Bill  of  last  year;  that  those  con- 
cerned in  the  Irish  Government  (mean- 
ing, of  course.  Lord  Wellesley  and  him- 
self,) were  opposed  to  the  renewal  of  that 
Bill.  The  House  will  recollect,  that 
this  communication  took  place  after  the 
publication  of  my  letter  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Wexford;  and  let  the  House 
mark  what  use  there  was  made  of  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  me  dis- 
tinctly that  the  Irish  Government,  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  him- 
self, were  against  the  renewal  of  the  Coer- 
cion Bill  of  last  year,  and  that  he  thought 
it  right,  under  the  circumstances,  to  make 
that  communication  to  me.  I  was  going 
away  with  the  cheerful  determination  to 
regulate  my  conduct,  both  in  the  House 
and  out  of  it,  in  accordance  with  the  com- 
munication that  I  had  just  received,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  again  repeated 
to  me  that  the  Coercion  Bill  would  not  be 
renewed,  but  only  a  short  measure  for 
suppressing  agrarian  disturbances.  I  told 
him  that  no  one  could  be  more  anxious 
than  I  should  be  to  assist  the  Government 
in  that  object,  and  that  he  might  reckon 
upon  my  fullest  assistance,  and  that  of  / 
the  party  to  which  I  belonged,  for  such  a 
purpose.  I  was  going  out  of  the  room,' 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  addressed 
to  me  this  observation,  **  that  if  the  Coer- 
cion Bill  should  be  brought  into  that 
House,  it  would  not  be  brought  in  by  him.*' 
Such  was  the  conversation  between  me 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Just  let 
the  House  see  what  use  has  been  made  of 
it,  and  observe  what  an  advantage  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  thereby  gained 
over  me.  In  consequence  of  that  con- 
versation I  wrote  over  to  the  county  of 
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Watford,  and  the  caDdidate  whom  I  had 
itarted  there  upoa  the  repeal  iotereit  de- 
cliaed  the  contest.  Another  Gentleman 
by  no  means  popular  in  the  county  started 
upon  the  same  interest*  He  wrote  over 
to  me  requesting  that  I  would  send  one 
of  my  family  to  canvass  the  county  with 
him.  I  acted  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's distinct  declaration,  and  I  declined 
interfering,  and  what  was  the  consequence? 
The  Whig  candidate  on  the  first  day  had 
a  majority  of  1 14  over  his  opponent ;  but 
what  has  since  taken  place  affords  a  posi- 
tive proof  that  if  I  had  interfered,  and  if 
some  one  connected  with  me  had  gone 
through  the  country,  the  majority  would 
have  been  decidedly  on  the  other  side. 
That  election  is  still  going  on,  and  up  to 
the  post  hour  on  Monday  last  the  majority 
of  the  Whig  candidate  bad  been  beaten 
down  to  eighteen.  Was  not  that  a  proof 
that  I  should  have  carried  that  election, 
if  I  had  not  been  kept  neutral  by  the  delu- 
sbn — bv  the  deception — practised  upon 
me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  What 
right  had  he  to  interest  himself  thus  in  the 
election  for  Wexford  ?  What  right  had 
he  to  make  such  a  statement  to  me,  par- 
ticularly as  related  to  himself,  with  a  view, 
as  it  would  now  appear,  to  the  carrying  of 
that  election?  Will  he,  after  perhaps 
obtaining  the  return  of  the  Whig  candi- 
date for  Wexford  through  such  means — 
will  he,  I  say,  be  the  person  to  introduce 
the  Coercion  Bill  into  this  House— will  be 
do  so,  after  I  understood  from  him,  after 
he  distinctly  declared  to  me  not  more  than 
a  fortnight  ago,  that  he  would  not  do  any 
such  thing  ?  If  I  had  not  been  deluded, 
if  1  had  not  been  deceived  by  that  state- 
ment, I  should  already  have  addressed 
the  Eteformers  of  England  on  the  subiect. 
I  should  have  called  upon  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  present  petitions  against  the 
Bill,  and  that  address  would  have  been 
responded  to^  and  at  this  moment  you 
would  have  had  petitions  from  them  with 
more  than  500,000  of  signatures,  pray- 
ing Parliament  not  to  pass  such  a  measure. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  the 
statement  he  made  to  me,  got  a  full  fort- 
night's advantage  of  me.  [*'  No,  no"]  1 
say,  "  Yes,  yes."  By  making  that  state- 
ment he  secured  an  advantage  over  me, 
he  secured  my  neutrality  in  the  Wextord 
election  (for  I  would  not  be  the  man  to 
oppose  Government  if  I  thought  they 
would  do  us  justice),  and  he  secured  an 
•dvanuge  io  the  dsbate  oo  the  Tithe  Bill. 


By  so  deluding  roe,  be  prevented  me  from 
addressing,  as  1  intended,  the  Reforoaets 
of  England,  and  the  Reformers  of  Scot- 
land too,  who  I  hope  are  not  dead  to  the 
cause  of  liberty.  Having  so  deceived  me, 
what  right  has  the  right  hon*  Gentleman 
now  toattack  me  fora  breach  of  confidence? 
I  repeat  that  he  deceived  me,  and  that 
through  me  he  deceived  many  others.  I 
communicated  to  a  great  many  Irish 
Members  that  there  would  be  no  necessity 
for  a  call  of  the  House ;  that  no  such  Bill 
as  the  Coercion  Bill  of  last  year  would  be 
introduced;  but  that  the  measure  which 
would  be  brought  forward  would  be  one 
that  every  man  could  support ;  that  the 
discussions  upon  it  would,  therefore,  be 
short,  and  that  we  might  expect  that  the 
Session  would  soon  be  at  an  end.  We 
have  been  all  deceived  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
version  of  our  conversationi  it  will  be  seen, 
pretty  nearly  coincides  with  mine ;  but 
there  is  one  important  fact  whu:h  he  has 
omitted  in  his  statement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  says,  that  be  will  support 
the  Bill  here ;  but  will  he  deny  that  he 
stated  to  me,  that  whatever  Member  of 
the  Government  brought  the  Bill  into  this 
House,  he  would  not  be  the  man  ?  After 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemao, 
no  man  has  a  right  to  call  me  any  more 
from  this  place  to  make  to  me  a  commu- 
nication such  as  that  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  the  purpose  of  delud- 
ing and  deceiving  mc,  and  then  to  adopt 
the  very  line  of  conduct  that  he  stated  so 
shortly  since  he  would  not.  I  make  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  indeed,  a  present 
of  his  conduct  in  this  instance.  He  may 
well  be  proud  of  it,  I  know  that  he  is 
surrounded  by  his  friends.  I  know  thst 
he  is  strong  m  their  support  and  in  the 
support  of  his  colleagues  in  a  Government 
that  can  easily  command  the  majority  of 
this  House.  But  how  will  tlie  puolic 
view  his  conduct-*-what  justification  can 
he  make  to  them  for  what  he  has  doue  ? 
After  the  statement  which  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  made  to  me,  and  which  I  have 
detailed  to  the  House,  could  I  for  a  mo- 
ment doubt  as  to  the  particular  line  of 
conduct  which  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  adopt?  He,  in  fact,  gave 
me  to  understand  that  the  Government 
had  adopted  it;  for  though  he  did  not 
say  that  they  had — that  the  mtyority  of 
his  colleagues  had— determined  upon  pur- 
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other  interpretation  coald  he  reasonably 
have  expected  would  be  put  upon   his 
words?    He  is  not  so  young  as  not  to 
understand  that  a  Minuter  holding  such 
a  situation  as  he  did,  and  making  such  a 
communication,  must  be  understood  as 
expressing  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
to  which  he  belonged.    1  repeat  again 
and  again,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  deceived  me.      He  has  gained  one 
advantage  already,  and  a  great  one,  by 
his  deception  \  but  it  would  be  giving  him 
a  great  deal  too  much  to  give  him  any 
longer  the  advantage  of  the  seal  of  secrecy. 
The  use  that  he  has  made  of  that  commu- 
nication, the  advantage  that  he  has  reaped 
from  it,  render  it  necessary  that  the  seal 
of  secrecy  should  be  at  length  torn  away. 
We  are  not  much  at  variance,  it  will  be 
seen,  in  our  respective  statements  of  the 
conversation  in  question.    I    leave    the 
House  and  the  public  to  form  its  judgment 
upon  such  a  species  of  Government,  that 
is  so  afraid  of  acting  directly  and  straight- 
forward that  it  must  descend  to  means 
like  those — that  it  roust  have  recourse  to 
such  unworthy  artifices,  and  that,  finally, 
it  acts  directly  contrary  to,  and  in  the 
teeth  of,  its  own  declarations.     I  wish  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  joy  upon  the  success 
of  his  deception.    Of  this  he  may  be  cer- 
tain, that  let  him  send  when  he  will,  he 
will  never  again  succeed  in  deceiving  me. 
Mr.  Littleton:  I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  say  much  in  reply  to  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, and  indeed  T  can  add  but  little  to 
what  T  have  already  stated  to  the  House. 
In  making  the  statement  that  he  has  just 
made,  of  course  the  hon.  and    learned 
Gentleman    has  availed    himself  of  the 
opportunity  to  endeavour  to  make  the 
House  believe   that   I  took  the  step  in 
question  for  the  purpose  of  deceiving  him. 
Indeed,  he  has  accused  me  of  a  settled 
determination  to  deceive  him.    I  am  sure 
that  there  is  not  another  man  in  the  House 
who  will  not  feel  that  I  am  utterly  incap- 
able of  having  acted  from  such  motives. 
The  whole  course  and  tenour  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  have 
been  to  justify  the  violation  of  confidence 
on  his  part,  by  making  the  House  believe 
that  1  tricked  him  in  order  to  vindicate 
his  own  wilful  breach  of  confidence.  What 

i'ustiflcation,  after  all,  has  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  exhibited  for  commu- 
nicating information  given  to  him  under 
iIm  Nil  of  leoiecy  ?    I  ask  him  whether 


he  should  not,  in  the  first  instance,  before 
he  had  torn  off  that  seal,  and  communi- 
cated this  information  to  the  public^  in 
consequence,  as  he  alleges,  of  what  took 
place  elsewhere— I  ask  him  whether,  be- 
fore he  had  done  so,  he  should  not  have 
communicated  with  me  on  the  subject, 
and  seen  whether  reasons  could  not  be 
given  for  the  decision  to  which  Govern- 
ment had  come?    If  he  had  done  so,  I 
think  that  I  should  have  convinced  even 
him  of  the  necessity  of  adopting  such  a 
course ;  at  all  events  I  am  sure  that  the 
reasons  which  I  could  state  in  support  of 
that  decision  would  be  amply  sufiicient  to 
justify  my  vote  in  the  eyes  of  the  House 
and  of  the  public.     I  admit  to  the  iiiH 
extent  all  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber has  stated  as  to  what  occurred  in  our 
conversation,  with,  perhaps,  a  slight  varia- 
tion as  to  the  expressions  used.    With 
that  exception  I  do  not  deny  it.    The 
time  that  I  think  it  happened  was  Ust 
Monday  week.    1  cannot  be  quite  accu- 
rate as  to  the  date,  as  I  never  dreamt  at 
the  time  that  this  matter  would  become 
the  subject  of  public  discussion.    It  was 
true,  that  at  that  time  it  was  not  deter- 
mined upon  by  the  Government  to  intro- 
duce the  Coercion  Bill,  as  it  has  been 
since  brought  in ;  but  since  that  time  the 
question  had  been  unanimously  decided 
upon  by  the  Government,  it  having  re- 
ceived further  reasons  in  the  interval  to 
satisfy  it  that  that  measure   should   be 
renewed.    The  moment  that  that  determi- 
nation was  come  to  by  the  Government,  I 
lost  not  an  instant  in  seeking  to  find  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in  order  to 
communicate  to  him  the  change  that  had 
taken  place  in  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    I  sent  my  hon.  friend,  the  roeml)er 
for  Bridport,  to   the  hon.  and    learned 
Gentleman    for    that    purpose.      [Mr. 
O'Connell :  On  Frida^^last.]  On  Thursday 
last  I  sent  my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Bridport,  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, to  make  that  communication  to  him ; 
and  so  anxious  was  I  that  we  should  not, 
through  any  misapprehension  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  reap 
the  benefit  of  a  smooth  and  conciliatory 
speech  from  him  on  the  Tithe  Bill,  which 
stood  for  discussion  on  Fridav  last,  that 
early  in  the  evening  I  went  over  to  him, 
and  stated  the  fact  myself    to  him.     I 
state  these  facts  before  the  House,  and 
leave  the  House  to  form  its  judgment  on 
them. 
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Mr.  0*Cimnell:  But  there  is  one  fact'| 
not  before  the  House.    I  wanted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  Friday  last,  when  this 
conversation  occurred,  to  let  me  have  the 
Report  of  1832,  with  respect  to  the  dis- 
turbances in  Ireland— the  Report  drawn 
up  by  Sir  Henry  Pamell — pnnted.     He 
said,  emphatically, ''  There  is  no  occasion  ' 
for  it  to  be  printed,  you  will  be  satisfied  • 
of  that  by  the  announcement  made  by  I 
Lord  Grey  in  the  House  of  Lords  to«night.'* 
I  said,  in  reply, ''  There  is  only  one  course 
for  you  to  take — to  resign,  for,  after  the 
manner  in  which  you  have  acted,  you  will 
be  otherwise  guilty  of  a  deception  on  me/' 
His  reply  was,  **  Say  nothing  of  that  to- 
day." 

Mr.  Litiletcn :  I  beg  the  attention  of 
the  House  for  a  moment.  The  fact  is  not 
as  stated  by  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says,  that  when  he  mentioned  to  me  bis 
intention  of  moving  for  the  Report  of 
1832, 1  said  there  was  no  occasion  for  it, 
and  that,  in  reply  to  an  observation  from 
him  as  to  my  resigning,  I  replied,  '*  Wait 
until  to-morrow.'^  i  declare,  upon  my 
honour,  as  a  Gentleman,  that  I  said  no 
such  tiling. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  On  my  honour,  as  a 
Gentleman,  you  did. 

Mr.  LiUleton:  I  declare  solemnly,  be- 
fore the  House,  and  upon  my  honour,  as 
a  Gentleman,  that  I  never  did. 

Mr.  (yConnell:  Does  the.  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  deny  that  he  spoke  of 
resigning  ? 

Mr.  Littleton:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  mistaken.  I  never  said  any 
such  thing.  I  deny  solemnly,  on  the 
honour  of  a  Gentleman,  that  I  made  any 
statement  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  0*CkmneU:  Then,  why  did  I  not 
.make  my  Motion  for  the  printing  of  the 
Report  ?     I  want  to  know  that. 

Mr.  Littleton:  I  cannot  answer  that. 
I  do  not  know  anything  about  it.  It  is 
true  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
declared  his  intention  of  moving  that  the 
Report  be  printed,  and  that  he  said  some- 
thing of  the  Bill.  1  did  not  in  reply  say 
a  word  about  resigning.  To  the  best  of 
my  knowledge,  my  reply  was,  as  nearly 
as  possible,  in  these  words — <'  1  trust  that 
whatever  your  feelings  or  opinions  on  the 
subject  may  be,  you  will  not  divulge  them 
to-night,  but  will  wait  until  to-morrow, 
when  you  can  ascertain  the  particular 
nature  of  the  Bill  by  Lord  Grey's  speech," 


Mr.  ffCowwlli  That  was  not  what 
was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleoian,  nor 
anything  like  it. 

After  a  pause, 

Mr.  O'ConneU  again  rose,  aad   said, 
that  he  hoped  no  objection  would  be  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  production  of  the  corre- 
spondence between  the  Marquess  Welles- 
ley  and  the  Government,  respecting^  the 
Coercion  Bill.     By  that  it  would  be  seen 
whether  the  renewal  of  that  Bill  had  been 
opposed  at  the  time  stated  to  him  bj  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.    That  was  the  point  of 
difference  between  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  himself.     With  anything  else 
the  House  had  nothing  to  do.    But  it  was 
of  great  importance  that  it  should  be  as- 
certained whether  at  any  particular  period, 
the  Lord-lieutenant  was  opposed  to  the 
renewal  of  the  Coercion  Bill,     lo  a  speech 
made  elsewhere,  on  the  introdncticm  o( 
that  Bill,  it  was  stated  by  the  noble  £arl 
at  the  head  of  the  Administration,  that 
the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  had  called 
for  the  Bill.     Now,  for  the  satisfaction  of 
those  who  had  so  cheered  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to-night,  he  was  anxious  to 
get  at  the  fact  whether  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  had  called  for  the  Bill 
as  stated  elsewhere.     He  was,  also,  anx- 
ious to  ascertain  whether  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  so  very  recently  as  a 
fortnight  ago,  was  opposed  to  the  renewal 
of  the  Bill,  as  then  stated  to  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  for  in  that  case  it 
would  be  a  curious  matter  to  discover  the 
reasons  for  Lord  Wellesley's  change  of 
opinion.     He  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    should    have   the  strongest 
motives  to  produce  the  correspondence  of 
Lord  Wellesley  up  to  the  period  in  ques- 
tion, in  order  that  it  might  be  seen  whe- 
ther the  inference  which  he  drew  from 
the  .  right  hon.    Gentleman's    statement 
on  that  occasion  was  correct  or  not.    The 
hon.   Member  concluded  by  moving  for 
copies  of  the  correspondence  which  had 
taken  place  between  the  Lord-lieutenant 
of  Ireland   and   his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  of  the  renewal  of  the 
Coercion  Act. 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  that  the  custom  of 
the  House  in  such  cases  had  been  so  far 
to  trust  the  Government  as  to  permit  it  to 
select  such  portions  of  a  correspondence 
as  it  might  consider  necessary  to  justify 
the  introduction  of  a  particular  meisurei 
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He  had  stftted  *a  few  days  a^,  that  such 
portions  of  the  correspondence  of  the 
Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  as  might  be 
deemed  necessary  for  the  justification  of 
the  Government  in  renewing  the  Coercion 
Act  would  be  selected  and  laid  before  the 
House.  That  correspondence  was  now 
ready,  and  would  be  laid  before  the  House 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  O'Reilly  felt  great  difficulty  in 
addressing  the  House  after  the  statements 
they  had  heard  on  the  one  side,  and  the 
contradictions  they  had  heard  on  the  other. 
He  felt  bound,  however,  at  once  to  state  to 
his  Majesty's  Government  that,  if  they  did 
not  justify  themselves  from  the  charge 
made  against  them  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  should  feel  bound  to  adopt 
a  different  course  towards  them  from  what 
he  had  done  since  he  had  had  the  honour  of 
a  seat  in  that  House.  The  House  might 
well  believe  that  he  (Mr.  O'Reilly)  had 
little  in  common  in  politics  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin  when  he 
stated,  that  he  had  not  spoken  to  that 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  upwards  of 
two  years.  It  was  not,  therefore,  to  favour 
that  hon.  Member  that  he  made  these 
observations,  but  he  felt  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  justification  of  the  charac- 
ter of  himself  and  other  Irish  members, 
who  had  supported  the  Government,  that 
all  the  documents  on  the  subject  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table.  He  would  not  say 
anything  as  to  the  motives  that  might 
actuate  parties  in  their  opposition  to  Go- 
vernment, but  he  felt  bound  at  once  to 
state,  that  he  should  not  hereafter  be  able 
to  give  that  entire  confidence  and  support 
to  the  Government  which  he  had  hitherto 
given,  if  a  fair  statement  of  the  facts 
which  rendered  it  necessary  to  renew  the 
Ck)ercion  Bill  was  not  .(laid  before  the 
House. 

-  Mr.  Henry  Oraitan  said,  that  having 
just  arrived  from  Ireland,  he  seized  the 
earliest  opportunity '  of  stating  to  the 
House,  that  there  never  was  heard  any 
intelligence  from  this  country  relative  to 
the  intentions  of  Government  as  to  Ire- 
land with  so  much  astonishment  as  the 
Irish  people  heard  that  this  Government 
had  dared  to  suggest  the  renewal  of  the 
Coercion  Bill,  more  particularly  when  it 
was  recollected  with  what  difficulty  many 
English  Gentlemen  in  that  House  had 
been  at  all  induced,  by  the  display  of 
professions  of  kindness  generally  towards 
Iielftod  by  his    Majeisty'ti  MinisterSi  to 


sanction  the  passing  of  the  Coercion  Bill 
without  any  previous  inquiry,  except  thai 
could  be  called   an  inquiry   which   was 
founded  on  three  miserable  reports,  one 
of  which  was  signed  by  only  three  Ma^ 
gistrates.     It  was  now  but  too  clear,  that 
the  House  could  not  follow  the  Govern«- 
ment  in  giving  its  sanction  to  such  arbi- 
trary measures  as  the  present  Ministers 
had  the  hardihood  to  demand  at  the  hands 
of  the    Representatives  of  the  people. 
Had  even  Bonaparte,  in  the  fulness  of 
his  poweo  or  the  Autocrat  Nicholas  of 
Russia,  attempted   to    impose    such  an 
arbitrary  deprivation  or  suspension  of  their 
liberty  upon   their    respective   subjects  ? 
To  risk  the  concession  of  such  a  measure 
for    extinguishing  the   liberties  of   that 
country  upon    the   mere    suggestion    of 
I  the    King's   Ministers  would   go  far  to 
endanger  the  separation  by  force  of  the 
two  islands.     He  had  prepared  a  Motion 
to  submit    to    the    approbation   of  the 
House,  and  on  that  occasion  he  should 
move  for  a  Call  of  the  House  to  ensure  a 
full  attendance.    That  Motion  was  to  this 
effect — that  if  any  Minister  of  the  Crown 
should  move  for  a  Bill  to  continue  the  sys- 
tem of  coercion  in  Ireland,  now  sanctioned 
by  a  Bill  about  to  expire,  without  having 
a  previous  Committee  of  Inquiry  to  report 
upon  the  propriety  of  such  a  step,  that 
Minister  was  altogether  unfit  to  be  the 
Minister  of  a  free  country.    Sooner  would 
he  abandon  his  seat  in  that  House,  and 
never  again  enter  St.  Stephen's  Chapel, 
than  acquiesce  in  the  re-enactment  of  that 
infamous    measure    without    the    fullest 
inquiry   taking   place   into  the  grounds 
of  that  alleged  expediency  for  a  renewal 
of  coercion.     Better,  would   it  be,   and 
more  consistent  with  the  care  which  a 
good  Government  ought  to  exercise  over 
a  nation's  welfare,  had  the  noble  Lord  set 
himself  about  bringing  forward  a  Bread 
Bill,  or  at  least  suggested  some  means  of 
feeding  a  famishing  people  with  potatoes, 
whose  wants  he  had  just  come  from  sup- 
plying in  his  neighbourhood  with  his  own 
hands,  and  those  of  a  few  other  charitable 
resident  gentry,  than  attempt,  in  thisiniqui- 
tous  way,  to  silence  their  complaints  by  a 
hateful  and  unnecessary  measure  of  coer- 
cion. 

Mr.  Shell  stated,  that  the  Marquess 
Wellesley  was  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
in  1822  and  1823,  when  the  Insurrection 
Act  was  brought  forward.  The  Whigs 
were  then  ia  opposition,  and  they  iosisted 
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«pon  the  produetion  of  the  doenmants 
which  had  induced  Government  to  brings 
forward  the  Bill,  and  they  were  met  with 
■imilar  excuiei  to  thoie  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Secretary.  Lord  Wellesley  was 
then  the  Tory  Lord  Lieutenant^  but  he 
wai  now  the  Whig  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
surely  they  were  bound  to  produce  the 
documents  called  for.  But  was  there  not 
a  private  reason  for  the  production  of  these 
papers  ?  Did  not  much  of  the  merits  of 
the  case  between  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  and  the  right  hon.  Secretary  depend 
on  their  production  ?  Was  not  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  justified  in  stating  that 
he  had  been  deceived  when  he  was  told, 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  against  the 
renewal  of  that  part  of  the  Coercion  Bill 
which  referred  to  public  meetings  if  the 
papers  were  not  produced  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the  time 
was  arrived  when  the  House  would  be 
called  upon  to  renew  this  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman y  then,  ought  in  justifica- 
tion of  himself  and  of  the  Government  to 
bring  forward  the  reasons  which  had  in- 
duQftl  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  change  his 
opinions. 

Mr.  Ftargtu  O'Connor  said*  that  the 
right  hon.  Oentlemau  had  challenged  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend  with  a  breach  of 
confidence,  in  stating  in  public  a  private 
conversation ;  but  the  truth  was,  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend  was  very  nearly 
losing  the  confidence  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land in  not  explaining  the  reasons  for  the 
conduct  which  he  was  induced  to  pursue 
in  consequence  of  the  communication  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  (Mr. 
Feargus  O'Connor)  would  only  add,  that 
he  had  heard  little  or  nothing  on  the 
subject  of  the  Coercion  Bill  from  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend ;  but  he  had  heard  a 
great  deal  from  some  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  Government.  He  was 
sorry  that  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  had 
Sttfiered  himself  to  be  influenced  for  a 
single  moment  by  the  communication 
made  to  him,  for  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend's  conduct  with  regard  to  the  Tithe 
Bill  had  not  tended  to  increase  his  popu- 
krity  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'ConneU  said,  that  he  would  not 
divide  the  House,  although  the  question 
should  be  put  in  order  to  place  his  Motion 
on  the  Journals.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  succeeded  once  in  deceiving  him ; 
but  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  would  take  care 
that  he  should  not  do  so  again.    The 


right  hon.  Gentleman  now  refoaad  to  briof 
forward  the  papers  called  for,  and  mioim 
the  excuse  that  he  was  going  to  bring 
forward  other  papers  which  faM  nothing 
to  do  with  the  matter  in  question.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  did  not  envy  the  feelings 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  Motion  was  negatived. 

Tub  Currkncy.]  Mr.  Thomas  Att- 
wood  rose  to  bring  forward  his  Motioo 
respecting  the  Currency,  but  th^hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  proceeded  far  in  his  speech 
when 

Mr.  Divett  moved,  that  the  House  be 
counted. 

Mr.  Thomat  Atiwood  said,  that  thia 
was  a  most  unfair  way  to  get  rid  of  the 
Motion. 

Forty  Members,  however,  were  present, 
and  Mr.  Thomas  Attwood  proceeded. 

Mr.  Rigby  Wason  moved,  that  the 
House  be  counted,  and  forty  Membeis 
not  being  present,  the  House  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 

Frida;^,  July  4,   1834. 

Mrnvm.!    Blllfe.    Rod  »  tfiM  ^im\mjpmkm  Ova 

OfllOH. 

PetStioM  praaeoted.  By  the  Msrqucii  of  Claneicabob. 
BDd  ttio  EbtI  of  RomJuVN,  Aom  ShsrdioMen  fai  th*  Lob* 
dan  nod  W«tmU»tir  Bask  In  ikvour  of  tiie  Bill  to  iaBor- 
porate  thero.—B]r  the  Earl  oT  Dubram,  from  Dlamtaoi 
of  Bere  Regis,  for  ReUef. — By  the  Earl  of  Warittck, 
from  the  Clergy  of  Clonaid,  agafaut  the  Iitah  Chuiell 
Commiarion*— By  tha  Duke  of  Rickmon%  fron  aa 
Individual*  againai  the  Poor-Laws  AiQcndment  Bill, — By 
the  Duke  of  WXLUiroTOif,  the  Earl  of  Elz>on»  the  Earl  of 
WBBTM0BBf.AKi>,  the  EbiIWicsmw,  Lord  DTHvroB, 
tod  Lovd  FABHHAMf-^oc  Pvotaotion  to  tiM  KifaMNwd 
Church. 

London  and  Westminster  Bank.] 
The  Earl  of  Wicklom  begged  leave  to 
call  the  particular  attention  of  their  Loed* 
ships,  to  a  petition  from  the  several 
persons  whose  names  were  subscribed, 
being  Directors  of  a  Company  called  the 
London  and  Westminster  Bank,  which 
set  forth,  that  a  Bill  had  passed  the  Com-* 
moos  House  of  Parliament,  and  was  now 
in  their  Lordships'  House,  for  enabling 
the  said  company  to  sue  and  be  sued,  in 
the  name  of  one  of  the  directors,  or  of 
the  trustees,  or  any  of  them,  or  of  the 
manager  or  managers,  or  any  of  them,  of 
the  company.  The  petitioners  stated,  that 
it  was  clear  that,  by  the  3rd  and  4th  of 
William  4th,  such  focilities  might  be 
granted  by  Parliament  to  such  joint-stock 
banks  without  any  infraction  of  the  ex<> 
elusive  privileges  possessed  by  the  said 
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Cjk)vernor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of 
England ;  and  if  any  nnwritten  contract 
had  been  made  in  order  to  bind  Parlia- 
ment against  granting  such  a  facility, 
9Qch  a  contract  would  have  been  a  viola- 
tion of  the  rights  of  the  public,  and 
would  have  given  to  the  Bank  of  England 
privileges  which  it  never  before  possessed, 
and  which  were  not  secured  to  it  under 
any  Act  of  Parliament.  They  went  on 
to  observe,  that  on  the  9th  of  August 
last,  previously  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  submitting  the  declaratory 
clause  to  Parliament,  the  following  letter 
was  addressed  to  him  by  the  Governor 
and  Deputy  Governor  of  the  Bank  of 
England  :— 

Bank  of  England,  Avgmt  9,  1833. 
My  Lord, — We  have  to  acknowledge  your 
Lordship's  letter  of  this  day,  enclosing  a  clause 
prepared  by  your  Lordship's  legal  advisors, 
in  lieu  of  the  clause  we  had  tho  honour  to 
submit  to  your  Lordship  on  the  7th  instant 
Your  Lordship's  letter,  and  its  enclosure,  have 
been  considered  by  the  Court  of  Directors, 
and  we  beg  to  state,  that  although  it  is  our 
opinion  that  the  clause  proposed  by  your 
Lordship  does  not  carry  into  effect  either 
Uttrally  or  substantially  the  agreement  entered 
into  by  his  Mijesty's  Goveraroent  and  the 
Bank  of  England,  and  that,  contrary  to  the 
intention  declared  in  yourLordship's  last  letter, 
it  does  take  away  the  exclusive  privileges,  yet, 
considering  the  importance  of  concluding  the 
transaction,  and  of  relieving  commerce  from 
the  ineonvenience  of  further  delay,  it  is  the 
determination  of  the  Directors  to  submit  to  the 
terms  now  proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, 

The  petitioners  respectfully  submitted  that 
this  letter  and  the  declaratory  clause  alone 
formed  the  bargain  made  by  the  Bank  of 
England,  and  that  such  letter  was  an  un- 
qualified acceptance  of  the  declaratory 
clanse,  and  they  asserted  that  it  would  be 
a  vitiation  of  the  rights  of  the  public  to 
allow  it  to  be  set  up,  and  alleged  that  there 
was  a  certain  other  contract,  not  in 
writing,  differing  from  this  clause  and 
this  unqualified  acceptance  of  the  same, 
and  of  which  no  record  was  or  could  be 
produced.  The  petitioners  therefore 
prayed,  that  their  Lordships  would  be 
pleased  to  direct  that  witnesses  should  be 
ordered  to  attend  at  their  Lordships'  bar, 
or  in  a  Committee  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  to  give  evidence  on  the  subject 
of  the  alleged  contract,  and  that  counsel 
and  agents  might  he  allowed  to  attend  such 
examination  of  witnesses  on  the  part  of 
the  petitioners.    He  was  not   surprised 


that  noble  Lords  opposite,  who  had  so 
many  important  matters  to  attend  to, 
should  have  forgotten  what  had  taken 
place  with  reference  to  the  Bank  Charter 
Bill ;  but  here  the  petitioners  came  for- 
ward and  offered  to  prove  at  the  bar,  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  which  waa  then 
before  their  Lordships'  House  were  not 
inconsistent  with  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  Bank  of  England.  When  the 
proper  time  arrived,  he  should  move,  if 
necessary,  that  the  petition  should  be 
taken  into  consideration.  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  only  one  wish  on  the  subject 
— namely,  that  justice  should  be  done  to 
all  parties. 

Earl  Orey  said,  that  the  understanding 
which  at  the  time  of  renewing  the  Charter 
had  been  come  to  with  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land was  not  at  all  altered  by  the  letter 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  read.  The 
Bank  of  England  waa  not  satisfied  with 
the  arrangement  originally  proposed  by 
Government,  and  therefore  a  declaratory 
clause  bad  been  introduced  by  his  noble 
friend  in  the  other  House.  Whether  the 
introduction  of  that  clause  was  inex- 
pedient or  not  was  another  question.  He 
did  not,  however,  understand  it  as  in  any 
degree  breaking  in  upon  the  contract 
with  the  Bank,--^that  contract  which  pro* 
vided  that  their  exclusive  privileges,  within 
sixty  miles  of  the  metropolis,  should  be 
preserved  to  them.  On  that,  as  well  as 
on  other  grounds,  which  he  would  explain 
hereafter,  he  should  feel  himself  obliged 
to  object  to  proceeding  iVirther  with  the 
Bill  then  before  their  Lordships.  It 
should  be  recollected  that  this  subject 
was  at  present  under  discussion  by  the 
learned  Judges,  who  would  in  due  time 
give  their  opinion  on  it.  Until  that 
opinion  was  given,  he  thought  it  was  pre- 
mature to  entertain  the  question. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  'Table. 

SuppRESSioK  OF  Disturbances  (Ire- 
LANo).]  Earl  Grey  moved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Dis- 
turbances Suppression  (Ireland  Bill.) 

The  Earl  of  Durham  said,  he  should 
occupy  their  Lordships'  attention  for  a 
very  few  moments  while  he  expressed  his 
opinion  with  reference  to  this  measure, 
and  he  was  the  more  anxious  to  do  so, 
because,  when  the  Bill  was  introduced 
last  Session,  he  had  not  had  an  opportu- 
nity to  deliver  his  sentiments  with  respect 
to  it.    He  felt  that  if  be  were  to  remain 
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totally  tilent  on  this  occasion,  it  might  be 
supposed  that  he  was  favourable  to  the 
vhole  measure,  which  was  not  the  fact. 
It  was  with  deep  rc|pret»  that  he  felt  him- 
self obliged  to  dissent  from  part  of  the 
enactments  of  the  Bill.  He  alluded  to 
that  portion  of  it  which  related  to  public 
meetings.  The  Bill  would  have  com- 
manded his  approbation  if  the  clause  had 
been  witlidrawn  which  authorized  an  in- 
terference with  public  meetings  in  Ireland. 
He  admitted  that  it  was  proper  to  arm  the 
Government  of  Ireland  with  strong 
powers,  and  no  man  would  more  readily 
consent  than  he  would,  to  place  such 
powers  in  the  hands  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  was  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
or  of  his  right  hon.  friend  who  filled  the 
office  of  chief  Secretary ;  but,  much  as 
he  confided  in  them,  he  could  not  consent 
to  do  that  which  this  Bill  proposed.  He 
would  not  consent  to  arm  the  noble  Lord 
or  his  right  hon.  friend  with  powers  which, 
while  they  were  contrary  to  the  Constitu- 
tion, were,  as  he  thought,  quite  unneces- 
sary. He  was  willing  to  give  to  the 
Government  of  Ireland  all  the  powers 
that  were  necessary  for  the  suppression  of 
violence  and  outrage,  but  beyond  that  he 
would  not  go.  He  did  not  think  that  he 
should  be  doing  his  duty,  if  he  did  not 
shortly  state  his  opinion  on  the  Bill. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  could  not  allow 
the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  short  ad- 
dress of  his  noble  friend  to  escape  with- 
out adding  his  testimony  to  that  of  his 
noble  friend  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty *s 
Government  as  to  the  continued  necessity 
which  existed  for  adopting  this  mea- 
sure. He  did  not  think,  that  he  should 
discharge  his  duty  well,  and  faithfully, 
and  manfully,  to  their  Lordships,  to  his 
Sovereign,  and  to  the  country,  if  he 
shrunk  from  bearing  his  testimony  to  the 
continuance  of  that    necessity.     It  was 

m 

not  for  him  then  to  enter  into  the  circum- 
stances on  which  the  measure  was  origin- 
ally founded.  It  was  unnecessary  for 
him  to  go  minutely  into  the  subject,  after 
the  admirable  statement  of  his  noble 
friend  when  he  introduced  the  Bill,  after 
the  clear  and  comprehensive  view  which 
his  noble  friend  on  that  occasion  took  of 
the  state  of  Ireland,  which  would  be  most 
flourishing  but  for  the  causes  which  his 
noble  friend  had  pointed  out.  His  noble 
friend's  whole  address  was  distinguished 
by  a  tmly  constitutional  tone  ;  a.id  his 

ar^ment  w»9,  he  thought,  sufficient  to 


convince  anybody,  even  though  he  had 
not  made  up  hit  mind  previoasiy  on  the 
facts,  as  he  must  say  he  had  done,  thai 
this  measure  was  atisolutely  Decetsary. 
This,  however,  he  would  say,  and  be  ooufal 
bear  testimony  to  the  feelings  of  his  noble 
friend,  as  his  noble  friend  would  he  wee 
sure  bear  testimony  to  his  feelings,  thet, 
as  the  measure  was  originally  wrung  from 
Ministers  by  the  hard  necestily  of  the 
case,  so  had  the  continuance  of  it  even 
for  the  limited  period  of  a  year,  been 
again  wrung  from  them  with  redoubled 
reluctance,    overpowering    those    strong 
constitutional  feelings    which    were   the 
main  springs  of  their  political  conduct, 
and  even  the  vital  principles  of   their 
political  existence.     It  was  only  from  a 
sense  of  that  overruling  necessity  that  he 
was  prevailed   upon  to  suffer  any  con- 
siderable portion  of  this  Bill  to  continiie 
in  force ;  but  when  the  necessity  existed, 
he  felt  that  he  had  no  more  a  choice  be- 
tween suffering  it  to  continue,  or  allowing  it 
to  expire  after  the  experience  of  a  year 
and  a-half,  than  he  had  to  adopt  or  to  reject 
it  when  it  was  first  brought  forward.     His 
noble  friend  who  had  recently  addressed 
their  Lordships,  had,  in  a  manner  the 
most  perfectly  fair,  the  most  temperate, 
and  the  most  candid  towards  his  Majesty's 
Government,  stated  his  reluctant  dissent 
from  part  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 
This  had  the  effect  of  turning  his  atten- 
tion  towards  the    distinction  which  his 
noble  friend  had,  not  unnaturally,  drawn. 
To  that  point  his  noble  friend  at  the  head 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  had  adverted 
the  other  night,  and  had  given ,  he  thought,  a 
very  satisfactory  explanation.     But,  when 
he  saw  that  those  outrages  existed  in 
Ireland  which  made  this  a  measure  of  ne- 
cessity (and  the  admission  of  his  noble  friend 
went  so  far),  when  such  a  state  of  tilings  pre- 
vailed as  called  upon  them  to  suspend  the 
Constitution — for  he  could  not  deny  that 
this  measure  did  infringe  on  the  rights  of 
the  people  in  Ireland — he  could  not  deny 
that  it  was  a  most  grievous  infraction  of 
those  rights— still,  when  he  saw  things  in 
such  a  situation  as  to  require  and  to  jus- 
tify (if  not  required,  the  Act  could  not  be 
justified)  this  infraction  of  the  rights  of 
those  people,  then  he  must  ask  himself 
this  question — *'  If  I  am  bound  to  sus- 
pend to  this  extent  those  rights,  as  re- 
gards what  are  called  predial  outrages 
and  popular  commotions — have  I  any  right 
tp  draw  the  line,  and  take  that  distinction 
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for  which  my  noble  friend  has  contended, 
and  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the 
measures  those  parties  who  may  organize 
the  resistance  which  the  Bill  is  to  put 
an  end  to  ?  Shall  I  say  I  will  put  down 
disturbance  in  the  country,  but  should 
dangerous  meetings  take  place  in  towns,  I 
will  not  meddle  with  them  ?  1  will  bear 
with  the  whole  weight  of  my  loins  on  the 
peasant,  but  I  will  not  lay  the  weight  of 
my  little  finger  on  those  who,  whether 
right  or  wrong,  from  principle  or  other- 
wisCj  actuated  by  levity  or  by  enthusiasm, 
wish,  year  after  year,  foolishly  and  mis- 
chievously to  make  local  agitation  general, 
and  on  temporary  grievances,  buHd  up  a 
gpreat  scheme  of  national  disunion."  In 
what  he  was  saying,  he  did  not  mean  to 
attack  any  set  of  persons.  He  wished 
to  put  the  most  charitable  construction  on 
the  course  which  was  taken  by  some  par- 
ties. He  was  anxious  not  to  give  offence 
to  any  one ;  he  wished  to  avoid  all  mis-' 
conception  and  misconstruction  •  He  could, 
however,  only  judge  of  the  intentions  of 
the  parties  by  their  political  conduct. 
Could  he,  then,  when  he  saw,  that  their 
conduct,  and  the  course  which  their  opin- 
ions led  them  to  take,  had  a  tendency  to 
increase  incitement — had  a  tendency  to 
nourish,  propagate,  and  generalize  the 
flame  of  local  agitation— could  he  stop 
short,  when  he  proposed  to  commit  an  in- 
fraction on  the  Constitution,  and  not  seek 
a  remedy  for  this  evil  ?  If  he  saw  things 
in  the  light  which  he  had  described,  must 
he  not  address  his  attention  to  the  cause 
of  excitement,  as  well  as  to  the  parties  ex- 
cited? He  hoped  to  God  that  they 
would  all  live  to  see  Ireland  in  such  a  state 
as  would  render  the  further  continuance 
of  measures  of  this  nature  no  longer  ne- 
cessary. He  now,  with  the  greatest  re- 
luctance, agreed  to  the  shortest  possible 
continuance  of  this  measure — namely,  for 
twelve  months.  But  he  looked  forward 
with  confidence  to  the  future,  and  he  sin- 
cerely hoped  and  trusted  that  this  would 
be  the  last  time  when  such  a  measure 
would  be  found  necessary.  Under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  he  could  not, 
howeveTy  help  feeling  that  it  was  not  fit,  or 
fair,  or  consistent,  to  draw  that  line  of 
distinction  which  his  noble  friend  had 
drawn  between  the  infraction  of  public 
rights  connected  with  public  meetings,  as- 
sembled to  discuss  public  matters,  and 
what  his  noble  and  learned  friend  seemed 
to  think  of  less  importance — namely,  the 
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domestic  rights  of  subjects,  which  were 
affected  by  the  other  part  of  the  Bill, 
though  not  touched  upon  by  that  against 
which  his  noble  friend  had  expressed  his 
opposition.  There  was,  he  admitted,  a 
roost  direct  and  violent  infraction  of  those 
private  rights,  but  to  that  his  noble  friend 
did  not  object.  He  knew,  that  all  the 
King's  subjects  had  a  right  to  meet — had 
a  right  to  address  Parliament — had  a  right 
to  address  the  Crown — had  a  right  to  put 
forward  their  grievances — had  a  right  to 
assemble  and  to  discuss  the  subject  matter 
of  those  grievances,  and  the  measures  of 
the  Government  and  the  Legislature  gene- 
rally. He  knew  all  this,  and  God  forbid 
that  he  should  deny,  or  that  he  should 
doubt,  the  existence  of  such  rights.  They 
were  the  sacred,  the  imprescriptible  rights 
of  the  people ;  but  was  it  less  a  right  that 
a  man  might  be  out  after  sunset  ?  Was 
it  less  a  right  that  he  should  be  enabled 
to  go  about  his  business  as  he  listed,  so 
that  he  broke  no  law,  so  that  he  infringed 
no  statute?  But  what  said  this  Bill? 
Why,  it  said  (and  to  that  his  noble  friend 
gave  his  consent)  that  a  man  should  not, 
unless  he  could  show  special  reasons  for 
it,  leave  his  threshold  after  sunset,  that  he 
should  not  go  about  his  business  according 
to  his  own  convenience.  Such  was  the 
provision  of  this  renewed  law — a  law  to 
which  those  subject  to  it  must  be  slaves, 
but  which  had  become  necessary  in  con- 
sequence of  the  situation  of  the  country. 
Parliament  was  last  Session  placed  in  this 
cruel  dilemma,  either  to  suspend  the  rights 
of  the  people  for  a  season,  or  to  declare 
that  the  Government  of  the  country  could 
not  repay  allegiance  with  protection. 
The  doctrine  which  he  had  formerly  laid 
down  in  that  House  was,  that  allegiance 
and  protection  were  co-equal ;  and  that, 
when  a  Government  could  no  longer  give 
protection,  it  no  longer  had  a  right  to  ex- 
act allegiance.  To  give  protection  to  the 
well-disposed,  the  Bill  was  necessary,  and, 
in  committing  an  infraction  on  the  rights  of 
the  least  worthy,  they  insured  their  obe- 
dience by  ensuring  the  protection  of  the 
most  worthy.  He  admitted,  that  it  was 
an  infraction  of  popular  rights  when  power 
was  given  to  prevent,  or  to  put  an  end  to, 
public  meetings ;  but  he  utterly  denied, 
that  it  was  a  greater  infraction  of  the  con- 
stitutional rights  of  the  people,  than  was 
to  be  found  in  the  sunset  part  of  this  Bill, 
which  interfered  with  the  common  rights 
of  every    individual.     These   were    the 
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grounds  which  prevented  him  from  draw- 
ing that  line  of  distinction  which  hit  noble 
friend  had  pointed  oot«  If  he  snspended 
one  species  of  right  (and  he  hoped  and 
beliei^,  that  he  consented  to  that  sus* 
pension  for  the  last  time)  he  feit,  that  it 
was  equallj  necessary  to  suspend  the 
other.  Yes,  he  deemed  it  necessary  to  ap- 
ply  a  legislative  enactment  to  the  exciting 
cause,  as  well  as  to  the  mischief  which 
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Bill,  he  was  as  deairons  as  his  noUe  frieiid 
could  possibly  be,  that  such  measures  of 
dire  necessity  should  never,  for  even  one 
moment,  outlive  the  continuance  of  that 
necessity. 

The  Duke  of  WeUmgtcn  entiiely  ap^ 
proved  of  the  Bill,  the  necessity  fat  which 
was  clearly  proved  by  the  correspondence 
which  had  just  been  laid  on  their  Lord- 
ships* Table.    To  show  that  necessity,  be 


tltat  excitement  produced.  Unhappily,  ■  begged  leave  to  read  an  extract  from  a 
circumstances  had  placed  them  in  the  di- 1  letter  addressed  to  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
lemma  which  he  had  described.  It  was  '  ment  by  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
evidently  necessary  that    some    general  \  The  noble  Lord  there  stated  :  '  These  dis- 


measure  should  be  adopted  with  respect 
to  Ireland — a  moderate  but  a  permanent 
measure — for  they  could  not  continue  to 
proceed  on  the  principle  of  temporary 
kgislation.      How  was    the    Legislature 


'  turbances  have  been,  in  every  instance, 
'  excited  and  inflamed  by  the  agitatioa 
'  of  the  combined  projects  for  the  abdt- 
^  tion  of  tithes,  and  the  destruction  of  the 
*  Union  with  Great   Britain.     I   cannot 


situated  with  reference  to  a  temporary  |  '  employ  words  of  sufficient  strength  to 


measure  of  this  kind  ?  Why,  if  during  the 
next  seven  or  eight  months  agitation  and 
violence  to  any  extent  prevailed,  those 
whose  interests  were  affected  would  come 
and  tell  the  Legislature,  that  under  exist- 
ing circumstances  the  Bill  could  not  be 
dropped ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  no 
agitation,  no  excitation,  was  manifested 
during  that  time,  then  the  argument 
would  be,  that  they  must  continue  the 
measure,  because  the  prevailing  quiet- 
ness was  owing  to  the  Bill.  Here  was 
the  great  difficulty  of  the  case,  and  he 
therefore  thus  put  their  Lordships  on  their 
guard  with  reference  to  it.  They  must 
direct  their  minds  to  some  mitigated  but 
general  measure  to  preserve  the  peace  of 
that  part  of  the  empire.  He  stated  this 
confidentiy,  because  it  was  evident  that 
measures  of  this  nature  could  not  be  car- 
ried on  year  after  year  for  ever;  there 
must  be  an  end  to  them  sooner  or  later. 
Temporary' expedients  must  ultimately 
give  way  to  a  general  plan  of  legislation. 
To  proceed  year  after  year  with  measures 
that  were  only  tolerated  on  account  of  the 
necessity  of  the  case,  which  were  only 
borne  with  because  nothing  else  could  be 
done  at  the  moment,  was  neither  benefi- 
cial to  the  people  nor  creditable  to  the  Go- 
vernment. It  was  not  acting  like  a  wise 
or  a  prudent  Legislature  to  go  on  in  this 
way.  He  had  thus  stated  to  the  best  of 
his  power  the  reasons  which  prevented  him 
from  agreeing  in  the  objection  which  his 
noble  friend  had  taken  against  this  mea- 
sure. He  was  as  anxious  as  his  noble 
friend  to  preserve  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject, and,  while  be  supported  the  present 


'  express  my  solicitude,  that  his  Majesty's 
'  Government  should  fix  the  deepest  at- 
'  tention  on  the  intimate  connexion,  merk- 
'  ed  by  the  strongest  characters,  in  all 

*  these  transactions,  between  the  system 
'  of  agitation,  and  its  inevitable  conae- 
^quence  — the  system  of  combination, 
<  leading  to  violence  and  outrage.  They 
'  are,  inseparably,  cause  and  effect ;  nor 

*  can  I  (after  the  most  attentive  consider- 
'  ation  of  the  dreadful  scenes  passing  under 

*  my  view)  by  any  effortof  my  understand - 

*  ing,  separate  one  from  the  other  in  that 
'  unbroken  chain  of  indissoluble  connex- 
'  ion.'  Speaking  of  the  opinion  of  the 
Magistrates,  the  I^rd-lieutenant  said: — 
'  Your  Lordship  will  observe,  that  their 
'  opinion  is  unanimously  and  powerfully 

*  given  in  favour  of  the  renewal  of  that  Act. 

*  It  is  superfluous  for  me  to  add  my  en* 

*  tire  approbation  of  the  opinions  which 
'  they  have  expressed,  and  my  most  anx- 
'  ious  desire  that  the  Act  may  be  renewed.' 
He  might  say,  too,  that  it  was  superfluous 
for  him  to  add  anything  to  the  strong 
opinion  thus  expressed  in  favour  of  the 
measure.  All  be  should  say  was,  that 
the  Bill  had  his  entire  and  most  heart-felt 
approbation. 

The  Earl  of  lAmerick  said,  he  should 
feel  himself  to  be  a  bad  Member  of  that 
House,  were  he  to  shrink  from  the  expres- 
sion of  his  opinion  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  measure  then  before  their  Lordships 
was,  in  his  opinion,  necessary  for  the  sal- 
vation of  that  unfortunate  country  to 
which  it  had  reference,  which  ought  to  be, 
and  would  be,  one  of  the  most  thriving 
and  happy  countries  in  Europe,  but  for 
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tbe  inftd)iaatioo8  of  demgmng  men*  He 
more  particularly  supported  this  Bill  be- 
cause it  contained  the  provision  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  objected ;  he  sup- 
ported it»  because  it  was  calculated  to  pre- 
▼ent  these  political  meetings)  and  that 
▼iolence  of  expression  which  had  wrought 
so  much  mischief  in  Ireland.  But  for  that 
provision  it  would  be  looked  upon  as  a 
dead  letter — as  the  futile  prodaction  of 
some  weak  temporizing  Minister,  who  held 
out. a  show  of  protection,  while  he  struck 
out  of  the  Bill  all  that  was  necessary  to 
render  it  efficient.  What  was  it  that  the 
noble  Earl  objected  to?  Why,  to  that 
portion  of  tbe  Bill  which  provided  for 
putting  down  meetings  that  were  calcu- 
lated to  excite  the  people  to  outrage  and 
violence.  He  would  not  particularize  the 
persons  who  appeared  at  those  meetings ; 
it  would  be  invidious  to  do  so;  but  he 
might  be  allowed  to  describe  them.  They 
were  men  of  desperate  ambition,  and  of 
strong  passions,  who  came  forward  ibr  the 
purpose  of  agitating  that  unhappy  coun- 
try, and  of  extracting  from  the  hard  earn- 
ings of  poverty,  of  collecting  from  wretches 
who  scarcely  possessed  the  means  of  ex- 
istence, money  for  themselves,  and  who 
also  came  forward  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  that  which  was  the  most  capti- 
vating object  to  all  mankind — the  power 
of  domination.  ''Agitate,  agitate,  agi- 
tate 1*'  were  words  of  grievous  importance ; 
they  were  the  direst  legacy  which  any 
statesman  had  ever  bequeathed  to  his 
country,  and  they  had  filled  that  country 
with  convulsion  from  one  end  of  it  to  the 
other.  He  complained,  too,  of  the  situa- 
tion in  which  the  Government  of  Ireland 
had  placed  the  true,  the  gallant,  and  the 
loyal  population  of  that  country.  Speak- 
ing of  their  governors,  they  would  say, 
**  There  isnothing  but  trickery  here,  every- 
thing done  by  them  is  underhand ;  those 
who  ought  to  be  the  guardians  of  the  flock 
are  the  first  to  commence  negotiations 
with  tbe  wolves,  who  are  ready  to  devour 
it.  It  was  fearful  to  think  what  might 
be  the  result  of  such  negotiations,  in  a 
country  brimful  of  fear  and  prejudice,  and 
torn  to  pieces  by  religious  dissensions. 
He  was  unfortunately  old  enough  to  re- 
member the  scenes  of  1798 ;  and  if  the 
Protestants  could  not  look  to  the  Govern- 
ment those  scenes  might  be  renewed.  The 
Government,  however,  would  now  feel 
it  a  matter  of  great  difficulty  to  tranauil- 
lixe  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  ana  to 
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breathe  into  their  bosoms  anything  like 
confidence.  He  was  glad  to  find,  that 
Ministeia  had  left  out  the  Gourt*martial 
clauses ;  that  was  proper  enough  ;  but 
he  thought,  that  the  House  would  be 
unjust  to  itself  and  to  the  country,  if 
they  did  not  promptly  pass  this  Bill  for 
renewing  the  other  clauses  of  the  Act  of 
last  year. 

The  Earl  of  Mulgrave  could  not,  he 
said,  vote  in  favour  of  the  present  Bill, 
without  stating  briefly  the  reasons  which 
induced  him  to  do  so,  as  the  Bill  was  op- 
posed to  all  the  principles  on  which  he 
had  hitherto  been  accustomed  to  act. 
The  confidence  which  he  placed  in  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
who,  in  the  whole  course  of  his  long  politi- 
cal life  had  never  belied  any  of  his  publk 
professions,  induced  him  to  consent  to  the 
renewal  of  an  act  which  that  noble  Earl 
had  declared  to  be  necessarv  to  the  tran- 
quillity  and  security  of  Ireland.  It  was 
with  great  pain,  that  he  had  come  to  this 
decision.  In  the  year  1819,  he  had  op- 
posed the  passing  of  similar  measures  of 
coercion  when  it  was  proposed  to  apply 
them  to  Enffland,  though,  by  so  doing,  he 
had  differed  with  aome  of  his  nearest  and 
dearest  rdatives.  As  apeer  of  Parliament, 
he  never  would  allow,  that  that  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  called  Ireland  should  be 
treated  in  a  manner  different  from  the 
other  portions  of  the  King^s  dominions. 
He  wished  to  throw  out  a  suggestion 
respecting  this  Bill,  though,  if  it  were  not 
adopted,  he  should  not  propose  it  as  an 
Amendment.  He  wished,  that  the  re» 
newal  of  the  Bill  should  be  continued  only 
till  a  short  period  after  the  commencement 
of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 

Lord  Farnham  confirmed  the  assertion 
of  tlie  noble  Earl  opposite,  that  the  Juries 
who,  at  the  late  Assizes,  had  tried  offences 
of  an  insurrectionary  character  had  dis- 
charged their  duty  manfully  and  honestly. 
He  was  therefore  inclined  to  think,  that 
the  Court-martial  clauses  were  no  longer 
necessary,  and  that  the  repeal  of  them 
would  reconcile  to  this  Bill  many  persons 
in  Ireland  who  were  at  present  opposed  to 
it.  He  had  sufficient  confidence  in  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  to  believe,  that  he 
would  exercise  the  powers  with  which  it 
invested  the  Ministers,  with  justice  and 
mercy,  and  also  with  due  vigilance.  He 
wished  that  he  could  say,  that  all  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Irish  Government,  espe- 
cially during  the  last  few  days,  bad  met 
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with  hit  approbation ;  but  the  tioUe  Earl 
(Limerick)  had  adverted  to  rumoars  which 
he  had  also  heard,  and  on  which  he  must 
be  permitted  to  make  a  remark  or  two. 
He  could  not  help  reprobating  in  the 
strongest  terms  that  species  of  negotiation 
which  had  recently  been  going  on  with  the 
agitators  of  Ireland,  and  nothing  would 
give  him  greater  pleasure  than  to  hear  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
assert,  that  he  knew  nothing  of  it.  He  was 
quite  sure,  that  the  noble  Earl  had  not 
originated  those  negotiations ;  and  he 
hoped  that  they  had  originated  in  the  in- 
discretion of  an  individual  Minister  rather 
than  in  a  wish  to  conciliate  those  by 
truckling  who  were  the  cause  of  all  the 
mischief,  and  who  were  seeking  the  sub- 
version of  order  and  property  in  Ireland. 
He  knew,  that  neither  the  Protestants 
nor  the  Catholics  of  that  country  were 
favourable  to  the  Repeal  of  the  Union ; 
they  were  tormented  on  that  subject  by  the 
agitators;  all  that  they  wished  was  a 
restoration  of  tranquillity,  which  was  so 
necessary  to  the  prosperity  and  well-doing 
of  Ireland. 

Earl  Grey  said,  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Lords  who  had  preceded  him,  placed 
him  under  the  necessity  of  saying  a  few 
words;  but,  before  he  addressed  himself 
to  the  topics  more  particularly  adverted 
to  by  the  noble  Baron  who  had  just  sat 
down,  he  wished  to  advert  to  the  general 
circumstances  which  had  been  introduced 
into  the  debate.  And  first,  he  must  ex- 
press the  deep  pain  which  he  felt  when- 
ever any  subject  of  difference  arose  be- 
tween himself  and  his  noble  friend  and  re- 
lation (the  Earl  of  Durham).  He  was 
sure,  that  his  noble  relation  acted  from 
none  but  honourable  and  conscientious 
motives,  and  that  he  was  anxious  to  dis- 
charge his  public  duties  in  the  way  most 
beneficial  to  the  interests  of  his  country. 
He  was  sure,  that  every  sentiment  which 
his  noble  relative  uttered  sprung  from  a 
pure  and  enlightened  love  of  liberty, 
which  sometimes  led  him  to  shut  his 
eyes  against  the  immediate  consequences 
of  freedom,  but  which  was  unconnected 
with  motives  of  any  kind,  save  those  of 
the  most  unblemished  honour.  It  was 
therefore  with  pain  that  he  dissented  upon 
any  occasion  from  his  noble  relative ;  but 
so  total  and  absolute  was  his  dissent  from 
his  noble  relative  on  the  present  occasion, 
that  if  he  could  not  .have  proposed  the 
renewal  of  this  Bill  with  the  clauses  which 


it  contained  leipecting  public 
he  would  not  have  propoaed  it  at  alL     If 
those  clauses  had  been  omitted,  the  omk- 
sion  in  his  opinion  wouki  have  been  bodi 
impolitic  and  cruel;  for  could  any  one 
dissent  from  the  paragraph  of  that  letter 
which  had  just  been  read  by  the  noble 
Duke?    Was  it  the  part  of  a  wiseawn 
to  legblate  against  the  effect,  and  to  neg^- 
lect  the  cause — ^to  legislate  against  the 
victims  of  delusion,  but  to  let  those  escape 
scot-free,  who,  from  whatever  motive,  had 
of  late  years  pursued  a  course  of  agitmtkMi 
in  Ireland?     He  had  felt  from  the  be- 
ginning, that  these  things — ^the  cause  and 
the  effect— ought  not  to  be  separated.    If 
it  were  necessary  to  arm  Government  with 
great  power  to  put  down  that  insubordi- 
nation and  violence  in  Ireland  which  had 
too  often  terminated  in  bloodahed,  snrdy 
it  was  necessary  to  legislate  against  that 
which  caused  the  outrages,  which  lenderad 
that  great  power  necessary.    The  Bill, 
then,  to  be  effectual,  must  contain  Uie 
clauses  to  which  his  noble  relative  ob- 
jected.   At  the  time  when  the  Bill  wns 
first  passed,  there  were  two  associatioua  in 
DubUn,  one  called  the  National  Associn- 
tion,  being  a  political  and  Trades*  Union, 
and  the  other  called  the  Association  of 
Irish  Volunteers — a  name  which  was  re- 
vived for  purposes  he  need  not  mention. 
The  first  operation  of  the  Coercion  Act 
was  directed  against  the  town  and  county 
of  Kilkenny;  the  next  was  against  those 
two  associations,  which  were  put  down 
by  the  proclaraationsof  the  10th  and  I7th 
of  April.    The  right  of  discussion,  and 
the  right  of  petition,  he  was  the  last  man 
in  the  world  to  question.       He  woald 
endeavour  at  all  times  to  maintain  them ; 
but  he  would  also  endeavour,  in  the  pie- 
sent  state  of  Ireland,  to  protect  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  against  their  abuse.    To 
show  their  Lordships  what  the  conduct  of 
Government  had  been  upon  this  point,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  recollection  of  those 
noble  Loitis  who  had  been  attentive  to  the 
events  of  the  last  year.    Many  .meetings 
had  been  held  during  that  time  with  which 
the  Government  had  not  interfered ;  but 
it  was  a  very  difierent  thing  to  allow 
these  meetings  when  isolated  and  distinct, 
and  to  leave  the  executive  Government 
without  the  power  of  acting  against  central 
and  simultaneous  meetings,  distributing 
their  mischievous  instructions  throughout 
the  country,  and  keeping  up  that  agitation 
which  caused  in  the  ikst  instance,  wid 
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continued  in  the  next,  the  predial  disturb- 
ances of  Ireland.  Did  any  man  suppose, 
that  if  the  act  of  last  Session  had  not  been 
passedy  the  meetings  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union  would  not  have  continued,  or  that, 
if  they  had  continued,  the  spirit  of  disorder 
and  outrage  would  not  have  extended 
itself  to  other  parts  of  Ireland  ?  Had  that 
been  the  case,  the  Irish  Government  would 
have  been  compelled  at  a  later  period  to 
apply  the  severe  powers  of  this  Act  all  over 
Ireland.  That  consideration  might,  per- 
haps, teach  those  who  were  so  anxious  to 
protect  the  liberties  of  the  people,  that 
the  mitigation  which  they  desired  might 
perhaps  lead  to  the  necessity  of  enacting 
severer  measures  to  prevent  the  increase 
of  the  evils  which  now  prevailed.  These 
were  the  principles  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  acted,  and  on  which  it  was  still 
prepared  to  act ;  and  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  returned  from  a 
distant  Government,  where  his  services 
had  been  so  eminently  useful,  and  who 
had  expressed  in  such  favourable  terms 
his  confidence  in  the  Ministers,  that  no- 
thing but  a  conviction  of  its  positive  ne- 
cessity could  have  induced  him  to  propose 
the  renewal  of  the  Coercion  Act.  With 
all  due  deference  to  his  noble  friend,  he 
thought  that  the  1st  of  August,  1835,  was 
the  shortest  period  to  which  the  continu- 
ance of  the  Bill  ought  to  be  limited ;  for 
if  their  Lordships  were  called  upon  to 
consider  the  propriety  of  renewing  it 
immediately  after  their  meeting  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  they  might 
have  to  consider  it  under  circumstances 
preventing  that  calm  consideration  which 
Its  importance  required.  Having  said 
thus  much,  it  was  impossible  for  him  not 
to  allude  to  what  had  been  said  by  some 
noble  Lords  respecting  certain  negotiations 
which  they  supposed  had  recently  taken 
place.  All  he  could  say  of  those  nego- 
tiations ;  if,  indeed,  any  negotiations  had 
taken  place  (which  he  did  not  believe) 
was  this — that  any  negotiations,  any  com- 
munications which  took  place,  were  totally 
unknown  to  him.  If  he  had  been  applied 
to  on  the  subject,  he  should  not  only  have 
expressed  his  disapprobation  of  them,  but 
should  have  used  every  exertion  in  his 
power  to  prevent  them.  It  was  a  prin- 
ciple of  his  to  hold  no  communication 
with  persons  who  sought  for  their  own 

Purposes  to  injure  the  country;  he  never 
ad  held  any  communication  with  such 
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had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  anything 
of  the  kind  which  might  have  passed. 
There  was  no  trickery,  at  any  rate,  on  his 
part.  For  if  ever  there  had  been  a  direct 
proceeding,  it  was  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
From  the  beginning,  he  had  felt  the  ne- . 
cessity  of  enacting  these  laws,  and  he 
would  now  declare  again,  that  without 
these  clauses  regulating  public  meetings, 
be  would  not  have  proposed  the  present 
law.  It  was  not  necessary,  he  thought, 
for  him  to  say  anything  more.  He  assured 
their  Lordships,  that  he  proposed  this  Bill 
with  reluctance;  but  he  still  proposed 
it  under  a  sense  of  duty  to  which,  if 
he  had  not  yielded,  he  should  be  most 
unworthy  of  the  situation  which  he  then 
filled. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  could  not  resist 
the  opportunity  of  saying,  that  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  and  from  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack,  was  a  source  of  deep 
gratification  to  him.  It  was  material, 
that  within  twenty-four  hours  after  the 
unstatesmanlike  declaration  made  else- 
where, a  disavowal  of  it  should  be  given 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  and  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  It 
was  with  great  satisfaction  that  he  had 
heard  those  noble  Lords  declare,  that  they 
would  not  allow  this  Bill  to  pass  unless  it 
contained  the  clauses  for  the  better  regu- 
lation of  public  meetings.  There  was  no 
man  to  whom  he  would  trust  the  powers 
of  this  Bill  more  readily  than  to  the  noble 
Marquess  now  at  the  head  of  the  Irish 
Government,  but  he  wished  that  the  noble 
Marquess  had  better  Ministers;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Session  would  not  pass  away 
without  his  having,  at  least,  one  better 
Minister, 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  it  was 
always  with  pleasure  that  he  received 
credit  for  his  actions  from  so  respectable 
a  Member  of  their  Lordships'  House  as 
the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  spoken ;  but 
he  could  not  consent  to  receive  that  credit 
at  the  expense  of  a  right  hon.  friend  of 
his  in  another  House,  whom  the  noble 
Earl  seemed  to  suppose — why,  he  knew 
not — that  his  noble  friend  had  thrown 
overboard.  He  did  not  believe  that  any- 
thing like  a  negotiation  had  taken  place 
between  his  right  hon.  friend  and  the  party 
to  whom  allusion  had  been  so  pointedly 
made.  There  might  have  been  commu« 
nications  unknown  to  the  Government 
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twcen  hit  right  hon.  friend  and  tbtt  party, 
aft  there  had  been  between  himftelf  and 
a  DoUe  Lord  whom  he  did  not  then  tee  in 
his  place.  He  had  disctuted  with  that 
noble  Lord,  in  private,  upon  the  Wool- 
Mck  the  operation  of  the  Coercion  Bill, 
and  before  he  had  leen  the  papers,  he  had 
told  that  noble  Lord  that  he  wished  the 
clauses  respecting  Courts-martial  and 
Public  Meetings  stmck  out  of  the  Bill ; 
but  when  he  found  the  facts  to  be  such  as 
they  appeared  to  be  in  the  papers,  read 
by  his  noble  friend  the  other  pveniog,  he 
had  formed  the  opinion  which  he  had  that 
night  frankly  expressed  to  their  Lord- 
ships. 

Lord  Stourtim  could  not  avoid  accom- 
panying his  vote  this  night  in  favour  of 
the  continuance  of  the  Coercion  Bill,  with 
a  few  observations,  supplicatine  the  Legis- 
lature to  take  more  especially  under  its 
protection  the  helpless  condition  of  the 
labouring  population  of  Ireland.  Without 
some  improvement  in  their  condition  he 
could  not  share  the  anticipations  of  the 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  that  this 
may  be  the  last  time  that  they  shall  have 
to  suspend  the  Constitution  in  order  to 
put  down  predial  disturbances  in  that 
country.  No,  year  after  year,  and  gene- 
ration after  generation,  in  the  future,  as 
in  the  past,  their  Lordships  would  have  to 
enact  Insurrection  Bills  and  Coercion 
Bills,  unless  the  condition  of  the  country 
people  were  ameliorated  by  some  strong 
measures  of  protection  and  succour.  At 
present  they  were  in  extreme  destitution ; 
he  spoke  of  the  ejected  tenantry  of  that 
country,  whose  whole  dependence  for  sub- 
sistence (save  mendicity)  was  upon  the 
land  which  many  of  them  were  no  longer 
suffered  to  occupy.  He  agreed  with  the 
learned  Lord,  in  his  axiom  in  defence  of 
this  Bill,  "  that  allegiance  and  protection 
were  reciprocal  duties,''  and,  therefore,  the 
Government  was  bound  to  protect  the 
lives  and  properties  of  the  people  from 
agrarian  outrage  or  invasion.  Bat  while 
he  agreed  in  that,  he  implored  their  Lord- 
ships to  rule  alike  for  the  low  as  for  the 
high,  for  the  peasant  as  for  the  Peer — to 
protect  the  life  of  the  ejected  and  resource- 
less  cottier  tenant,  as  well  as  the  property 
of  his  landlord.  In  truth,  nothing  under 
the  present  state  of  the  law  could  be  more 
anomalous  than  was  the  condition  of 
millions  of  human  beings  in  Ireland.  It 
was  anomalous  as  it  regarded  the  labour- 
f  rs  of  Englaodi  WaleS|  or  Scotland ;  thsy 


had  a  defence  and  shidd  in  tihe  Poor-laws 
—laws  which,  (rom  gross  matadministn- 
tion  only,  had  lately  been  subject  to  much 
animadversion,  but  which  httd,  neverthe- 
less, for  centuries,  in  all  the  increasing 
grandeur  of  this  great  empire,  stood  by 
the  country  people  of  England  na  their 
best  friend  and  protector.     Bot  this  shield 
was  denied  to  the  Irishman ;  he  waa  aban- 
doned to  his  fate  and  all  tis  crasoalties. 
Again,  the  state  of  the  Irish  peasant  wss 
anomalous  with  reference  to   the  whole 
of  Christendom.     In  all  other  conntries 
the  people  had  either  some  oompnlsory 
relief  to  trust  to,  as  in  Protestant  Holland, 
Switzerland,  North  America,  and  Sweden, 
or  rich  monastic  foundations  and  institu- 
tions as  asylums  to  fly   to  in    Catholic 
France  before  the  Revolution,  and  Spain 
and  Portugal,  and  Austria,  and  Italy,  their 
revenues  being  in  a  great  measure  the 
patrimony  of  the  poor,  even  to  a  degree 
that  had  been  a  subject  of  complaint  with 
some  writers.    But  even  this  waa  not  all 
— once   more   the   Irishman's  case  was 
anomalous  as  a  member  of  the  civilized 
world.    The  common  lot  of  all    other 
labouring  men  was  this : — They  shared  in 
the    distribution    of  their  countrymen's 
wealth,  by  adminbtering  to  his  wants. 
In  this  way  the  rich  and  poor  were  linked 
together,  and  the  funds  of  the  one  were 
commensurate  with  the  property  of  the 
other.     Bbt  this  source  was  dried  up,  or 
in  a  great  measure  diverted  out  of  its 
natural  course  and  channel  by  absenteeism 
— existing  to  a  degree  in  Ireland  that  vvas 
nowhere  else  to  be  seen.    He  would  not 
enter  on  another  subject,  namely,  that  of 
the  transition  from  a  cottier  state  to  one 
of  consolidating  farms ;  that  likewise  was 
anomalous,  but  this  topic  would  lead  him 
too  far.  All  and  every  one  of  these  anoma- 
lies pressed  down  the  Irish  labourer ;  and 
while  this  state  of  things  continued,  agita- 
tion would  always  be  a  fearful  and  tre- 
mendous engine.    But,  as  it  was  said  of 
that  great  mechanical  power,  the  steam- 
engine,  that  one  bushel  of  coal  was  equal 
to  the  power  of  twenty  men ;  so  of  this 
moral  engine,  agitation,  he  might  say  (if 
he  might  be  allowed  the  expression),  that 
one  bushel  of  misery  was  equal  to  th^ 
power    of    twenty  agitators.    Let  their 
Lordships  combine  all  the  energies  of  this 
powerful  empire  to  deprive  the  agitators 
of  fuel,  and  they  would  put  an  end  to 
them,  and  might  throw  aside  Coercion 
Bills.    He  would  itid  a  few  iiuss  (roA 
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the  hutory  of  our  owa  country,  at  the 
period  which  succeeded  the  suppreasion 
of  the  monasteries,  and  accompanying 
what  was  then  termed  the  engrossing  of 
farms — the  transition  system.  Strype,  in 
bis  Annals  said  : — ''There  were  (speaking 
of  Queen  Elizabeth's  reign)  at  least  300 
or  400  able-bodied  vagabonds  in  every 
county,  who  lived  by  thefts  and  rapine, 
and  who  sometimes  met  in  troops  to  the 
number  of  sixty,  and  committed  spoil  on 
the  inhabitants;  the  Magistrates  were 
awed  by  the  association  and  threats  of  the 
confederates  from  executing  justice  on 
the  offenders ;"  and  Hollingsbead,  in  his 
description  of  England,  says: — *'  In  Eliza- 
beth's time  rogues  were  trussed  up  apace, 
and  that  there  was  not  a  year  commonly 
wherein  300  or  400  of  them  were  not 
devoured  and  eaten  up  by  the  gallows." 
"  But,*'  said  the  noble  Lord,  *'  we  set  the 
people  to  work,  by  the  43rd  of  this  Queen, 
and  the  country  was  tranquillized." 

The  Marquess  of  Wesimeath  thanked 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  consolation  his  speech  was 
calculated  to  give  to  the  peaceable  popu- 
lation of  Ireland.  He  was  glad  to  learn 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  not  disposed  to 
sanction  those  trausactions  which  had 
been  alluded  to  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  and  he  did  trust,  that  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  connected  with  the  Irish 
Government  would  not  again  enter  into  a 
confidential  communication  with  the  wily 
individual  with  whom  he  had  lately  carried 
on  an  intercourse.  He  should  certainly 
wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  treat 
that  individual  civilly;  he  would  not  have 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  shut  the  door 
in  his  face,  but  he  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  again  send  for 
that  individual  to  consult  him  on  the 
state  of  public  affairs. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  4,  1834. 

IIINVTM.]  BUli.  RMd  a  fliBt  Unet-Outamr  Acts 
AnModmait.— Road  a  Meood  time  i-^Svnp§ptT  Pottage. 
— Read  a  Uiird  time :— Insolvent  Debtors  (Ireland)  i  and 
Court  of  Equity  Proeia. 

Fatttione  pwautad.  By  Mr.  PsTaa,  ftom  Dksaoten  of 
Aberyitwith«  for  Relief.— By  Mr.  Gabrbix,  and  Mr.  Pbi.- 
RAM,  fhnn  Diawnten  of  Wakefield,  Chipping  Wycombe, 
Md  odwr  naca^  ■grinit  the  Cburdi>Rata  BiU.— By  Sir 
Ronar  Pbsl*  Mr.  liaLvoap,  Mr.  Scorr.  Viseoiuit 
EaaiNQTON,  Lord  HxNitiKaR,  Mr.  R.  P^uiBa,  Mr. 
FaircouBT,  Lord  Hotham,  Mr.  Ooulsubn,  Mr.  Bla- 
MiMt  and  Mv.  Babum,  from  a  great  Nnmber  of  Plaoai, 
p-feK  PraCNtiaa  to  Urn  fiMMliM  CbWEsb.<»By  Ux, 


Hiix,  from  Hull,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Siamp-Dutiei  on 
Noinpapers.p— By  Mr.  C  Bauca,  from  Merchants  of  In- 
veineis,  in  flivour  of  the  Bankrupt  (Scotland)  BilL— By 
Sir  WiLUAM  MoLB8>roaTH|  ftom  Mr.  George  Gumey^ 
for  Relief,  Acts  of  Parliament  having  injured  his  Patent 
for  Steam  Carriages.— By  Mr.  Richabdb,  from  Hull,  for 
CompwiMtion  under  the  Non^Impriionrnwit  fbr  Debt 
BilL^By  Mr.  J.  A.  Smith,  from  Chidiester,  to  anahle 
Eovlesiastical  Corporations  to  grant  Enfkand^semcnts.*- 
By  Mr.  Lbvbot,  ftom  Cleiqgymen  of  Blphin,  not  to  pay 
Instalments  on  Loans  for  Olebo^Hooses. — ^By  Mr.  Ro|h 
BUCK,  ftom  Batti,  and  by  Lord  Altrorp,  ftmn  Reading, 
—gainst  the  Sale  of  Boer  Act  Amendment  Bill. — By  Sir 
D.  SANBfOBO,  ftom  Paisley,  against  the  Law  of  Bntails.-* 
By  Mr.  Barino,  fttxm  Coventry,  for  Inquiry  into  the 
SiUc  Trade.— By  Colonel  Conollt«  ftom  Ckmard,  for  a 
Better  education  for  Catholics;  and  by  Mr.  BBOTHBRTOir, 
firom  Hand'Loom  Weavers  of  London  and  ita  Neigfabour> 
hood,  for  Local  Boards  of  Trade. 

LibelLaw.]  Mr.  Roebuck: — I  have. 
Sir,  to  present  two  petitions  to  tbe  Hoase^ 
respecting  persons  now  in  prison  for  of- 
fences by  the  Press.  I  present  both  together, 
because  I  am  about  to  support  them  both 
by  tbe  same  wide  general  principle,  anc| 
because  1  wish  also  to  advert  to  what  I 
consider  a  blameable  inconsistency  in  th^ 
punishments  awarded.  The  first  petition 
IS  from  a  person  of  the  name  of  Reeves, 
who  was  prosecuted  for  what  is  termed  a 
seditious  libel.  This  libel  was  a  gross, 
vulgar,  and  ignorant  appeal  to  the  people 
to  assemble  in  National  Convention,  I 
am  informed,  that  this  paper  was  printed 
during  the  short  time  that  the  present 
Ministers  were  out  of  office,  on  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  Bill.  The  prisoner  bought 
the  paper  the  last  Westminster  election, 
and  sold  it  in  the  crowd  assembled  round 
the  hustings  ;  being,  as  he  said,  ignorant 
of  its  contents.  This,  be  it  remembered,  was 
long  after  the  publication  of  the  paper, 
which  had,  in  fact, long  lain  as  waste  paper 
in  the  shop,  I  believe,  of  Mr.  Hethering- 
ton.  On  the  day  upon  which  this  poor 
and  illiterate  person  was  condemned, 
Messrs.  Grant  and  Bell  were  also  con- 
demned. Now,  in  both  cases,  the  prose- 
cutions were  instituted  because  of  danger 
to  the  State  ;  and  I  beg  to  ask  the  House, 
whence,  if  danger  were  to  arise,  was  it 
most  likely  to  come,  from  the  ignorant 
Reeves,  or  the  instructed  and  intelligent 
gentlemen,  Messrs.  Grant  and  Bell  ?  Un- 
questionably, if  these  various  persons 
should  think  fit  to  assail  the  Govemment» 
no  one  could  for  a  moment  believe  but 
that  the  danger,  if  any,  was  far  more  likely 
to  exist  in  the  case  of  Messrs  Grant  and 
Bell,  than  in  that  of  Reeves.  But  it  ap* 
peared  to  the  whole  Court,  upon  delibera- 
tion, that  three  months  were  sufficient  to 
ward  off  »ucb  danger  as  resulted  from  tbo 
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conduct  of  Messrs.  Grant  and  BelL  1 1 
assume  that  it  was  quite  sufficient.  But, 
now  I  ask,  how  it  comes,  that  twelve 
months  is  required  in  the  case  of  Reeves  ? 
In  this  case,  then,  reasoning  upon  their 
own  principles,  I  show,  that  where  least 
danger  exists,  there,  for  some  curious  rea- 
son, the  Judge  awards  the  severer  punish- 
ineot.  I  must  own,  that  I  should  like  to 
hear  this  inconsistency  explained.  But, 
Sir,  I  have  a  stronger  objection  to  urge — 
an  objection  which  arises  out  of  a  very 
extraordinary  petition  from  the  town  of 
Cheltenham.  This  petition  sets  forth  some 
remarkable  opinions — opinions,  which  to 
this  House  may  appear  new  and  danger- 
ous, but  which  have  received  not  merely 
the  sanction  of  some  of  the  first  political 
writers  of  the  day,  but  also  of  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  who  lately,  on  giving  evi- 
dence before  a  Committee  of  the  House, 
contemplating  this  very  case,  supported 
the  opinions  of  this  petition  which  I  now 
read.  The  petition  states,  first, — '*that 
there  are  some  cases  in  which  the  duty  of 
obedience  may  cease  on  the  pari  of  sub- 
jects to  their  governors.''  And  it  further 
states, — **  that  resistance  to  the  payment 
of  taxes  was  one  mode  of  marking  the 
cessation  of  obedience."  The  petition 
afterwards  states, — ''that  if  persons  by 
inflammatory  writings  or  speeches,  should 
incite  the  people  to  resist  the  payment  of 
taxes,  one  of  two  things  must  happen — 
either  the  people  would  not  agree  with 
those  inciting  them,  or  they  would.  If 
they  did  not  agree,  then  no  danger  to  the 
Government  could  exist,  and  the  writings 
might  safely  be  left  to  the  neglect  of  the 
people.  If  the  people  did  agree  with 
them,  then  ought  the  Government  not  to 
proceed  to  punish  the  writers,  but  to  re- 
form themselves;  not  to  make  attacks 
upon  the  Press,  but  to  act  upon  the  wishes 
of  the  people."  To  this  extremely  well 
put  argument,  I  have  little  to  add.  With 
the  petitioners,  I  believe,  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  do  well  not  to  attack  the 
Press,  but  to  watch  the  feelings  of  the 
people.  The  True  Sutif  whose  conduct  I 
am  not  now  either  about  to  defend  or 
impugn,  might  safely  have  been  left  to  the 
people  of  England  as  a  Jury.  That  peo- 
ple, calm,  intelligent,  and  well  knowing 
the  benefit  of  good  government,  and  a 
peaceful  administration  of  the  laws,  would 
not  rush  hastily  into  resistance  —  and 
should  a  time  come  when  they  believed 
resistance  necessaryi  no  prosecutioos  of 


this  kind  would  avail  to  keep  it  down.  In 
the  case  before  us,  they  did  not  yield  a 
response  to  the  advice  of  the  True  Smm^ 
and  what  danger,  1  ask,  could  have  triaen 
had  the  writers  been  ten  times  more  out* 
rageous?  But  just  see  what  mischief 
arises  from  these  prosecntions.  The  peo- 
ple did  not  agree  with  the  Tnte  Sun^  bmx 
now,  by  this  persecotioD,  you  nke  up 
sympathy — ^you  disturii  the  judgments  of 
the  people,  and  so  far  to  make  them,  by 
sympathy,  adopt  the  very  opinions  yoa 
profess  to  dread.  Leave  truth  to  herself, 
unincumbered  by  the  dangerous  aid  off 
prosecutions,  and  she  will  assuredly  tri- 
umph. Bring  the  law  to  her  assistaiioe, 
and  you  endanger  her  aoccess. 

Viscount  Howick  thought  it  would  be 
much  better  to  postpone  the  considemtion  of 
these  cases  for  the  present,  as  a  notice 
was  already  in  the  Order-book  respecting 
one  of  them.  He  must,  nevertheless,  pvo* 
test  against  the  doctrine  held  forth  in  the 
libels  in  question,  that  because  a  Govern- 
ment was  unpopular,  it  was  competent  to 
persons  to  assemble,  calling  themselves  a 
National  Convention,  and  pass  measures 
with  a  direct  tendency  to  the  subversicHi 
of  the  Government;  and  if  such  proceed* 
ings  could  not  be  sanctioned,  how  could 
the  hon.  Member,  in  common  consistency, 
refuse  to  punish  persons  who  were  guilty 
of  instigating  the  people  to  adopt  such 
measures  ? 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  thought,  that  the 
petitioners  were  entitled  to  consideration, 
not  so  much  on  their  own  merits,  as  on 
account  of  what  had  passed  in  this  House. 
Had  it  not  been  stated  by  the  brother  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  other  persons 
connected  with  the  Government,  or  of 
high  stations  in  society,  that  if  certain 
measures  were  not  conceded,  the  people 
would  be  justified  in  withholding  the  pay« 
ment  of  taxes  ?  If  such  examples  were 
given  to  the  people  by  persons  of  rank, 
and  individuals  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment, what  was  to  be  expected  from 
the  people  themselves  ?  He  thought  these 
circumstances  ought  to  have  some  weight 
with  the  House  as  to  mitigating  the  punish- 
ment of  these  offenders. 

Mr.  Feargus  O'Coimor  hoped,  when  the 
case  of  which  he  had  given  notice  should 
come  before  the  House,  the  individuals 
now  suffering  imprisonment  would  be  con- 
sidered as  having  followed  the  course  re- 
commended by  Lord  Milton  and  persons 
connected  with  the  Goyernm^nt. 
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Viflcoiint  Howick  denied,  that  the  Go- 
vernment or  any  persons  connected  with 
it,  had  sanctioned  the  proceedings  alluded 
to  in  the  articles  in  the  True  Sun. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  deprecated  long  pre- 
meditated discussions  on  the  presentation 
of  petitions.  Only  nine  hours  a-week 
were  allowed  for  the  presentation  of  peti- 
tions, and  if  such  discussions  were  in- 
dulged in,  it  was  impossible  one-half  of 
the  petitions  could  ever  be  presented  to 
the  House. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

Church  Temporalities  ai^d  Tithes 
(I  rbland).]  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Little- 
ton, the  House  wefit  into  Committee  on 
the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Act. 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  he  had  intended  to 
to  go  on  with  the  Tithe  Bill ;  but,  under- 
standing that  he  could  not  proceed  with 
it  till  the  House  had,  in  a  Committee, 
passed  certain  resolutions  relative  to  the 
Church  Temporalities'  Act,  he  had  moved 
for  such  a  Committee.     Having  already 
detailed  on  Monday  last  the  nature  of  the 
changes  which  his  Majesty's  Government 
had  deemed  it  necessary  to  make  in  the 
Irish  Tithe  Bill,  he  would  now  briefly  and 
in  substance  restate  what  he  then  laid 
before  the  Committee.     The  Committee 
was  aware,  that  the  Bill  proposed  to  put 
an  end  to  all  composition  for  tithes  pay- 
able throughout  Ireland  from  the  1st  of 
November  next,  such  composition  to  be 
converted  into  a  land-tax,  payable  by  the 
same  parties  liable  to  the  composition, 
and  to  the  same  amount.     It  was  further 
proposed,  that  that  land-tax  should  be 
continued  for  a  period  of  Ave  years,  ending 
the  1st  of  November,  1839.     It  was  then 
to  be  converted  into  a  rent-charge  ;  but  it 
was  also  proposed,  that  any  time  during 
that  period,  up  to  November,  1 836,  a  rent 
charge  equal  to  the  interest  at  3|  per 
cent  on  the  amount  of   the  Land-tax, 
multiplied  by  four-fifths  of  the  number  of 
years   purchase  which  the  land  might  be 
fairly  worth,  might  be  voluntarily  incurred 
by  the  owners  of  the  first  estates  of  in- 
heritance, for  which  a  bonus,  in  certain 
proportions,  as  he  wouH  state  hereafter, 
would  be  granted  to  them.     At  the  end  of 
the  period— namely,  on  the  1st  of  Novem- 
ber,  18d9«~in  all  ckses  where  a  rent- 
charge  of  the  amount  he  had  mentioned 
should  not  have  been  created,  then  a  rent- 
charge  equal  to  four-fifths  of  the  Land-tax 

•hottld  be  compulsorily  impoeedi  and  be* 


come  payable  by  the  owner  of  the  first 
estate  of  inheritance.    It  no  doubt  would 
be  a  considerable  relief  to  the  landowners 
to  give  them  the  power  of  redemption 
with  respect   to  this  rent-charge.    The 
means  of  redemption,  however,  had  been 
taken  from  under  them.    That  being  the 
case,  his  Majesty's  Government  had  no 
other  alternative  than  to  propose  what 
they  did.     He  only  hoped,  that  hereafter 
means  might  be  devised  to  relieve  the 
land  from  this  rent-charge.    In  the  mean 
time,  however,  it  was  necessary  to  impose 
a  Land-tax  in  lieu  of  tithes,  and  it  was 
proposed,  that  those  landlords  who  should 
voluntarily  take  on  themselves  the  pay- 
ment of  a  rent-charge  to  the  amount  he 
had  stated  in  the  stead  of  that  Land-tax, 
should  receive  a  considerable  bonus.  That 
bonus  was  to  be  given  to  those  who  should 
incur  this  rent-charge  voluntarily  before 
the  1st  of  November,  1836.    He  thought 
it  necessary  to  enter  into  these  particulars, 
though  the  clauses  which  he  intended  to 
propose  had  been  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  for  the  last  two  days.     It  was 
provided  by  those  clauses,  that  at  the 
desire  of  the  owner  of  the  perpetual  estate 
or  interest,  the  Land-tax  might  be  con- 
verted into  a  rent-charge  of  the  amount 
specified  in  the  clauses  at  any  time  pre- 
vious to  November,  1836.  He  had  already 
stated  how  the  amount  of  the  voluntary 
rent-charges  were  to  be  calculated.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  went  into  a 
calculation  to  show,  that  while  the  bonus 
to  be  given  for  voluntarily  incurring  such 
rent-charge  would  not  be  less  than  twenty 
per  cent,  it  would  in  no  case  be  more 
than  forty  per  cent.     He  illustrated  it  in 
this  manner — that  in  counties  where  the 
land  would  be  worth  twenty-eight  years' 
purchase,  the  Land-tax  being  multiplied 
by  four-fifths  of  that  number  of  years,  and 
three  and  a-half  percent beingallowed  upon 
the  amount,  the  result  would  be  78/.  85. 
per  cent,  or  a  bonus  of  twenty-one  and  a- 
half  per  cent  to  the  purchaser.    In  coun- 
ties where  the  land  was  worth  twenty-five 
years'  purchase,  the  Land-tax  being  multi- 
plied by  four-fifths  of  that,  and  three  and 
a-half  per  c^nt  being  allowed  on  that 
amount,  the  result  would  be  70/.  in  the 
hundred,  or  a  bonus  of  thirty  per  cent ; 
and  in  counties  where   land  was  worth 
twenty  years'  purchase,  the  land-tax  being 
multiplied  by  four-fifths  of  that  amount, 
and  three    and    a-half  per  cent   being 
I  allowed  upon  it,  tiae  result  would  be  56/, 
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io  the  huadredy  or  a  bonus  of  forty-four 

Gr  cent.  In  the  last  case*  however,  the 
nus  would  not  rise  higher  than  forty 
per  cent»  as  a  limitation  would  be  intro* 
duced  into  the  Bill,  that  the  bonus  should 
never  be  less  than  twenty,  nor  more  than 
forty  per  cent.  The  question  then  was,  in 
what  manner  and  whence  that  bonus  was 
to  be  provided.  It  was  proposed,  in  the 
first  instance,  that  the  amount  of  the  defi* 
ciencies  arising  out  of  the  voluntary  rent- 
charges  should  be  advanced  out  of  theCk)n- 
solidated  Fund,  the  deficiency  occasioned 
bv  the  creation  of  rent-charge  in  lieu  of 
£!cclesiastical  tithes,  to  be  distinguished 
from  that  occasioned  by  the  creation  of 
rent-charges  in  lieu  of  impropriate  tithes. 
To  indemnify  the  Cousolidated  Fund  for 
such  advances,  it  was  proposed,  that  the  ec- 
clesiastical commissionersof  I  reland  should 
repa;^  out  of  the  Perpetuity  Purchase  Fund 
now  10  their  hands,  so  much  of  the  sums 
so  advanced  as  should  be  required  to 
make  good  the  deficiency  arising  out  of 
the  creation  of  rent-charges  in  lieu  of 
ecclesiastical  tithes.  A  most  important 
consideration  here  arose,  how  far  it  would 
be  prudent  or  fair,  to  apply  the  Perpetuity 
Purchase  Fund  to  the  purposes  of  this 
measure.  He  must  remind  the  Com- 
mittee, that,  in  the  discussions  on  the 
147th  Clause  last  Session,  it  was  never 
laid  down  that  this  fund  should  be  applied 
to  merely  and  strictly  ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses. It  was,  however,  intended  by  the 
Legislature,  that  this  fund  should  not  be 
devoted  to  sources  from  which  the  Church 
establishment  derived  no  benefit,  and  that 
it  should  not  be  applied  to  sources  un- 
connected with  the  Establishment.  With 
regard  to  the  amount  of  the  funds  likely 
to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Ecclesiasti- 
cal Commissioners,  arising  from  other 
sources,  and  applicable  to  general  pur- 
poses, he  had  consulted  the  best  au- 
thority on  the  subject,  one  of  the  Com- 
missioners themselves,  Mr.  Irvine;  and  he 
had  estimated  those  funds  as  amounting 
to  about  91,000/.  a-year.  There  was  to 
be  deducted  from  that  the  expenditure 
necessary  for  indispensable  purposes, 
amounting  to  66,000/.,  which  left  a  ba- 
lance of  25,000/.,  which  might  be  applied 
by  the  Commissioners  to  the  important 
purposes  subsidiary  to  this  Act.  Here 
was  a  clear  surplus  revenue  disposable 
for  such  purposes  without  touching  in  any 
way  the  rerpetutty  Fund.  Mr.  Irvine  cal- 
culatedi  that  the  Perpetuity  ^und  at  pre- 


sent in  the  hands  of  the  Commiasiooen 
amounted  to  1,200,000/.,  which  would 
produce  60,000/.  a-year.  It  wms  probable 
that  that  amount  would  be  gieatly  in- 
creased  in  the  course  of  the  year.  He 
trusted,  indeed,  that  the  whole  amouat 
would  be  speedily  realized*  He  could  not 
entertain  a  doubt  that  the  majority  of  that 
House  would  be  ready  to  make  a  sacri- 
fice, and  he  would  admit,  that  the  charge 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund  would  amouot 
to  no  small  sacrifice,  for  the  purpose  of 
insuring  peace  in  Ireland,  and  putting  an 
end  to  a  system  that  had  been  the  fruitful 
source  of  violence  and  bloodshed. 

Mr.  Hume  inquired  how  the  Consolid- 
ated Fund  was  to  be  indemnified  for  the 
advances  made  out  of  it  f 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  it  would  be  indem- 
nified from  the  funds,  as  far  as  they  would 
go,  that  he  had  specified*  It  would  be 
impossible  to  say  accurately  what  amount 
it  would  be  necessary  to  advance  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  A  bonus  was  to 
be  given  to  the  landlords  for  voluntarily 
taking  on  themselves  the  rent-charge,  and 
it  was  impossible  to  say  how  far  thai 
would  be  carried  in  the  years  that  were 
allowed  for  such  a  voluntary  compositioo. 
If  that  amonnt  should  in  one  year  be 
carried  to  its  fullest  extent,  undoubtedly 
a  loss  would  accrue  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund*  He  had  not,  however,  heard  any 
estimate  that  carried  the  amouot  of  tlie 
bonus  payable  in  the  course  of  a  year 
beyond  100,000/.  The  income  to  be 
derived  from  the  Perpetuity  Purchase 
Fund  would  not  go  more  than  to  meet 
about  the  half  of  that  sum. 

Mr.  Shaw  asked  how  the  bonus  paya- 
ble to  the  lay  impropriators  would  be 
provided  for. 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  it  would  be  charged 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  It  woukl 
be  obviously  impossible  to  apply  any  por- 
tion of  the  Perpetuity  purchase-money  as 
a  bonus  to  those  lay  impropriators  who 
would  voluntarily  take  the  Land-tax  as  s 
rent-charge  on  themselves.  That  fund 
could  only  be  applied  to  defray  so  much 
of  the  bonus  as  would  be  required  with 
respect  to  ecclesiastical  tithes.  He  bad 
already  stated,  that  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  would  be  empowered  to 
pay  out  of  the  Perpetuity  Fund  so  much 
of  the  sums  advanced  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  as  were  required  to  make 
good  the  deficiency  arising  out  of  the  crear 

tion  of  rent-charges  in  \m  of  aoclesiasU^^ 
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tithed.  But  that  was  not  to  be  applied 
to  lay  tithea.  The  right  hoo.  Geotleroan 
concluded  by  moriog  the  following  Re- 
solution :  *^  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
Committee,  that  any  deficit  which  may 
arise  in  the  funds  accruing  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  his  Majesty's  Woods  and 
Forests,  Land  Retenues,  Works  and 
Buildings,  under  the  provisions  of  any 
Act  which  may  be  passed  during  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament,  and  ap- 
plicable to  the  payments  to  be  made 
under  such  Act,  to  the  parties  now 
entitled  to  tithe  compositions  in  Ireland, 
shall  be  advanced  and  made  good  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  that  so  much  of  the  money 
so  advanced  as  shall  be  applicable  to  any 
payments  to  be  made  to  ecclesiastical  per- 
sons, shall  be  repaid  out  of  the  monies 
arising  to  the  credit  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  .for  Ireland,  in  the  Per- 
petuity Purchase  Fund  account,  to  be 
kept  by  the  said  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  an 
Act  passed  in  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liameut,  intituled  *  An  Act  to  alter  and 
amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the  Tempo- 
ralities of  the  Church  in  Ireland/  " 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  his  inability  accu- 
rately to  understand  the  statement  just 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Littleton  repeated,  that  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  would,  from  the 
fund  of  91,000/.  in  their  hands  for  general 
purposes,  after  defraying  the  necessary 
expenditure,  amounting  to  66,000/., 
leave  a  balance  of  25,000/. ;  and  then 
there  was  the  Perpetuity  Purchase  Fund, 
which  was  estimated  at  1,200,000/.  which 
at  an  interest  of  3^  per  cent,  would  pro- 
duce 42,000/.  a-year.  He  had  estimated 
the  .  interest  at  60,000/.,  as  it  was  proba- 
ble that  the  total  amount  of  that  fund 
would  amount  to  more. 

Mr.  (yConnell  observed,  that  the  vestry 
cess  had  amounted  to  no  less  than 
75,000/.,  and  that  now  that  it  was 
abolished,  the  purposes  to  which  it  had 
been  applied  came  within  those  to  which 
the  91,000/.  in  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
missioners must  be  applied. 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  that  all  the  charges 
under  that  head  did  not  amount  to  more 
than  35,000/. 

Mr.  Robinson  wished  to  know  what  the 
Resolution  meant  ?  As  far  as  he  could 
understand,  it  would  appear  that  the 
whote  of  the  charge  wai  to  be  placed 


upon  the  Consdidated  Fund,  the  general 
vortex  upon  which  it  seemed  the  fashion 
now  to  fix  every  kind  of  charge.  As  far 
as  he  understood  the  Resolution,  there 
was  no  reimbursement  to  be  made  to  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  as  far  at  least  as  the 
lay  tithes  were  concerned.  He  would 
have  no  objection  to  allow  such  a  charge 
to  be  made  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
or,  in  other  words,  on  the  people  of  this 
country,  ibr  the  purpose  ojf  settling  this 
question,  if  he  could  see  any  means  by 
which  they  could  be  indemnified  here- 
after. He  would  make  no  objection  to 
the  proposition  if  it  presented  a  chance  of 
restoring  tranquillity  in  Ireland ;  but 
there  was  no  security  whatever  for  the 
repayment  of  the  money. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  with  respect  to 
the  ecclesiastical  dthes,  when  a  deficit  took 
place  in  consequence  of  the  creation  of 
the  Land-tax  or  rent-charges  in  lieu  of 
them,  that  deficit  would  be  paid  in  the 
first  instance  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  to  be  repaid  out  of  the  Perpetuity 
Purchase  Fund,  and  other  funds  in  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  Ecclesiastical  Commis* 
sioners.  With  regard  to  the  conversion 
of  the  tithes,  it  might  certainly  be  argued 
that  the  whole  would  be  converted  at 
once ;  but  that  was  an  extreme  case,  and 
in  opposition  to  it  he  had  a  right  to  assume, 
that  if  such  would  be  the  case,  the  deficit 
that  would  thereby  arise  would  not  be  so 
large  as  was  estimated.  If  the  deficit 
should  amount  to  100,000/.  a-year,  and 
he  would  admit,  that  it  probably  would 
amount  to  about  that,  the  amount  sup- 
plied by  the  interest  on  the  Perpetuity 
Purchase  Fund  would  not  meet  more  than 
half  of  that,  and  therefore  would  not 
afford  immediate  security  for  the  repay- 
ment of  it.  Under  such  circumstances, 
his  right  hon.  friend  was  obliged  to  have 
recourse  to  the  funds  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commissboers  for  general  purposes. 
These  were  the  only  funds  to  which  they 
could  have  recourse  at  present  to  meet 
this  deficit,  but  there  was  nothing  to  pre* 
vent  the  House  at  a  future  period  enter* 
taining  the  question  whether  there  were  not 
other  sources  to  which  they  might  apply 
for  the  purpose  of  making  repayment  to 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  It  was  true» 
that  with  regard  to  lay  tithes,  there  was 
no  fund  to  supply  a  security  for  the  re<« 
payment  of  the  sums  that  would  be  ad<* 
vanced  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to 
meet  the  deficit  that  might  accrue  in  re* 
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spect  to  them.  There  was  little  doubt, 
therefore,  that  this  charge  would  fall  upon 
the  country,  but  he  did  not  think  that  it 
was  likely  to  amount  to  more  than  20,000/. 
a*year.  But  supposing  that  the  effect  of 
this  proposition  would  be  to  produce  the 
pacification  of  Ireland,  surelv  that  would 
not  be  paying  dearly  for  such  an  advan- 
tage. If  such  should  be,  as  he  hoped  it 
would  be,  the  result  of  this  measure,  he 
thought  that  without  adverting  to  higher 
considerations,  but  looking  at  the  ques- 
tion merely  in  an  economical  point  of 
view,  it  woald  not  be  a  bad  speculation  for 
the  country.  He  was  satisfied  that  such 
a  result  would  be  worth  twenty  times  the 
amount  to  the  country.  It  would  be  idle 
and  absurd  for  any  man  to  say,  that  the 
peace  of  Ireland  was  not  worth  an  infi- 
nitely greater  price.  If  there  was  a 
chance,  by  adopting  this  measure,  to 
secure  that  desirable  result,  surely  20,000/. 
a-year  should  not  stand  in  their  way. 

Mr.  (yConnell  was  satisfied  that  if 
there  was  a  probability  of  producing  peace 
in  Ireland  by  the  sacrifice  of  20,000/., 
no  one  would  object  to  it,  or  to  the  sacri- 
fice of  ten  times  20,000/.,  a  year.  But 
would  this  plan  produce  peace  in  Ireland  ? 
He  denied  that  there  was  the  least  prob- 
ability of  any  such  result.  He  did  not 
object  to  the  Motion  in  the  hands  of  the 
Chairman,  which  in  point  of  fact  was 
merely  the  renewal  of  the  147th  clause, 
and  the  object  of  which  was,  to  put  their 
hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  Church ; 
and  he  thought  the  deeper,  they  were  in 
the  better.  To  produce  the  pacification 
of  Ireland  they  must  altogether  abolish 
ecclesiastical  tithes  in  Ireland,  and  if  they 
did  not,  it  became  a  mere  visionary  dream 
to  expect  any  beneficial  result.  They 
had  formerly  been  told,  that  the  relief 
that  would  be  afforded  to  the  Irish  people 
by  the  removal  of  the  vestry  cess  was  at 
least  70,000/.  a-year.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  stated,  that  it  was 
only  35,000/.  Thus  ten  shillings  in  the 
pound  was  struck  off  at  once.  But  was 
not  the  amount  considerably  more  than 
35,000/.  a-year?  There  were  1,200  be- 
nefices in  Ireland,  and  the  salary  of  the 
parish  clerk  of  each  of  them  was  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  fund  ;  but  the  whole 
amount  of  it  would  only  pay  50/.  a-year 
to  the  clerk  of  any  alternate  parish.  In 
the  parish  of  St.  Peter,  Dublin,  the 
vestry  cess  was  1,500/.  a-year;  and  in  the 

pmsh  of  St,  Tbomasi  it  was  fi00/«  a«year. 


The  statement,  then ,  of  the  right  hon .  Gen- 
tleman as  to  the  amount  of  the  fond  was 
no  more  like  the  truth  than  that  two  and 
two  made  eighteen.  It  would  be  much 
better  if  the  whole  question  were  referred 
to  a  Committee  up-stairs,  where  it  couM 
be  put  into  such  a  form  as  to  be  made 
intelligible  to  the  whole  country.  Was 
it  well  of  the  noble  Lord  to  resort  to  the 
clap-trap  that  this  proposition  woald  pro- 
mote the  peace  of  Ireland?  He  would 
at  once  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  Tithe 
Bill  would  involve  the  country  in  a  war. 
He  would  vote  for  the  proposition,  how- 
ever, as  it  was  renewing  the  147th  clause 
of  the  Bill  of  last  year,  but  it  would  cost 
the  country  at  least  20,000/.  a*year. 

Colonel  Dawes  would  not  hesitate  to 
make  a  sacrifice  calculated  to  promote 
the  peace  of  Ireland ;  but  would  any  man 
who  understood  the  situation  of  that 
country  believe,  that  it  would  not  require 
a  very  different  measure?  They  must 
look  deeper  for  a  remedy ;  for  aa  long  as 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  to  pay  for  a 
Church  opposed  to  the  religion  they  pro- 
fessed they  never  would  have  peace  ia 
Ireland.  The  House  should  be  cautious 
before  it  acceded  to  the  proposition. 
The  noble  Lord  oflTered  a  security  oi 
1,200,000/.,  but  he  (Colonel  Davies) 
wished  to  know  when  this  was  to  be 
realized.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
supposed  that  he  could  ever  get  1 20,000/. 
a-year  he  was  greatly  mistaken.  He  was 
satisfied  that  the  deficit  to  be  made  up 
would  be  at  least  80,000/.  a-year.  He 
thought  they  were  pursuing  a  most  ob- 
jectionable course. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  did  not  wish  to  debate 
the  question  at  present,  but  he  was 
anxious,  before  the  Committee  did  so,  that 
they  should  have  an  explicit 'statement 
of  what  was  intended.  If  he  understood 
his  right  hon.  friend's  statement,  he  esti- 
mated the  maximum  charge  for  commuting 
ecclesiastical  tithes  at  100,000/.  a-year, 
and  the  maximum  charge  for  commuting 
lay  tithes  at  20,000/.  a-year ;  that  was,  a 
charge  of  120,000/.  a-year  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  for  ecclesiastical  and  lay 
tithes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cal' 
culated  that  the  amount  of  the  Perpetuity 
Purchase  Fund  would  be  1,200,000/.;  that 
91,000/.  a-year  would  arise  from  various 
sources  of  revenue  under  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Act ;  that  there  was  an  annual 
charge  on  this  of  66,000/.,  thus  leaving 

to  him  a  surplus  of  26,000/,    The  internt 
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OD  the  1,200,000/*  at  3|  percent  would 
be  44,000/.  a-year.  This  sum  added  to 
25,000/.  would  make  up  67,000/.  a-year, 
which  was  to  make  up  for  the  money 
taken  from  the  Consolidated  Fund.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  calculated  the 
maximum  charge  at  120,000/.  a-year ; 
and  if  he  were  not  mistaken,  the  bonus  on 
some  lands  was  to  be  40  per  cent.  [Mr. 
Litihton  said,  the  bonus  could  not  exceed 
.  forty  per  cent.,  nor  be  less  than  twenty 
per  cent.]  There.was,  however,  no  security 
whatever  with  respect  to  lay  tithes ;  that, 
in  point  of  fact,  as  had  been  stated  by  an 
bon.  Member,  although  he  could  not  say 
that  he  exactly  understood  the  image,  the 
security  was  chargeable  on  a  vortex.  The 
total  loss  that  might  be  sustained,  sup* 
posing,  as  had  been  anticipated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  deficit 
would  be  equivalent  to  the  difference  be- 
tween 120,000/.  and  67,000/,,  would  be 
53,000/.  This,  then,  was  the  probable 
charge  that  the  Consolidated  Fund  would 
have  to  bear.  He  would  not  then  go  into 
the  argument,  but  he  wished  to  have  the 
case  ctearly  put  before  he  proceeded.  In 
his  opinion,  however,  something  more 
than  this  measure  was  necessary  if  it  was 
to  be  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
described  it,  namely,  a  permanent  settle- 
ment of  the  tithe  question.  The  noble 
Lord,  however,  had  stated,  that  hereafter 
they  were  to  consider  some  better  arrange- 
ment, so  as  to  relieve  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  this  charge.  Was  it  not  absurd 
then  to  talk  of  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question  when  they  were  talking  of  future 
arrangements  ? 

Mr.  Dcmid  Roche  said,  that  for  five 
years,  at  least,  whatever  it  might  do  after- 
wards, the  Bill  could  not  possibly  put  an 
end  to  the  tithe  disturbances  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  0*ReUly  did  not  intend  to  oppose 
the  proposition,  but  he  was  satisfied  that 
no  such  scheme  as  that  before  the  House 
would  produce  peace  in  Ireland.  When 
the  Titne  Bill  came  under  discussion  he 
should  propose  a  Resolution  to  the  effect 
that  peace*  could  not  be  obtained  in  Ire- 
land until  they  abolished  the  payment  of 
tithes  altogether.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  admit,  that  until  the  land- 
lord took  the  rent-charge  upon  him,  there 
could  not  be  tranquillity,  and  yet  this  was 
not  to  take  place  till  1839.  The  whole 
scheme  appeared  to  him  to  be  absurd. 
He  had  no  objection  to  this  country 
paying  th^  tithes  of  Ireland  if  it  pleased. 


If  the  Protestant  Government  and  a  Pro- 
testant  Legislature  chose  to  pay  the  amount 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  God  forbid  that  he  should  interfere 
to  prevent  them ;  but  they  ought  not  to  throw 
the  burthen  on  his  countrymen.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  situation  in  which  he 
stood  in  that  House,  he  never  could  in- 
vade this  species  of  property ;  but  he 
felt  bound  to  declare,  that  until  tithes 
were  totally  abolished,  there  would  be  no 
peace  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  he  hardly  knew  whe- 
ther that  was  the  proper  opportunity  to 
enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  principle 
of  this  measure.  But  the  Resolution  in 
the  hands  of  the  Chairman  appeared  to 
him  to  involve  a  question  so  important, 
that  he  thought  it  his  duty,  even  in  that 
preliminary  stage  of  the  proceeding,  to 
state  the  objections  which  he  had  to  it. 
If,  however,  the  House  signified  to  him, 
that  that  was  not  the  fitting  opportunity 
for  the  course  which  he  meant  to  take,  he 
would  reserve  his  observations  for  another 
occasion;  but  otherwise  he  would  take 
the  liberty  of  stating  the  grounds  on  which 
he  felt  himself  called  upon  to  oppose  these 
Resolutions,  and  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House,  which  he  could  assure  the  Com- 
mittee he  should  do,  from  a  sense  of  duty. 
He  objected  to  the  Resolutions  in  the 
Chairman's  hands;  but  in  stating  the 
grounds  on  which  his  objections  were 
founded,  he  gave  his  right  hon.  friend 
considerable  advantage;  for  he  did  not 
object  merely  to  the  charge  proposed  to 
be  made  on  the  Consolidatea  Fund,  but 
to  the  whole  plan;  and  his  objections 
embraced  not  only  the  two  Resolutions 
before  the  House,  but  the  whole  plan,  ac- 
cording to  which  the  money  was  to  be 
applied.  He  objected  to  these  Resolu- 
tions, because  they  would  not  permit-— 
because  they  were  not  only  inconsistent, 
but  at  variance  with — and  because,  in 
short,  they  would  altogether  prevent,  at 
any  future  time,  the  accomplishment  of 
that  great  principle  which  it  had  been  the 
anxious  desire  of  the  Government,  during 
the  last  three  years,  to  establish— a  prin- 
ciple which  was  the  foundation  of  his  right 
hon.  friend's  Bill,  when  it  was  first  intro- 
duced,—namely,  the  extinction  of  tithes 
through  the  medium  of  redemption.  It 
was  this  grand  principle  which  should 
form  the  leading  feature  of  any  measure 
brought  forward  on  this  subject ;  and  he 
objected  to  these  Resolutions,  conceiving 
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llieiD,  M  he  did,  to  be  noching  mora  nor 
leM  Umui  the  conmeocement  of  a  tyttem 
of  plander.  He  thooght  ihen,  in  the  first 
place,  highly  impolitio ;  end  in  the  next, 
flagraotiy  dishoneit.  He  alto  objected  to 
them,  because  the  system  of  plunder  which 
they  contemplated  was  not  palliated  by 
any  thing,  either  manly  or  straightforward, 
exhibiting  all  the  timidity  with  not  as 
much  dexterity  as  a  most  unpractised 
slioplifter.  His  right  hon.  friend,  he 
hoped,  would  excuse  his  using  such  a 
comparison ;  and,  if  the  House  did  not 
think  he  was  descending  too  low,  he  would 
say,  that  he  had  never  witnessed  anything 
like  the  principle  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  proceeding  in  this  instance, 
except  among  a  class  of  persons  who  were 
not  generally  received  into  society,  but 
who  were  commonly  to  be  met  with  on 
race-<:ourses  and  at  country  fairs,  the  in- 
struments of  whose  calling  were  a  small 
deal  table  and  four  or  five  thimbles.  The 
skill  of  these  persons  was  shewn,  by  a 
dexterous  shifting  of  a  pea,  placing  it  first 
under  one  thimble,  then  under  another, 
and  calling  on  the  by-standers  to  bet  which 
thimble  it  was  under.  The  deluded  indi- 
viduals who  speculated  on  the  manoeuvres 
of  the  juggler  being  sure  in  the  end  to  have 
their  property  taken  from  them,  by  means 
which  they  could  not  comprehend.  So 
would  it  be  in  the  present  instance.  The 
illustration  was  a  low  one;  but  he  thought 
the  House  would  agree  with  hira  in  say- 
ing, that  the  self-same  principle  was  ob- 
servable in  the  tricks  of  the  juggler,  and 
in  the  plan  which  his  right  hon.  friend 
and  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  now  fol- 
lowing. His  right  hon.  friend  had  got 
the  pocket  of  the  Church,  the  pocket  of 
the  State,  the  pocket  of  the  Landlord, 
the  pocket  of  the  Tenant,  the  Perpetuity 
Fund,  and  the  Consolidated  Fund,  under 
his  various  thimbles,  and  these  he  shifted 
about  from  one  thimble  to  another  as  he 
thought  fit;  at  the  same  time  tliat  he 
called  upon  them  to  say,  under  which  of 
the  thimbles  they  were  to  be  found,  and 
kept  exclaiming,  **  We  have  them  under 
this  thimble ;  oh,  no !  but  they  must  be 
under  that ;"  and  as  all  the  thimbles  were 
taken  up,  it  would  be  found,  that  the  pro- 
perty had  altogether  disappeared,  and  the 
dupes  would  be  laughed  at.  But  the 
serious  reason  why  he  objected  to  the  pro- 
position which  his  right  hon.  friend  had 
brought  before  the  House,  was,  that  it  in- 
volve the  total  defeat  of  a  principle  which 


it  had  been  the  objact  of  the  GoTcmnieBt 
for  the  last  three  or  four  yean  to  cairy 
into  effect,  and  which  everytmdy  SMlnitled 
to  be  of  the  utmost  importance*  minely, 
the  gradual  extinction  of  tithes  by  means 
of  composition    and   redemptioa.      The 
Committee  would  excuse  him,  if  he  re- 
curred to  transactions  in  which  he  had 
taken  an  active  part,  and  spoke  of  him- 
self and  the  views  which  he  had  always 
entertained  on  the  subject,  more  perhaps, 
than  in  other  circumstances  would  be- 
seem him.    He  had  the  honour  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  the  office  of  Chief  Secretary  of 
State  for  Ireland,  in  the  winter  of  1830, 
and  to  hold  that  oflioe  down  to  the  year 
1833.    At  the  period  when  he  entered 
office,  the  opposition  to  the  payment  of 
tithes  had  commenced,  and  waa  subse- 
quently carried  to  a  eonsiderable  extent. 
The  House  must  recollect  the  proceedings 
that  took  place  in  1831,  and  that  tt  was 
then  impossible  to  direct  the  public  atten- 
tion to  anything  but  that  all-engfoesing 
topic,  the  subject  of  Reform,  which  led  to 
the  dissolution  of  Parliament  in  the  month 
of  May.    A  few  days  ago  he  foand  the 
oopy  of  a  letter  which  he  had  addressed 
to  his  noble  friend  at  the  head  of  hit 
Majesty's  Government,  in  June   1831; 
and  in  that  letter  he  had  stated,  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  interpose  the 
authority  of  the  State  to  preserve  from 
destruction  a  species  of  property  which 
had  been  assailed  not  only  by  violence, 
but  fraud.    He  further  stated  to  his  noble 
friend,  in  this  commuoication,  the  diffi- 
culties which  would  arise  from  imposing 
on   the  police  new  dutieS|— duties  that 
were  not  only  invidious,  but,  generally 
speaking,  unsuccessful,  and  calling  oat 
the  military  to  meet  the  legal  ingenuity  ef 
the  opposite  party.    The  certain  resuh  of 
such  a  system,  he  told  his  noble  friend, 
would  be  an  increased  hatred  to  the  Pro- 
testant Church,    an  increased  irritatkm 
throughout  the  country,  and  a  positive 
encouragement  to  those  who  objected  to 
the  payment  of  tithes  to  resist  the  law. 
He  even  ventured  to  recommend  to  his 
noble  friend,  that  it  would  be  expedient 
to  effect  an  extinction  of  tithes  by  means 
of  composition  and  redemption.    He  sog- 
gested  that  that  might  be  accomplished 
by  throwing  the  burthen  prospectively— 
he  said  prospectively — upon  the  landlord, 
and  bringing  in  a  measure  allowing  the 
landlord  to  relieve  himself  from  the  bur- 
then, by  making  a  payment  equivalent  to 
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a  given  number  of  years'  purchase.  He 
stated  these  facts  to  the  Committee,  in 
order  to  show,  that  at.  an  early  period  of 
his  official  career,  he  had  directed  the 
attention  of  the  GoTemment  not  only  to 
the  evils  that  existed,  but  to  the  means  by 
which  he  believed  these  evils  might  be  re- 
medied. Conformably  to  the  recommend- 
ation which  he  had  given  to  his  noble 
friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
what  had  been  done?  Why,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  Session,  his  Ma- 
jesty, in  a  Speech  from  the  Throne,  re- 
commended that  Parliament  should  effect 
some  improvement  in  the  laws  relating  to 
tithes,  and  by  that  means  afford  the  pro- 
tection that  was  necessary  for  preserving 
the  property  of  the  Established  Church, 
in  order  to  remove  the  causes  of  com- 
plaint which  then  existed.  His  noble 
friend,  the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  moved  for  a  Com- 
mittee in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
conformable  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
Crown ;  and  he  would  beg  the  attention  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  the  words  which  his 
noble  friend  used  upon  that  occasion. 
His  noble  friend  said, — *'  The  Committee 
would  have  to  consider,  whether  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  contemplate  some  more 
comprehensive  measure,  the  object  of 
which  should  be  to  place  the  property  of 
the  Church  upon  a  firmer  basis,  more  ad- 
vantageous to  the  Clergy,  and  less  grievous 
to  the  people,  by  facilitating  the  redemp- 
tion of  tithes,  and  applying  the  produce, 
under  whatever  regulations  might  be 
deemed  proper,  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
ministers  of  religion.''  Such  were  then 
the  views  of  his  Majesty's  Government  on 
going  into  that  Committee ;  and  at  that 
period,  whatever  other  measures  were  con- 
templated, they  looked  to  the  total  extinc- 
tion of  tithes  by  the  means  he  had  men- 
tioned, as  the  only  way  in  which  the  ques- 
tion could  be  satisfactorily  and  finally  set- 
tled— as  the  only  means  by  which  the 
heartburnings  and  jealousy  that  existed 
could  be  effectually  removed,  and  the 
Protestant  religion  independently  and  se- 
curely maintained,  without  shocking  the 
feelings  of  the  Catholic  population  of  Ire- 
land. These,  he  repeated,  were  the  views 
with  which  the  Government  went  into  that 
Committee;  and  their  object  was  not  only 
to  extend  the  principle  of  composition,  but 
to  lead,  by  reduction,  to  the  final  extinc- 
tion of  tithes.  That  Committee  proposed 
(be  referred  to  the  second  Report  of  the 


Committee  on  Tithes),  that  in  all  future 
leases  the  landlord  should  be  made  re- 
sponsible for  the  payment  of  the  tithe 
composition.  They  also  thought  it  desir- 
able, that  while  an  additional  obligation, 
if  not  a  pecuniary  burthen,  was  imposed 
on  the  landed  proprietor,  that  Parliament 
should  place  an  easy  mode  within  his 
reach,  by  which  he  could  facilitate  his 
own  relief.  The  Committee  added,  that, 
in  their  belief,  the  landlords  generally, 
if  favourable  terms  were  offered  to  them, 
would  gladly  consent;  and,  indeed,  if 
properly  encouraged,  would  be  anxious  to 
render  the  annual  charge  on  their  estates 
a  fixed  money  payment.  The  Committee 
went  on  to  snow  the  means  by  which 
tithes  should  in  future  be  raised,  and  con- 
cluded by  recommending  that  a  Bill 
should  be  brought  in  for  amending  the 
provisions  of  the  Tithe  Composition  Act, 
and  to  render  the  payment  permanent  and 
compulsory.  The  Committee  also  recom- 
mended the  establishment  of  an  ecclesias- 
tical corporation,  for  the  collection  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church ;  and  that  recom- 
mendation, he  admitted,  was  carried  into 
effect  by  the  present  measure,  according 
to  which  those  revenues  were  to  be  col- 
lected by  the  State.  And,  thirdly  and 
lastly,  they  advised  the  conversion  of  tithe 
into  land.  These  were  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  of  1832;  and 
what  was  the  course  pursued  by  the  Go- 
yernment  in  1 833,  when  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  it?  Why,  they  endeavoured  to  re- 
move the  obstacles  that  were  in  the  way 
of  the  grand  principle  which  they  had 
laid  down  for  their  own  guidance,  one  by 
one,  and  to  approach  it  gradually,  and 
step  by  step.  But  if  the  Resolutions, 
moved  by  nis  right  hon.  friend,  were 
adopted,  what  would  be  the  consequence? 
Would  they  not  defeat  the  whole  course 
of  policy  which  had  been  pursued  by  the 
Government,  and  prove  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  now  shrinking  from  a  pnn- 
ciple  which  they  had  formerly  sanctioned? 
In  1833,  the  Uommittee  must  recollect, 
that  the  difficulty  in  the  collection  of  tithes 
was  so  great,  so  insuperable,  on  the  part 
of  the  unassisted  Clergy,  that,  having  es- 
tablished a  system  of  compulsory  compo- 
sition, he,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
prevailed  upon  Parliament— but  on  the 
faith  that  substantive  measures  for  putting 
an  end  to  the  question,  would  shortly  be 
introduced — to  grant  the  sum  of  one  mil- 
lion for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  arrears 


1151       Church  Temixirdiiin      {COMMONS}    mid  TUha  ClntoiidO      110 


of  tithes  owing  down  to  1 834.  This  sum, 
he  repeated,  was  granted  in  the  confidence 
that  measures  would  be  brought  forward, 
in  1834,  finally  to  settle  the  question; 
but  an  alteration,  not  only  of  circum- 
stances, but  of  principles,  had  since  taken 
place,  which  left  the  question  as  far  from 
being  settled  as  ever.  He  would  next 
shortly  advert  to  the  measures  which  had 
been  brought  forward  for  the  composition 
of  tithes,  commencing  with  the  Bill  intro- 
duced in  1824  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Goulburn)  opposite,  the  mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge.  That 
Bill  provided,  that  in  all  cases  of  future 
leases  the  landlord,  and  not  the  tenant, 
should  be  the  party  liable  to  pay  the  com- 
position ;  and  if  it  were  paid  by  the  tenant, 
he  should  be  entitled  to  deduct  the  amount 
from  his  rent  on  producing  the  clergy  man's 
receipt.  This,  however,  had  not  the  effect 
that  was  anticipated  from  it.  Where  the 
rent  was  24i.  the  landlord  covenanted  with 
the  tenant  for  the  payment  of  27s.,  but  he 
never  applied  for  more  than  24f .,  leaving 
the  3$,  which  belonged  to  the  clergyman  in 
the  hands  of  the  tenant,  as  the  production 
of  the  receipt  was  a  matter  of  perfect  in- 
difference to  him.  The  Legislature  evi- 
dently intended  to  throw  the  whole  burthen 
of  the  responsibility  and  pressure  of  the 
tithes  on  the  landlord,  and  to  leave  him  to 
make  his  own  bargain  with  the  tenant ; 
but  this,  as  he  had  stated,  failed.  In  the 
Bill  which  he  (Mr.  Stanley)  introduced  two 
years  ago,  this  same  principle  was  carried 
still  further.  It  was  in  that  measure  pro- 
vided, that  the  composition  should  be  re- 
coverable, not  from  the  tenant,  but  from 
the  landlord,  and  from  him  alone.  Now, 
a  gieat  portion  of  the  land  of  Ireland  was 
held  by  tenants-at-will,  or  from  year  to 
year ;  and  it  was  further  provided,  that  in 
all  these  cases  the  liability  should  attach 
to  the  landlord  alone,  and  the  effect  of  this 
arrangement  had  been  to  reduce  the 
number  of  tithe-payers ;  so  that  in  one 
district  where  it  used  to  be  from  between 
16,000  and  17,000,  it  was  reduced  to 
9,500,  and  thereby,  of  course,  greatly  to 
facilitate  the  means  of  collection.  Such 
was  the  state  of  things  in  November, 
1833 ;  and  it  would  be  recollected,  that  at 
the  opening  of  the  present  Session,  his 
Majesty  in  the  Speech  he  delivered  from 
the  Throne  said,  *  I  recommend  to  you  the 
'  early  consideration  of  such  a  final  adjust- 
'  ment  of  the  tithes  in  that  part  of  the 
^  United  Kingdom  as  may  extinguish  all 


*  just  causes  of  complaint,  withoot  iiijvy 
'  to  the  rights  and  property  of  any  class 

*  of  my  subjects ;  or  'to  any  iostitotioD  in 
'  Church  or  State.'  These  were  the  words 
put  by  the  Government  into  his  Majesty's 
mouth  at  the  commencement  of  the  present 
Session.    And  here  was  the  principle  on 
which  the  Government  were  bound  to  act. 
Here  was  the  principle  of  the   Bill  which 
his  right  hon.  friend  had  introduced,  the 
Bill  which  he  (Mr.  Stanley)  thea  held  io 
his  hand,  but  not  the  Bill  which  his  right 
hon.   friend   now  called   upon    them  to 
sanction.     Here  was  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  brought  forward  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session ;  but  not  only  had  his  right 
hon.  friend  thrown  overboard  the  essential 
parts  of  that  Bill,  but  introduced  into  it 
principles     that    were    diametrically    at 
variance  with  those  with  which  he  had  set 
out.     When  his  right  hon.  friend  brought 
this  subject  forward  in  February  last,  he 
made  a  very  clear  statement  to  the  Hooae, 
much  more  clear  and  satisfactory  than 
that  which  he  had  made  on  the  present 
occasion.     His    right  hon.    friend    then 
stated  the  measures  which  the  (jovem- 
ment  intended  to  carry  into  effect,  but  he 
separated  the  question  of  appropriation 
from  the  other  questions  involved  in  the 
case,  although  he  laid  down  the  principle, 
as  to  whether,  hereafter,  the  right  of  ap- 
propriation might  not  rest  with  the  State. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  words 
were : — '  Before  he  proceeded  further,  he 

would  beg  leave  to  caution  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  all  parties  against  admitting  the 
impression  on  their  minds,  that  the  sub- 
ject involved  in  any  respect  the  questioa 
of  the  appropriation  of  Church  property. 
That  was  a  question  perfectly  distinct 
from  that  which  it  was  his  duty  to  briog 
before  the  Committee.    The  question  of 
appropriation  of  Church  property  had 
heretofore  been  the  subject  of  parlia- 
mentary discussion,  and  might  hereafter 
constitutionally  become  so  again.    He 
fully  admitted  that  point,  but  he  wished 
the  Committee  to  understand,  that  the 
question  it  would  have  to  consider  was, 
how  the  property  of  the  Church  could 
best  be  realized  unconnected  with  any 
considerations  relative  to  its  appropria- 
tion ;  in  short  the  question  which  the 
Committee  would  have  to  consider  was 
simply  and  entirely  one  of  property, 
as    much  so  as    if   it    referred  solely 
to  the  payment  of  rent.    That  this  was 
the  fipict  was    abundantly  proved  by 
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*  the  fact,  that  the  opposition  to  the  pay- 
'  ment  of  tithes  the  property  of  lay  impro- 

*  priators  was  as  violent,  if  not  more  so, 

*  as  that  offered  to  the  payment  of  those 
'  which  belonged  to  the  Church.'  His 
right  hon.  friend  went  on  to  state  the 
means  by  which  this  property  was  intended 
to  be  rescued.  'The  great  end  and  object/ 
he  said, '  of  the  measure  would  be,  to  find 

*  out  the  means  of  eifecting  a  practical 

*  commutation  of  tithes  in  the  quickest 

*  possible  manner  into  land,  and  the  best 
'  way,  in  bisiopinion,  to  accomplish  this 

*  would  be  to  confer  on  that  description 

*  of  property  now  threatened  with  annihi- 

*  lation  all  the  security  which  it  was  in  the 

*  power  of  Parliament  to  confer  upon  it.' 
Such  was  the  character  of  the  measure 
which  his  right  hon.  friend  said  on  the 
20th  of  February  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  introduce;  but  he 
should  like  to  know  how  the  present  mea- 
sure could  eive  to  tithe  property  "  all  the 
security  which  it  was  in  the  power  of  Par- 
liament to  confer  upon  it.  ?*'  This  was  a 
statement  which  his  right  hon.  friend  had 
made  over  and  over  again,  but  he  (Mr. 
Stanley)  had  said,  that  the  conduct  of  the 
landlords  as  to  whether  they  would  or 
not  redeem  their  tithes  would  mainly 
depend  on  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment pursued.  If  they  found  the  Govern- 
ment offered  them  favourable  terms — if 
they  found  that  it  was  the  determination 
of  the  Government  to  vindicate  the  law  in 
asserting  their  rights,  as  they  were  bound 
and  ought  to  do,  he  had  no  doubt  the 
landlords  would  co-operate  with  them; 
but  if,  on  the  contrary,  they  found  the 
Government  faltering  in  their  purpose— if 
they  found  the  Government  shrinking 
from  one  measure,  and  taking  up  another, 
abandoning  this  principle  and  adopting 
that,  not  only  would  the  landlords  refuse 
to  co-operate  with  the  Government,  but 
the  Government  must  expect  that  their 
proceedings  would  not  be  sanctioned  by 
the  Members  of  that  House.  Those  Mem  - 
bers  who  had  supported  the  Bill  as  it  origin- 
ally stood  would  not  submit  to  the  adoption 
of  the  present  measure  with  the  same  sort 
of  obedience  ;  and  therefore  he  asserted, 
that  not  only  the  landlords  but  the  tenants, 
and  indeed  every  man  in  the  country, 
would  despise  a  Government  which  ex- 
hibited such  imbecility,  and  want  of  firm- 
ness of  purpose.  The  main  object  of  the 
Bill  as  it  originally  t^tood  was  composition 
and  redemption  with  a  view  to  the  final 
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extinction  of  tithes,  and  that,  he  contended, 
was  the  only  honest  mode  of  treating  the 
question.  Redemption  with  a  view  to  that 
end  was  the  principle  on  which  the  Bill 
was  in  the  first  instance  framed,  and  it  was 
that  principle,  and  that  principle  alone, 
which  palliated  such  an  interference  with 
the  rights  of  property.  But  what  became 
of  that  which  was  the  main  object  of  the 
Bill  when  the  redemption  clauses  were 
struck  out  ?  They  preserved  all  its  unjust 
machinery,  while  they  deprived  it  of^  its 
just  object.  But  so  recently  as  the  20lh 
of  February,  his  right  hon.  friend  himself 
justified  the  principle  of  redemption  which 
had  been  laid  down,  on  the  ground,  that  it 
was  necessary  for  the  State  to  take  into 
its  own  hands  the  collection  of  this  pro- 
perty, and  that  it  ought,  therefore,  to  be 
fairiy  compensated  for  the  risk  and  ex« 
penses  it  might  be  put  to  on  that  account, 
provided  no  additional  charge  was  to  be 
thrown  on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  But 
what  was  his  right  hon.  friend's  new 
scheme?  Why,  that  the  State  should 
pay  120,000/.  a-year  to  carry  this  measure 
into  effect.  His  right  hon.  friend  had, 
however,  omitted  to  state  how  it  was,  that 
he  expected  to  get  back  this  money.  Now, 
his  right  hon.  friend  told  them,  that  if  this 
sum  were  paid,  the  landlords  would  here- 
afler  be  induced  to  redeem  their  tithe. 
Would  they?  Let  the  House  see  how 
that  matter  stood.  A  deduction  of  twenty 
per  cent  was  to  be  made  from  the  tithe- 
owner  to  defray  the  expenses  of  collection, 
while  the  tithe-payer  was  to  have  a  reduc- 
tion of  as  much  as  forty  per  cent.  Over 
and  above  the  expenses  of  collection,  there 
would  be  a  difference  of  twenty  per  cent 
to  come  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  so 
as  to  make  up  the  forty  per  cent  to  the 
landlord  ;  but  how  was  this  deficiency  to 
be  made  good  to  the  State  ?  Here,  then, 
was  one  instance  of  his  right  hon.  friend's 
thimble-shifting.  [Mr.  Littleton :  Forty 
per  cent  will  not  have  to  be  paid  in  all 
cases.]  In  all  cases  where  they  did  not 
charge  the  landlord  at  the  rate  of  seven- 
teen years*  purchase  for  his  tithes,  forty 
per  cent  would  have  to  be  paid.  He  would 
not  say,  that  four- fifths  might  not  be  a 
fair  proportion,  or  that  where  land  sold  at 
twenty  years'  purchase  tithes  should  not 
sell  at  sixteen.  His  right  hon.  friend  had 
said,  that  the  average  price  of  land  in 
nineteen  counties  was  twenty  years'  pur- 
rliase,  and  the  averaije  price  of  tithes 
sixtf'en.  But  then  it  should  be  recollected^ 
2P 
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that  ID  all  these  eases  when  the  lasdlord 
failed,  or  did  not  choose  to  redeem  his 
tithes  within  three  years,  he  would  have 
a  permanent  charge  of  three  and  a-half 
per  cent  upon  the  amount  of  the  purchase 
money  fixed  upon  his  property.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted,  that  the 
tithe- owner  would  get  no  more  than  59/. 
10s.  for  every  100/.,  while  the  landowner 
was  benefitted  to  the  extent  of  forty  per 
cent.  [Mr.  Littleton  :  Forty  per  cent  was 
the  utmost  that  would  be  allowed  in  any 
case.]  Whenever  the  tithes  sold  for  less 
than  seventeen  years'  purchase,  the  tithe- 
owner,  he  repeated,  would  get  only  69/. 
10s.  for  each  100/.,  although  the  benefit 
to  the  tithe-payer  would  exend  to  forty 
per  cent,  and  therefore  his  right  hon. 
friend  need  not  tell  him,  that  it  was 
not  intended  to  go  beyond  that  point.  In 
all  cases  where  the  tithes  happened  not  to 
l>e  worth  seventeen  years*  purchase,  he  be- 
lieved the  advantage  to  the  landlord 
would  be  full  forty  per  cent.  But  he 
thous:ht  the  Government  would  have  done 
much  better  if  they  had  gone  straight- 
forward, instead  of  adopting  so  circuitous 
a  course — if  they  had  at  once  declared, 
that  they  intended  to  give  a  bonus  of  one- 
fifth  out  of  the  property  of  the  Church, 
ond  a  second  bonus  of  one-fifth  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Now  if  this 
was  really  what  they  meant,  why  did 
they  not  manfully  say  so  ?  Why  did 
they  not  at  once  go  in  a  straightforward 
and  candid  manner  to  that  which  was 
their  real  purpose  ?  In  February  last,  his 
right  hon.  friend  proposed  to  throw  the 
whole  burthen  of  tithes  and  their  collec- 
tion upon  the  landlord,  and  to  give  him 
the  power  of  recovering  the  arrears  ;  and 
to  that  he  did  not  object,  because  the 
arrears  being  the  property  of  the  tithe- 
owner,  if  the  landlord  purchased  the  tithes, 
he  would  have  a  right  to  look  to  the  tithe- 
payer.  He  fully  agreed  to  all  which  his 
right  hon.  friend  had  stated  in  February. 
But  surely  he  had  a  right  to  ask  his 
right  hon.  friend,  why  that  which  was  ex- 
pedient on  the  20th  of  February,  should 
be  inexpedient  on  the  4lh  of  July.  Why, 
when  they  charged  the  landlord  with  all  the 
difficulties  of  collecting  the  tithes,  did  his 
right  hon.  friend  not  also  give  him  the 
right  of  recovering  the  expenses  to  which 
he  might  be  put  in  their  collection  fi*om 
his  tenants?  The  very  least  that  could 
be  done  for  the  landlord,  if  the  burthen 
niust  be  thrown  upon  him,  was  to  give  him 


the  power  of  conferring  an  act  ^  grace 
on  his  tenants,  by  foregoing  what  were  his 
undoubted  legal  rights,  instead  of  wresting 
them  from  him  by  the  force  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament.     But,  said    his    right  hon< 
friend,  in  another  part  of  his  speech,  re- 
demption of  the  rent-charge   may  take 
place  hereafter.     Now,  what  was  meant  by 
that?     If  he  were  to  be  guided  by  the 
language  of  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stood,  he 
should  say,  that  it  was  definite  and  posi- 
tive— its  terms  precluded  the  possibility 
of  any  redemption  taking  place  after  the 
expiration  of  the  five  years.      But  if  it 
were  intended  to  make  this  question  of 
redemption  the  burthen  of  sooie  future 
Bill,  why  had  his  right  hon.  friend  shrunlc 
from  openly  declaring  as  much  ?     Why 
did  the  Government,  too,  instead  of  pre- 
tending to  have  finally  settled  the  qaestion 
of  redemption,   say  fairly  and  outright: 
**  We   have  not  abandoned  it ;  we  have 
merely    postponed    it    for    some    future 
period  V    And  if  they  had  not  abandoned 
it,  why  not  in  the  mean  time  give  the 
landlord  the  power  of  recovering  the  whole 
of   his    legal     tithes,    arrears,    expenses 
and  all  ?    Look  at  the  position  in  which 
the  landlord  in    many  instances    would 
be    placed.     His  tithes  were   calculated 
at  three  and  a-half  per  cent  interest  on 
the  capital  necessary  for  their  redemptioo, 
and  in  many  instances  the  landholder, 
having  mortgaged  his  estateSi  would  have 
I  to  borrow  more  money  at  five  per  cent,  in 
order  to  pay  it  again  at  three  and  a-half* 
Now,  this  would  be  found  a   matter  not 
of  impracticability,  but  of  impossibility. 
Then,  again,  as  to  the  lay  impropriators. 
Suppose,  what  was  a  very  possible  case, 
that  the  estate  of  one  of  these  were  mort- 
gaged up  to  its  whole  value  to  some  Jc^i 
and  that  the  owner  was  unable  to  make 
any  further  efibrt  to  redeem  his  land  from  the 
tithe-rent  charge,  would  not  the  Catholic 
tenant  have  the  same  right  to  assert  the 
scruples  of  conscience  towards  his  mort- 
gagee that  he  does  now  towards  the  Pro- 
testant clergy,  and  to  say,  I  cannot  pay 
you  the  amount  of  your  tithes,  because  I 
do  not  know  but  that  you  may  apply  them 
to  the  building  of  a  synagogue  ?     Wonld 
this  be  deemed  a  sufficient  excuse  for  him 
to  go  to  the  Government,  and  to  demand 
of  them  the  amount?  Besides,  what  ri^ht 
had  the  Government  to  charge  the  amount 
of  the  diflference  between  the  sum  received 
by  the  landholder,  and  that  fairly  due  to 
the  Church,  on  the  Consolidated  Fund? 
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This  chaiige»  be  it  borne  in  mind,  was  ta 
be,  not  a  temporary,  but  a  lasting^  burthen 
on  the  country.  But  what  he  most  de- 
aired  was,  to  bear  the  Government  speak 
out  as  to  their  intentions.  The  Perpetuity 
Fund  bad,  by  the  Bill  of  last  year,  been' 
permanently  awarded  as  property  available 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Church  only ;  and 
he  did  not  think  it  possible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  act  otherwise  with  the 
surplus,  if  any  should  be  found  to  exist. 
His  noble  friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  had  in  relation  to  this  question, 
dropped  some  ominous  and  significant 
words,  implying,  that  if  the  Perpetuity 
Fund  should  not  be  found  sufficient  for 
the  purposes  to  which  it  was  to  be  applied 
they  must  have  recourse  to  some  other 
funds.  It  appeared  to  him,  then,  that  the 
Church  property  was  to  be  applied,  not 
for  the  spiritual  edification  of  the  people, 
as  his  noble  friend  the  member  for  York- 
shire had  expressed  it — but  to  be  given  as 
a  boon  in  the  shape  of  twenty  per  cent  to 
induce  landlords  to  take  upon  themselves 
the  payment  of  tithe.  What  was  the 
amount  of  the  fund  at  present  ?  At  the 
most  it  was  60,000/.,  and  for  that  paltry 
sum,  they  were  about  to  commit  this  petty 
larceny*-which  had  not  the  boldness  or 
the  openness  of  a  robbery,  though  the 
amount  was  so  insigniBcant.  As  to  the 
pretence,  that  the  object  altered  the  cha« 
racter  of  the  act,  it  was  just  as  if  a  high" 
wayman  stopped  him  upon  the  road,  and, 
putting  a  pistol  to  his  breast,  said,  *'  Give 
me  your  money ;  you  have  too  much,  and 
it  is  tempting,  and  to  give  it  up  will 
greatly  increase  the  security  of  your  life." 
Just  so  his  right  hon.  friend  had  told 
them,  and  he  had  given  them  no  other  rea- 
son, that  the  property  of  the  Church  was 
to  be  taken  from  it  to  make  it  more  secure, 
and  he  would  just  as  soon  trust  the  one 
party  as  the  other.  Nay,  he  would  go 
further — he  would  trust  the  highwayman 
with  his  life;  but,  after  the  Government 
had  once  laid  their  hands  upon  this  fund 
he  would  not  trust  them  to  protect  the 
remaining  property  of  the  Church.  His 
light  hon.  friend  would  gain  from  this 
60,000/.  a  revenue  of  some  3,000/.  a  year, 
and  upon  this  security  he  called  upon  the 
House  to  advance  100,000/.  Let  him, 
therefore^  again  ask  whether  it  was  his 
right  hon.  friend's  intention  to  apply  the 
whole  surplus  to  the  purpose  of  supplying 
the  deficiency  in  the  perpetuity  fund ;  and 
if  the  Government  had  made  up  their 


mind  on  this  point,  as  it  was  most  essen- 
tial they  should  do,  and  indeed  most 
probably  had  done,  let  them  tell  the  Par« 
liament  and  the  country  so,  and  let  them 
boldly  avow  the  grounds  upon  which  they 
stood.  If  they  bad  made  up  their  minds 
— if  they  were  determined  to  act  as  he 
had  here  supposed  it  probable  thav  would, 
let  him  implore  them  as  they  valued  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  Ireland — as  they 
would  avoid  the  further  scenes  of  violence, 
perhaps,  indeed,  but  too  likely  of  blood- 
shed, in  that  country,  to  revoke  the 
miserable  abortion  of  a  Commission  which 
they  had  issued.  He  called  it  a  miserable 
abortion,  because  it  was  begotten,  con« 
ceived,  and  brought  to  light  within  one 
short  week.  Not  that  he  meant  to  deny 
that  such  an  idea  was  started  some  four 
or  five  months  ago  [loud  ch€eT&\ ;  but  this 
he  meant  to  say,  and  he  called  upon 
those  who  cheered  so  loudly  to  deny  it  if 
they  could,  that  from  the  moment  the 
idea  of  a  Commission  was  started,  up  to 
the  very  hour  of  his  secession  from  the 
Ministry,  it  had  never  been  made  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion  in  the  Cabinet,  On  the 
contrary,  the  Cabinet  repudiated  the  idea 
as  vicious  in  principle,  and  because  also  it 
was  there  thought  that  the  country  would 
not  be  satisfied  with  such  a  Commission 
and  would  not  accept  of  it.  He,  there- 
fore, would  repeat  his  assertion,  that  the 
Commission  was  an  abortion— 

"  Deformed,  unfinished,  sent  before  its  time 
Into  this  breathing  world,  scarce  half  made  up, 
'  And  that  so  lamely  and  unfiMhtonable, 
That  dogs  berk  at  it  as  it  halts  them  by." 

And  he  firmly  believed  that  it  was  a  mere 
miserable  expedient  resorted  to  by  the 
Government,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  avoid- 
ing to  assert  the  principle  of  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  Alban's  Motion.  He  said 
this  from  no  motives  of  hostility  towards 
his  right  hon.  and  noble  friends  (his  late 
colleagues),  but  he  felt  bound  to  declare 
on  the  part  of  his  noble  and  right  hon. 
friends  who  had  seceded  with  him  on  thie 
question  from  the  Government,  that  they 
had  never,  in  any  way,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, or  by  implication,  given  their 
slightest  consent  or  approval  to  such  a 
Commission.  He  now  called  upon  the 
Government  to  say  whether  this  Perpetuity 
Fund  was  to  be  viewed  in  a  different  light 
from  the  rest  of  the  Church  property,  or 
whether  it  was  to  be  understood  that  the 
mode  of  dealing  with  it  was  to  be  applied 
2P2 
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to  the  rest  ?  He  aftked  of  them  from  what  ; 
fourcen  they  meant  to  make  good  the  , 
deficiencies  in  the  payments,  if  the  Per- 
petuity Fund  should  be  insufficient  to 
cover  them  ?  He  asked  them  whether,  if  . 
without  sending  out  their  Commi<>sioner8, 
they  had  determined  upon  giving  a  reduc-  • 
lion  of  forty  per  cent  to  the  landlord,  it 
was  necessary  for  them  afterwards  to  insti- 
tute the  inquiry  whether  they  had  any 
surplus  or  not?  Had  they  not  evidently 
made  up  their  minds  upon  what  they 
meant  to  do?  And  if  they  had— and  he  i 
would  rather  hear  them  avow  it  if  it  were 
so,  than  have  the  question  left  in  its  pre-  ' 
sent  doubtful  state  —  let  them  rccal  the 
Commission  and  abandon  at  once  a  mea* 
sure  which,  in  this  country,  was  only  a 
subject  of  ridicule,  and  in  Ireland  he 
feared  would  l>e  looked  upon  with  serious 
feelings  of  abhorrence.  He  made  this  call 
upon  the  Government,  in  a  strong  belief 
of  the  inexpediency  and  injustice  of  this 
robbery,  as  he  couceived  it  to  be,  this 
confiscation  of  property,  without  the  pro- 
spect of  any  one  compensatory  result.  It 
was  impossible  that  the  measure  could 
lead,  as  had  been  stated  by  his  right  hon. 
friend,  to  an  adjustment  of  the  question 
of  tithes ;  it  was  not  a  measure  of  that 
character,  but  merely  one  for  tiding  over 
the  present  Session,  leaving  the  main 
question  just  where  it  was,  with  this  dif- 
ference, indeed,  that  they  would  have 
added  an  act  of  gratuitous  and  useless 
ronfiscation  to  its  other  embarrassments. 
Before  they  did  this,  he  wished  to  call 
their  attention  to  the  solemn  warning 
given  upon  this  subject,  by  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord  in  another  place.  He  did 
not  mean  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  England,  although  he 
had  stated  in  his  place  that  the  clergy 
were  co-partners  with  the  landlord,  and 
had  as  good  a  right  to  their  one- tenth  as 
he  to  the  other  nine.  He  meant  to  refer 
to  the  language  of  another  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  holding  a  high  official 
situation  in  Ireland,  and  who,  by  reason 
of  his  office,  must  be  still  presumed  to  be 
consulted  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers  with 
regard  to  the  measures  affecting  that 
country.  In  1824,  that  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Plunkett)  stated  in  his  place 
in  Parliament — *  That  the  property  of  the 

*  Church  might  not  be  interfered  with,  as 

*  well  as  the  property  of  the  State,  in  a 

*  case  of  public  necessity,  he  would  not 

*  assert;  but  be  it  observed,  that  upon  the 


same  principle,  the  private  propttty  of 
every  man  in  the  kijigdom,  waa  equally 
liable.    He  knew  very  well  that  both  the 
property  of  the  Cborch,  and  the  property 
of  individuals,  must  yield  to  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  Stale ;  to  those  exigencies  the 
property  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
as  well  as  that  of  every  other  Member 
who  heard  him,  must  give  way  ;  but  he 
would  maintain,  that  the  property  of  the 
Church  was  as  sacred  as  any  other ;  and 
he  must  again  repeat,  that  to  take  away 
the  ancient  rights  of  one  class  to  give 
them  to  another,  could  not  be  deemed 
anything  else  but  spoliation.      If  they 
began  wiih  the  Church,  let  the  land- 
owner look  to  himself,  and  let  the  fund* 
holder  also  take  care  of  himself,  as  be 
lay   even   more  conveniently   than    the 
landowner.     With  respect  to   the   Pro- 
testant establishment  of  the  country,  he 
considered  it  necessary  for  the  aecurity 
of  all  property.     He  thought  that  there 
should  not  only  be  an  Established  Church, 
but  that  it  should  be  richly  endowed; 
and  that  its  dignitaries  should  be  enabled 
to  take  their  stations  in  society'  [Hear!] 
He  (Mr.  Stanley)  was  glad  to  hear  that 
cheer,  and  especially  from  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  St.  Alban's,  because  be  hoped  that 
he  concurred  in  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
1 1  eland's  opinion,   *that   its   dignitaries' 
Lord  Plunkett  continued,  '  should  be  en- 
abled to  take  their  stations  in  society 
with    the    nobles    of   the    land.     But, 
speaking  of  it  in  a  political  point  of  view, 
he  had  no  hesitation  to  state,  that  the 
existence  of  the   Protestant   establish- 
ment was  the  great  bond  of  union  l)etween 
the   two   countries;   and    if    ever  that 
unfortunate  moment  should  arrive,  when 
they  should  rashly  lay  their  hands  upon 
the  property  of  the  Church,  to  rob  it  of 
its  rights,  that  moment  would  seal  the 
doom  of,  and  separate  the  connexion, 
between  the  two  countries.'*     He  called 
the  attention  of  Mini^sters  to  that  as  a 
warning.  He  repeated,  too,  in  the  language 
of  Lord  Plunkett,  that  if  ever  the  unfortu- 
nate moment  should  arrive  at  which  the 
Legislature  should  rashly  lay  its   bands 
upon  the  property  of  the  Church,  that 
moment  would  seal  the  doom  of  the  Union, 
and   terminate  for  ever  the  connection 
between  the  two  countries.     That  noble 
and  learned  Lord  the  Government  must 
still  consult  upon  such  measures  as  this. 
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and  he  must  be  placed  by  them  in  an 
embarrassing  position,  particularly  if  he 
should  be  called  upon  to  reconcile  the 
present  principles  of  the  Government 
with  those  which  1ie  advanced  in  1824. 
He  concurred  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  opinions  and  principles  in  1824. 
He  concurred  in  them  still,  and  he  believed 
with  that  noble  Lord,  that  to  apply  to 
Church  property  the  principles  of  the  pre- 
sent measures,  and  so  to  make  distinctions 
between  it  and  all  other  species  of  pro- 
perty, was  confiscation  and  spoliation,  and 
nothing  else.  Believing  this,  and  believ- 
ing the  measure  calculated  to  produce  no 
compensation  for  the  violence  so  done  to 
the  rights  of  property  in  restoring  the 
peace  of  Ireland,  and  feeling  that  it  was  a 
departure  from  the  principles  which  the 
Ministers  had  professed,  and  which  he 
had,  up  to  a  recent  period,  assisted  in 
carrying  into  cflect,  fur  all  these  reasons 
he  should  certainly  feel  it  his  duty  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  Committee  upon  the  re- 
solutions now  moved  by  his  right  lion, 
friend. 

Lord  Althorp  was  not  at  all  surprised 
at  the  cheers  from  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  which  followed  the  sjKiech  of  his 
right  hon.  friend,  as  that  speech  had  veri- 
fied all  the  anticipations  he  ever  had 
formed  of  his  right  hon.  friend,  when 
speaking  from  that  Bench.  He  was  sure 
that  when  he  came  to  speak  on  the  side 
of  the  Opposition  —  when,  indeed,  he 
became  a  leading  Opposition  speaker, 
that  his  right  hon.  friend's  genius  would 
have  fair  play,  and  he  would  not  confine 
himself  to  the  cautions  and  measured  dic- 
tion wjth  which  Ministers  were  compelled 
to  be  familiar.  He  found  very  strong 
terms  at  the  commencement  of  his  right 
hon.  friend's  speech  —  "  imbecility," 
"  timidity,"  "  robbery,"  "  spoliation," 
were  some  of  the  mildest  phrases  that 
were  employed ;  these  were  good  opposi- 
tion expressions,  and  his  right  hon.  friend 
had  made  a  regular  opposition  speech. 
But  he  should  have  to  take  some  notice 
of  his  right  hon.  friend's  argument,  and 
leave  his  declamation.  For  his  own  part, 
he  believed  that  his  right  hon.  friend's 
measures  for  the  pacification  of  Ireland 
while  he  was  in  office,  were  wise,  but, 
unfortunately,  they  were  applied  some 
years  too  late ;  if  they  had  been  tried 
several  years  ago,  he  believed  they  would 
have  been  successful ;  but  while  he  acknow- 
ledged this,  he  could  not  congratulate  his 
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success   with 
which   his  measures  were  attended.      If 
he  found  that,  instead  of  producing  peace, 
which   was  their  object,  those  measures 
had  left  the  country  just  in  the  same  con- 
dition in  which  they  found  it,  he  did  not 
think  the  House  would  feel  itself  justified 
in  considering  it  as  a  fatal  objection  to 
any  other  measures  which  might  be  pro- 
posed, that  they  were  not  consistent  with 
the   principle   on   which    his   right   hon. 
friend's  measures  had  rested.     His  right 
bon.  friend  had  said,  that  the  object  of  all 
the  measures  which  the  Govern ment  had 
hitherto  adopted  in   Ireland,  was  the  ex- 
tinction of  tithes  by  a  comiuutation  of 
tithes   into  land.     Undoubtedly  that  was 
un  object  with  them  ;  but  anotiier  and  a 
more  immediate   object  wilb  them,   was 
always   that  of  relieving   the   occupying 
tenant  from  the  payment  of  tithes,  and  to 
fix  it  upon  the  owner  of  the  land  at  the 
earliest  possible  period.     In  that  respect 
he  contended  that  the  measure  now  before 
the  House,  did  not  diBer  from  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  they  and  his  right  hon. 
friend  had  always  acted.     His  ri.:lit  hon. 
friend  said,  that  they  had  introduced  a 
new    principle   in    substituting   the    rent 
charge,  and  to  a  certain  exteiit   he  ad- 
mitted   that    they    had.      The    question 
which  was  pressed  upon  them,  however, 
was,  whether  so  large  an  amount  of  landed 
properly  as  the  conversion  of  tithes  would 
create,  ought  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  clergy  ?     He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
influence  ihey  would  pos.sess  as  ihc  owners 
of  so  much  land  would  not  be  desirable.  The 
change  now  proposed  would  remove  that 
objection,  and  also  at  the  same  lime  destroy 
the  motive  for  resistance  to  the  payment  of 
the  clergy  on   the  part  ot*  the  occupier. 
The  great  principle  kept  in  view   was,  to 
convert  the  tithe  into  a  rent-charge  upon 
landlords  as  soon  as  possible ;   and   this 
was  the  reason  why  those  landlords  were 
offered  liberal  terms  on  condition  of  ami- 
cipating  the  period  of  five  years ;  not  that 
he  by  any  means  considered   those   terms 
too  high,  considering  the  security  it  would 
afford  the  Churcl),  and  the  peace  it  would 
give  to  Ireland.     He  was  not  sury,  thai 
the  effect  of  leaving;  the  case  as  it  oiiginally 
stood,  would  not  have  been  to  endanger, 
to  a  greater  extent  than  it   would  be  en- 
dangered  by    the  proposed  arrangement, 
the  landlord'j*  rent ;  because  the  occupy- 
ing  tenant  might  not  only  suppose;,  Umt 
part  of  the  rent  he  wa«  called  qu  to  pay 
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was  charged  with  a  view  to  tithes,  but 
that  the  landlords  had  been  making  bar- 
gains for  themselves,  of  which  they  alone 
would  reap  the  advantage.  He  much 
doubted  if  that  feeling  would  have  tended 
to  the  security  of  rents  in  Ireland.  His 
neht  hon.  friend  then  spoke  of  the  lay 
titnes,  and  said,  that  they  were  nothing 
more  than  mortgage  on  land.  They  were, 
no  doubt,  a  mortgage  on  the  land,  but 
a  mortgage  of  a  peculiar  nature.  The 
produce  was  collected,  be  it  remembered, 
by  taking,  not  from  the  owner  of  the  land 
in  the  6rst  instance,  but  from  the  occupier 
of  the  land.  Did  his  right  hon.  friend 
mean  to  say,  that  there  was  as  much  danger 
and  difficulty — that  there  was  as  much 
chance  of  exciting  tumult  in  endeavouring 
to  recover  the  interest  of  a  mortgap  as 
there  was  in  attempting  to  recover  tithes. 
His  right  hon.  friend  then  spoke  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  and  he  asked  to 
what  conclusion  they  were  to  come  with 
regard  to  the  Perpetuity  Fund ;  he  asked 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  whether  in  the 
measure  which  they  now  brought  forward, 
he  was  to  consider  that  the  Perpetuity 
Fund  stood  on  precisely  the  same  footing 
as  the  rest  of  the  funds  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission,  or  on  a 
different  footing.  He  thought,  that  in 
some  respects,  it  was  a  different  fund. 
Unquestionably  his  right  hon.  friend  had 
a  right  to  urge,  that  in  the  Bill  of  last  year 
it  was  treated  as  an  essentially  different 
fund.  He  would  admit,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  the  Perpetuity  Fund,  as  de- 
cided by  the  Church  Temporalities  Act  of 
last  year,  stood  on  different  ground  ;  but 
still,  though  it  was  Ecclesiastical  property, 
it  never  had  been  the  property  of  any  in- 
dividuals in  the  Church,  or  of  any  Corpo- 
ration in  the  Church.  When  Gentlemen 
were  ready  to  exchange  from  one  Corpo- 
ration to  another,  property  belonging  to 
such  Corporation — and  he  believed  there 
was  not  a  Gentleman  in  the  House  who 
objected  to  such  a  change — he  did  not 
see  on  what  principle  it  could  be  said  to 
be  spoliation  and  plunder  to  change  pro- 
perty (not  from  one  Corporation,  because 
the  Church  was  not  a  single  Corporation) 
from  a  mass  of  Corporations,  and  apply  it 
to  another  purpose.  Moral  and  religious 
instruction  were  the  purposes  to  which 
they  intended  to  apply  the  money ;  and 
he  would  say,  that  if,  by  doing  this,  they 
gave  greater  security  to  Church-property 
9^if  by  doing  this,  they  facilitated  the 


collection  of  Church-property,  he  did  not 
see  that  in  taking  that  step,  they  were 
going  so  entirely  away  from  the  protection 
ofChurch*property  as  his  right  hon.frleod 
seemed  to  imagine.     His  right  bon.  friend 
said,  that  he  had  thrown  out  some  strong 
words  on  the  subject.     What  he  meant  to 
declare  was,  that  this  inquiry  was  to  be 
gone  into  to  see  whether  the  amount  of 
the  revenues  was  more  than  was  required 
by  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  if  the  re- 
port which  was  the  result  of  this  inquirj 
should  prove,  that  there  was  a  surplus,  cer- 
tainly, according  to  all  the  doctrines  he 
had  ever  held  in  that  House,  or  elsewhere, 
it  would  be  in  the  power  of  Parliament  to 
decide  in  what  manner  the  surplus  should 
be  applied.     He  did  not  wish  to  conceal 
his  sentiments  on  this  subject.     He  had 
no  hesitation  in  admitting,  should  gentle- 
men force  the  question,  that  if  by  appro- 
priating the  Perpetuity  Fund,  as  they  were 
now  doing,  in    the  measure  before  tbe 
House,  they  were  bringing  the  question  of 
appropriation  to  issue,  he  had  no  objection 
to  put  the  question  on  that  issue.     Hii 
right  hon.  friend,  referring  to  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commission,  spoke  of  it  as  if  he 
had  never  heard  of  one  before.     He  was 
surprised  at  his  right  hon.  friend  giving;  so 
short  a  gestation  to  that  Commission,  be- 
cause he  should  have  thought  that  it  had 
gone  its  full  time.     He  was  at  all  events 
sure,  that  the  idea  of  instituting  such  an 
inquiry,  could  not  have  been  new  to  his 
right  hon.  friend — that  he  could  not  have 
been  much  surprised  that  on  his  retire- 
ment from   office,  such  a  measure  had 
been  adopted.     In  making  these  observa- 
tions, however,  he  was  prepared  to  confirm 
the  statement  of  his  right  hon.  friend- 
though  he  was  not  aware  that  any  one  had 
asserted  or  insinuated   anything  to  the 
contrary  of  either  his  right  hon.  friend,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  near  him,  or  his  noble 
friends  who  had  retired  from  the  Admi- 
nistration— that   they   had  never   given  # 
their  consent  to  take  the  question  wto 
their  serious  consideration.      He  (1^"^ 
Althorp)  was  quite  ready  to  state,  if  atiy 
such  insinuation  had  been,  or  were  made, 
that  it  was  entirely  without  foundation. 
His   right  hon.  friend  required  that  the 
effect  of  this  measure  should  be  a  pertna- 
nent  change,  and  he  objected  to  chargina; 
such  a  sum  as  this  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund.     He  (Lord  Althorp)  admitted,  that 
it  was  a  question  for  the  House,  seriouriy 

tQ  consider  whether  the  case  were  «w« 


1165  Church  Temporalities         {July  4}         and  Tithes  (Ireland,)         1166 


out,  and  the  proposition  now  submitted  to 
them  were  such  as  would  justify  them  in 
making  this  charge  on  that  fund.  His 
right  hon.  friend  seemed  to  think,  that  the 
whole  of  the  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  could  never  be  got  back.  He  (Lord 
Althorp)  entertained  a  different  opinion ; 
but  he  would  say,  that  if  it  amounted  to 
from  50,000/.  to  60,000/.  a-year,  and  it 
could  equal  that  amount  only  in  case  of 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  generally  taking 
on  themselves  the  payment  of  tithes  in 
place  of  the  occupying  tenantry  through- 
out Ireland,  who  would  thus  be  relieved 
from  an  impost  which  had  been  vexatious 
to  them  in  every  way  in  which  an  impost 
could  be  vexatious — which  had  produced 
discontent,  crime,  and,  in  short,  every 
species  of  social  calamity — if,  he  repeated, 
the  effect  of  this  measure  should  be,  by 
placing  these  charges  on  the  revenue  of 
the  country,  to  induce  the  landlords  to 
take  on  themselves  the  payment  of  the 
tithes,  the  money  would  be  well  laid  out 
for  the  country.  His  right  hon.  friend 
asserted,  that  the  measure  would  not 
give  peace  to  Ireland ;  but  he  would  say, 
that  if  the  tithes  were  paid  by  the  land- 
lords instead  of  by  the  occupying  tenantry, 
by  a  rent-charge  instead  of  by  collection 
as  heretofore,  as  far  as  he  could  reason 
from  any  experience  that  he  had,  he  did 
think  that  it  would  give  a  better  chance 
of  tranquillity  to  that  country  than  any 
other  measure.  All  he  wished  to  urge  on 
the  Committee  was,  that  the  chance  of 
producing  tranquillity  by  such  a  measure 
was  very  great,  and  he  hoped  that  they 
would  therefore  think  it  worth  while 
to  agree  to  the  Resolution  proposed. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  found  himself  in  an 
uncomfortable  position.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to  vote  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley)  on  this 
occasion,  because  he  did  not  fully  concur 
with  him  in  any  one  of  the  propositions 
he  had  put  forth.  Yet  he  felt  that  it 
would  be  easier  for  him  to  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  than  to  go  along 
with  the  noble  Lords,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  He  wa^  sure,  that 
a  number  of  those  around  him  must  share 
in  this  feeling.  He  could  not  believe,  that 
any  of  those  hon.  Members  who  had  voted 
for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
Alban*8  (Mr.  Ward)  would  feel  disposed 
to  support  the  Resolution  of  the  right 
hon.  Secretary.  Holding  the  opinions 
that  be  did,  be  would  accordipgly  make 


a  proposition  in  relation  to  his  own 
views  and  impressions  on  the  subject, 
and  he  did  not  suppose  that  that  class 
of  hon.  Members  to  which  he  had  alluded 
would  dissent  from  it.  They  would  by  it 
alike  be  saved  from  the  necessity  of  voting 
with  the  late  right  hon.  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  or  still  worse,  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  present  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. He  would  do  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men near  him  the  justice  to  say,  that 
they  had  been  at  least  consistent.  They 
had  objected  to  any  interference  with 
Church-property,  and  they  did  so  still. 
But  to  one  individual  holding  a  distin- 
guished appointment  in  connexion  with 
the  present  Government,  he  could  not 
ftccord  similar  praise.  That  individual 
had,  in  former  times,  denounced,  as 
contemplating  spoliation  and  robbery,  the 
very  principle  which  characterized  the  Bill 
now  recommended  by  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters. He  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing, that  a  person  who  had  so  com- 
mitted himself,  if  he  continued  his  connec- 
tion with  the  Government,  must  either 
recant  or  be  disgraced  for  ever.  They 
ought  to  know  what  was  meant  by  such 
conduct ;  they  ought  to  know  how  it  was, 
that  Lord  Plunkett  now  sanctioned  the 
principle  which  he  called  robbery  in  1824. 
He  was  in  that  year  told  by  the  noble  Lord, 
that  he  and  all  who  advocated  his  Motion 
must  be  prepared  to  part  with  their  pro- 
perty— to  submit  to  its  being  plundered 
from  them,  as  they  would  plunder  the 
property  of  the  Church.  Seeing  the  dif- 
ficulties into  which  persons  got  by  incon- 
sistency, it  behoved  the  House  to  be  par- 
ticularly careful,  that  they  were  not  here- 
after betrayed  into  the  same  inconsistency 
with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  by  now 
agreeing  to  the  Resolution.  That  Reso- 
lution declared,  that  at  all  hazards,  the 
deficit  was  to  be  made  up,  and  this 
would  amount  to  at  least  50,000/.  annu- 
ally. He,  for  one,  could  not  agree  to 
this  vote,  because  he  considered  that  it 
pledged  the  House  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Church  Establishment  in  its  present 
position,  so  far  at  least  as  the  collection 
of  tithes  went.  The  noble  Lord,  in  his 
first  speech  had  alluded  to  satisfactory  ar-^ 
rangements  with  respect  to  Church  pro* 
perty.  But  if  he  really  had  any  in 
view,  why  did  he  not  declare  them  ? 
It  would  be  a  matter  of  prudence  so 
far  as  regarded  the  Ministry,  and  of  kiud- 
nesi  80  far  ae  individuals  were  conceruedj 
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if  he  would  only  state  in  a  straight  forward 
manner  what  he  really  meant,  so  many 

.  hon.  Members  were  then  in  that  House 
willing  to  support  the  Goferoment  of  the 
noble  Lord,  if  they  could  do  so  conscien- 
tiously; but,  in  truth,  not  knowing  where 
they  stood.  In  his  opinion,  the  Ministry 
ought  either  to  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley),  and  maintain 
that  Church-property  ought  not  to  be 
touched  at  all,  or  else  they  should  at  once 
manfully  declare,  that  it  was  to  be  freely 
dealt  with.  Let  them  no  longer  be  beat* 
ing  about  the  bush.  The  people  were 
quite  tired  of  it.  At  all  events,  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  set  the  Ministers  an 
example  of  firmness  and  determination. 
The  House,  indeed,  was  soft  and  foolish 
in  giving  a  million  last  year ;  but  let  them 
be  warned  by  their  error,  and  proceed  no 
further.  The  deficit  they  were  now  called 
upon  to  make  g:ood  would  consume  a  ca- 
pital of  two  millions  more.  And  was  not 
this,  he  asked,  most  monstrous,  when  they 
considered  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  al- 
ready possessed  funds  which  were  amply 
sufficient  for  its  own  support?  He  la- 
mented the  blindness  of  Ministers.  He 
was  much  astonished  that  long  experience 
did  not  teach  men  things  that  after  all  were 

,  perfectly  obvious.  On  that  side  of  the 
House,  they  saw  clear  enough.  Perhaps 
it  was,  that  when  men  found  themselves 
upon  those  benches  opposite,  there  was 
somethings  there  which  deprived  them  of 
vision.  They  could  not  sec  what  other 
persons  saw.  They  could  not  see  what 
even  they  themselves  saw  when  they  were 
at  his  side  of  the  House.  He  would  say 
to  Government,  let  them  honestly  proceed 
with  the  commutation  of  tithes  in  Ireland, 
and  then  he,  for  one,  would  be  ready  to 
vote  for  making  up  any  deficiency  which 
might  exist,  after  the  appropriation  of  the 
proceeds  from  the  Perpetuity  Purchase 
Fund.  If,  however,  Government  should, 
on  the  contrary,  persist  in  their  present 
course,  he  could  only  say,  that  he  consi- 
dered it  a  premium  held  out  to  the  people 
of  England  to  refuse  the  payment  of 
tithes.  The  fact  was,  he  believed,  the 
Government  was  yielding  to  intimidation, 
and  he  could  only  assure  them,  that  as 
long  as  they  were  weakly,  pusillaui- 
raously,  subservient,  so  long  would  they 
be  loaded,  like  asses,  and  compelled  to 
bear  the  burthen.  He  believed,  in  his 
conscience!  that  the  Government  wore 
frightened  at  the  bon»  Gentleman  near 


him.  And  for  his  own  part  he  dtd  not 
wonder  at  it.  He  must  say*  however, 
that  he  believed  the  whole  SDaiter  woaki 
have  been  over  if  the  Goverameot  had 
agreed  to  the  proposition  of  the  boo.  men- 
ber  for  8t.  Alban*s.  To  relieve  himself 
from  the  difficulty  in  which  he  was  placed, 
he  intended  to  move  an  amendment  which 
he  would  read  to  the  House :    *  That  it  is 

*  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  that  the 
'  surplus  monies  to,-  the  credit  of  the  £c- 

,  *  clesiastical  Commissioners  for  Ireland 
I  '  in  the  Perpetuity  Purchase  Fund  to  be 
I  *  kept  by  the  said  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
,  '  sinners,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  an 

*  Act  passed  in  the  last  Sessba  of  Parli»- 

*  ment,  intituled,  '*  An  Act  to  alter  and 

*  amend  the  laws  relating  to  the  Tempo* 
'  ralities  of  the  Church  of  Ireland/'  shall 
'  be  applicable  to  such  purposes  for  the  ad- 
'  justmeut  and  settlement  of  tithes  in  Ire- 
'  land,  as  shall  by  any  Act  to  be  passed 

*  during  the  present  Sesaion  of  Parliament, 

*  be  provided.'    This,  in  eflPect,  would  be 
restoring  the  1 47th  Clause,  placing  the 
Bill  on  tlie  same  footing  on  which  it  for- 
merly stood,  and  making  it  conformable 
to  the  declarations  of  the  noble  Lord.    He 
would  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  he  stood 
pledged  to  give  relief  to  the  Dissenlen. 
It  was  very  well  known,  that  the  noble 
Lord  o tiered  a  measure  of  relief  to  that 
numerous  and   influenttal    body,    to  the 
amount  of  2-50,000/.  a-ycar,  which,  how- 
ever, they  had  repudiated  as  unsatisfac- 
tory and  insufficient ;  was  it,  then,  to  be 
supposed  that  they  would  tolerate  an  addi- 
tional burthen  for  the  support  of  this  sine- 
cure Church  ?  He  implored  the  GovemiQent 
to  take  heart  at  length,  and  to  pursues  manly 
and  straightforward  course ;  if  they  only 
knew  how  many  there  were  in  the  House 
anxious  to  support  them  if  they  pursued 
such  a  course,  they  would  feel  that  they 
had  nothing  to  fear  ;  but  if  they  chose  to 
lean  one  day  upon  Tory  support,  and  an* 
other  upon  their  ancient  character  and 
professions,  they  would  find  themselves  in 
the  end  distrusted  and  abandoned  by  al( 
parties.     The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
previously  read. 

Mr.  O'Connell  was  not  much  struck  by 
the  arguments  of  the  noble  Lord ;  but  he 
was  by  one  of  his  assertions,  in  which  he 
stated,  that  whoever  voted  for  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
fledge  himself  to  the  appropriation  by 
arliament  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Fand* 


.J 
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If  the  noble  Lord  came  forward  now  to 
g^ve  them  to  understand  that  he  would 
pass  the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  member 
for  St.  Alban's,  or  if,  in  a  more  mitigated 
shape,  he  would  pass  the  Resolution  that 
bad  been  lately  proposed  by  him,  then  the 
uoble  Lord's  principle  would  be  intelligible, 
and  he  should,  with  the  greatest  pleasure, 
g:ive  his  support  to  the  Resolution  before 
the  Committee.  But  why,  if  they  were  to 
pledge  themselves  to  that  effect,  was  not 
the  principle  at  once  broadly  laid  down. 
They  had  had  enough  of  pledges  that 
were  no  pledges.  Their  reliance  ought  to 
be  not  on  a  mere  opinion  of  the  Ministry, 
but  on  solemn  records  of  this  House. 
The  noble  Lord,  with  the  complacency 
and  good  humour  which  became  him,  re- 
marked on  the  boast  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  late  Colonial  Secretary,  as 
to  his  measures  for  Ireland.  That  Gen- 
tleman certainly  took  credit  to  himself  for 
the  purity  of  his  intentions ;  and  he  did 
not  deny  that  they  were  pure.  But  as 
certainly  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
liable  to  the  taunt  that  his  measures  were 
not  successful.  He  might  be  told,  that  he 
found  Ireland  in  a  disturbed  state,  at)d  he 
left  it  in  a  worse  ;  that  with  all  his  good 
intentions,  he  neither  subdued  dissension, 
nor  contented  himself  with  enforcing  the 
law  as  it  existed  ;  but  got  from  this  House 
a  most  unconstitutional,  and  an  .almost 
unlimited,  power.  The  noble  Lord — who, 
if  he  did  not  equal  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  oratorical  display,  exceeded  him 
in  good  temper — if  ho  had  wished  to 
retaliate  the  smart  attack  made  on  him  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  an  attack  not 
over  considerate  for  right  hon.  friends — 
might  have  insisted  with  some  strength, 
that  when  an  appeal  was  made  to  the 
House  to  spare  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
mischief  which  would  result  from  the 
measure,  to  avoid  the  heart-burning  and 
dissension — nay,  the  crime  and  bloodshed 
— which  it  would  give  rise  to ;  the  noble 
Lord,  he  repeated,  might  have  retaliated 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  made 
this  forcible  appeal,  by  reminding  him  that 
in  his  time  dissensions,  and  heart-burning 
and  crime  existed — aye,  and  rivers  of 
blood,  too,  flowed— and  he  neither  suc- 
ceeded in  suppressing  the  one,  nor  in 
arresting  the  tide  of  the  other.  This  being 
the  fact,  had  not  the  noble  Lord  a  right  to 
say  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  as 
be  found  the  experiment  was  a  bad  one, 
be  would  give  it  up  at  once  and  for  ever^ 


he  would  alter  the  system  totally  ?  Go- 
vernment had  failed  to  show,  that  the 
alterations  which  were  to  be  effected  by 
the  proposed  measure  had  anything  in 
them  calculated  to  benefit  in  any  way  the 
people  of  Ireland.  When  they  condemned 
the  failure  of  the  late  Secretary. for  the 
Colonies,  why  not  try  and  adopt  some 
means  of  amending  what  they  deemed  bad 
in  his  system?  Why  not  endeavour  to 
bring  forward  some  measure  which  would 
really  and  substantially. satisfy  Ireland? 
The  measures  proposed  by  thatGentleroan 
were  only  such  as  were  calculated  to 
satisfy  his  cheerers — such  as  would  satisfy 
the  Orangemen  of  Ireland,  giving  them 
dominion  by  day  .and  rule  by  night.  It 
was  odd  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  be  so  anxious  to.  give  satisfaction 
to  those  whom  he  had  formerly  character- 
ized as  the  contemptible  remnant  of  a 
broken  faction ;  but  it  was  owing,  perhaps, 
to  the  circumstance  of  their  being  now 
converted  into  his  admiring  cheerers. 
Government  could  not  succeed  in  their 
efforts  with  respect  to  this  measure.  They 
did  not  take  up  the  subject  in  the  manner 
in  which  they  should  take  it  up,  and  give 
the  right  direction  to  this  property.  It 
had  been  made  an  argument,  that  any 
measure  affecting  the  Church  property 
would  eventually  lead  to  a  Repeal  of  the 
Uuion.  To  leave  unredressed  the  evils  of 
Ireland  was  the.  wav  to  hasten  that  event 
so  much  dreaded  now  by  the  father  of  the 
Hannibals.whohad  in  former  times  pledged 
himself  by  a  vow  as  unalterable  as  the  laws 
of  the  Medes  and  Persians,  to  leave  no 
effort  untried  to  undo  the  measure  of 
the  Union ;  who  not  only  vowed  himself, 
but  ended  by  pledging  himself,  to  swear 
to  the  same  efforts  at  the  altar  of  his 
country  every  son  of  his  begotten  or  to  be 
begot-T-and  evinced  a  disposition  to  en- 
deavour to  fulfil  the  pledge  whether  the 
contemplated  issue  were  an  abortion  or 
came  to  its  full  time.  The  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  need  not  dread  for  a  moment 
that  any  measure  which  might  pass  that 
House  would  hazard  the  loss  of  the  excel- 
lent Chancellor  for  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  might  rest  satisBed,  that  of  the 
five-and' fifty  offices  possessed  by  the 
family  of  that  noble  Lord,  all  would  still 
continue  to  be  held  even  although  the 
dreaded  spoliation  of  the  Church  should 
go  on.  But  what  was  this  spoliation 
which  was  so  insisted  on?  If  transfer 
were  apoliation,  by  what  Utlei  he  ibouU 
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like  to  know,  dkl  the  Established  Church 
Uy  oiaim  to  this  propertj?  Let  them 
beware  how  they  taught,  that  transfer  was 
spoliation.  Their  title  to  tbe  property 
was  found  in  the  Acts  of  Parliament,  a 
good  and  sufficient  title  which  none  would 
dispute.  Though  a  transfer  had  taken 
place.  It  was  not  spoliation,  it  was  the  law 
of  the  land,  but  it  was  a  law  like  efery 
other  law,  capable  of  alteration.  Formerly 
this  property  was  held  by  the  performance 
of  some  service.  Every  grant  made  to 
the  Church  by  the  heads  of  families  was, 
with  the  provision  that  a  certain  number 
of  masses  should  be  said  or  a  certain 
number  of  prayers  offered  up  either  for  a 
certain  time  or  for  ever,  and  ihe  perform- 
ance of  these  services  was  the  title  by 
which  the  property  was  held.  But  these 
services  were  not  now  performed — there 
were  no  masses  said— no  prayers  offered 
up— souls  were  now  left  to  shift  for  them- 
selves ;  no  value  was  given,  and  those  who 
bad  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  the  former 
transfer  now  turned  round,  and  after  a 
century  of  civil  war  which  followed  upon 
that  transfer,  dared  the  House  to  touch 
this  property  unless  they  meant  to  set  an 
example  of  spoliation  and  plunder.  Tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the 
thimble  rig,  but  in  bis  (Mr.  O'Connell's) 
opinion  the  thimble  rig  was  at  the  other 
side,  and  these  things  were  more  properly 
to  be  found  at  the  Derby.  Such  legisla- 
tion as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
on  this  subject  would  suit  the  show-box, 
and  the  race-ground,  and  black-legs,  but 
faded  into  unintelligibility  before  the  light 
of  common  honesty  and  just  intention. 
Who  were  they  that  received  the  tithes  in 
England  ?  W  hy,  the  clergy  of  the  people 
of  England .  Who  were  they  who  enjoyed 
the  Church  revenue  of  Scotland?  The 
clergy  of  the  people  of  Scotland.  Did 
any  one  believe  that,  if  it  were  proposed 
in  England  to  give  to  the  Catholic  clergy 
of  England — the  Catholics  being  about 
one-sixteenth  of  tbe  nation— tbe  property 
now  possessed  by  the  Establishment,  that 
the  people  would  agree  to  it?  Would 
the  House  agree  to  it  ?  Would  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley)  agree  to 
it?  if  last  year  such  an  Act  bad  been 
proposed,  would  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman have  been  tbe  first  to  oppose  the 
handing  over  the  property  from  those  who 
were  really  the  clergpy  of  the  people  to 
those  who  were  not?  The  principle  which 
htt  contended  for  wai  recognized  in  Scot- 


land, but  they  compelled  that  recogeitioc 
by  force.    There  was  no  begpng,  or  peu* 
tinning,  or  cajolling  of  right  hon.  fnodi. 
They  argued  the  question  with  the  broad- 
sword— they  urged  it  with  its  edge — thes 
garrisoned    themselves  in    the  moaotaic 
fastnesses,  and,  after  fighting    for  fiftj 
years,  they  happily  succeeded  in  what  is 
now  called  spoliation.     They  succeeded 
in  making  a  transfer  of  the  property,  sot 
to  the  clergY  of  the  Protestant  Chorcii, 
not  to  the  clergy  of  the  Catholic,  hot  to 
the  clergy  of  a  new  Church,  the  Cbsni 
of  Scotland ;  and  properly  was  it  so  trsiU' 
ferred,  for  that  was  the  Church  of  tbe 
people.     Whilst  this  strug^e  lasted  what 
was  the  consequence;  Scotland,  instead 
of  adding  strength  to  the  empire  as  t( 
present,  was  then  the  weakness  of  Eng- 
land.   The  countries  at  war  with  Great 
Britain  speculated  on    her  disaffsclioo; 
every  invasion  which  threatened  was  di- 
rected  to  that  quarter  of  the  empire,  and 
the  Throne  itself  was  insecure  whilst  ber 
wrongs  remained  unredressed.     When  tbe 
cause  of  dissatisfaction  was  removed,  how 
different  was  the  state  of  things  ?    Scot- 
land, instead  of  being  the  weakness,  be- 
came the  strength,  tbe  ornament  of,  and 
added  dignity  to  the  empire.     They  bad 
satisfied  the  demands  of  the  country,  they 
had  done  her  justice,  they  adopted  the 
religion  of  tbe  people  as  the  religion  of 
the  State.     He  did  not  ask  so  much  for 
Ireland.     Indeed,  when  he  had  formerly 
suggested  that  a  portion  of  this  property 
in  Ireland  should  go  to  maintain  those 
who  ministered  to  tbe  religious  wants  of 
the  great  body  of  the  people  in  that  coos* 
try,  tbe  proposition  had  been  disclaimed 
by  millions  of  voices  tliere,  and  he  himself 
bad  been  blamed  for  having  made  it.  He 
had  received  many  communicatioos  on 
the  subject,  all  rejecting  such  a  proposi- 
tion ;  but  they  were  unanimous  in  desiriac 
that  the  burthen  should  be  lightened ;  snd 
unless  some  means  were  taken  to  effect 
that,  they  never  could  hope  to  establish 
peace  in  the  land.    To  decide  upon  what 
should  be  done  in  reference  to  this  subject, 
there  was  no  necessity  of  issuing  a  ram* 
bling  Commission.    All  that  was  neces^ 
sary  to  be  known  could  be  ascertained  in 
the  space  of  eight*and-forty  hours.    L^ 
them  go  upon  the  plain  principle,  that 
where  there  was  no  flock  to  preside  over, 
and  no  services  to  be  performed^  there 
should  be  no  revenue.    Let  there  be  it 

once  some  sweeping  snd  l^e&eficislebaBg^ 
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made,  80  fts  to  bring  the  institutions  of 
the  State  into  harmony  with  the  people,  and 
then  Government  might  be  proud  of  their 
Buceess.     Let  them  not  continue  to  bring 
forward  unmeaning  and  unintelligible  pro- 
positions— ^unsatisfactory  and  neutral  mea- 
sures, which  were  neither  one  thing  nor 
the  other.    Let  them  not  keep  the  public 
in  the  present  state  of  suspense,  but  pro- 
pose something  intelligible,  and  in  which 
the  people  could  confide.    There  was  no 
necessity  for  the  Commission  to  enable 
Government  to  decide  upon  what  it  ought 
to  do.    Let  them  take  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin,  who  might  be  said  to  be  the  advo- 
cate of  the  clergy.    Let  them  take  his 
urord,  in  the  belief  that  he  would  neither 
exaggerate  nor  diminish.    Take  the  sum 
mentioned  by  that  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
then  apply  the  plan  which  he  (Mr.  O'Con- 
Tiell)  proposed.    Where  one-fourth  of  the 
Inhabitants  were  of  the  Establishment,  let 
the  living  be  continued,  where  it  was  not  so 
much,  let  the  living  be  done  away  with ;  add 
Ihe  property  to  the  receipts  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  letincumbentsbepaidby  an  issue 
of  Exchequer  Bills.    Let  such  a  course  as 
this  be  adopted,  and  it  would  at  once  and 
for  ever  extinguish    the    heart-burnings 
which  must  otherwise  continue  in  Ireland, 
whilst,  at  the  same  time,  it  would  make 
proper  provision  for  the  religious  instruc- 
tion of  the  members  of  the  Establishment. 
If  Ministers  undertook  some  such  plain, 
and    intelligible    measure    as    that,  the 
House  would  support  them  in  it,  or  if 
obstacles  were  thrown  in  the  way,  they 
would  be  supported  from  without  by  the 
voice  and  the  confidence  of  the  people.  If, 
in  endeavouring  to  carry  such  a  project 
into  effect,  they  should  be  driven  from 
their  station,  it  would  be  but  for  a  season. 
They  would  shortly  be  borne  back  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  people,  and  supported  by 
a  principle  maintained  and  established  by 
the  consent  of  every  rational  being  in  the 
empire.    Then  they  would  enjoy  in  Ire- 
land that  peace  which  England  did  not 
know  until  the  religion  of  the  country  was 
consonant  with  the  opinions  of  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people,  which  Scotland  only 
exhibited  when  her  clergy  were  identified 
and  combined  with  the  population,  and 
which  never  could  be  known  in  Ireland 
antil  her  present  grievous  and  harassing 
Oppressions  were  removed. 

Mr.  Lefrotf  said,  the  magnitude  of  the 
(ftteieiti  involved  in  ihe  preaeot  questioni 


and  the  results  which  would  flow  from  it, 
if  carried,  were  partly  the  reasons  why  he 
-offered  a  few  observations  to  the  House. 
He  could  not  accede  to  the  doctrines  aad 
theories  laid  down  by  the  Government,  or 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Dublin ;  for  both 
parties  rested  their  arguments  on  a  falla>- 
cious  principle,  and  their  observations 
tended  to  delude  the  public,  while  they 
struck  at  the  foundation  of  the  Church 
Establishment,  the  most  venerated  of  our 
institutions,  the  one  that  was  most  closely 
linked  with  the  preservation  of  the  whole 
scheme  of  our  Constitution.  The  hon. 
member  for  Dublin  might  speak  for  that 
section  of  the  Irish  people  of  whose 
opinions  he  was  the  Representative ;  but 
he  could  not  speak  for  the  influence,  the 
rank,  the  wealth,  and  the  independence 
of  the  Irish  Protestants,  who,  it  would 
no  doubt  be  allowed,  should  be  taken 
into  the  account  in  any  estimate  of  the 
people  of  Ireland;  but,  above  all,  he 
could  not  speak  for  the  people  of  England 
— who  were  bound  to  the  English  Pro« 
testant  Establishment  by  the  ties  of  reve* 
rence  and  duty,  and  by  their  deep  and 
fixed  conviction  of  its  paramount  utility 
and  purity  of  faith ;  an  Establishment  of 
which  the  Irish  Church  was  at  once  the 
associate  and  the  offspring.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  think,  that  the  Irish  Protestants 
or  the  English  people  would  support  his 
attempts  at  the  destruction  of  their  reli- 
gious Establishment?  Did  he  expect 
they  would  echo  his  cry  of  spoliation  ? — 
Let  the  hon.  Member  disguise  his  designs 
as  he  would,  the  Protestant  people  would 
see  through  the  thin  veil.  The  object  was 
spoliation,  and  that  they  never  would  con*^ 
sent  to.  The  hon.  Member,  whom  he 
would  meet  on  the  principle  of  law,  had 
mis-stated  the  title  of  Church  property .<-> 
The  sophistries  of  the  hon.  Member  should 
not  be  mistaken  for  maxims, and  his  deduc- 
tions were  liable  to  the  same  objections  as 
the  principles  he  laiddown.  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  stated,  that  the  present  property  of  the 
Protestant  Church  was  a  transfer  from  the 
Catholic  Church  by  a  simple  Act  of  Parlia* 
ment;  and  was,  therefore,  revokable  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  Now,  that  was  a  doctrine 
the  truth  of  which  he  would,  unhesitatingly, 
deny.  That  property  stood  on  the  same 
foundation  as  that  of  the  Church  of  Eng« 
land,  for  both  Churches  were  based  on  the 
same  principle,  and  their  rights  were  co« 
equal.  In  both  countries,  it  was  an  en« 
dowment  fpr  that  which  was,  at  the  limei 
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the  religion  of  the  State,  and  accordingly 
these  endowments  contained  no  less  in 
England  than  in  Ireland,  conditions  con- 
nected with  the  Roman  Catholic  religion, 
fiut,  when  the  Legislature  thought  lit  to 
adopt  the  reformed  religion  (and  could 
their  right  be  doubted  ?)  the  property  of 
the  Church  followed,  as  an  incident  to  the 
religion  of  the  State.  It  had  always  be- 
longed to  it,  and  never  yet  had  been 
severed  from  it  in  either  country.  The 
hon,  and  learned  Member  asked,  who  had 
the  property  of  the  Church  in  England  ? 
and  his  answer  was  the  clergy  of  the 
people  of  England.  He,  also,  asked  who 
bad  the  property  of  the  Church  in  Scot- 
land ?  and  the  reply  which  he  gave  was 
the  clergy  of  the  people  of  Scotland.  He 
had  no  objection  to  follow  up  the  question 
with  respect  to  Ireland,  and  to  the  ques- 
tion "  of  who  had  the  property  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland?*'  he  would  reply,  the 
clergy  of  those  who  owned  the  property 
of  that  country,  and  who  substantially 
paid  the  tithe.  When  the  House  was 
told,  that  tlie  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland 
paid  the  tithes,  it  was  a  mere  fallacy. 
How  was  it  possible  that  could  be  the 
case,  when  they  were  not  the  proprietors 
of  the  land  ?  It  was  the  proprietors  of 
tlie  soil  upon  whom  the  burthen  really 
fell,  and  this  was  the  ground  upon  which, 
in  the  Report  of  the  Tithe  Committee,  in 
1832,  to  which  the  present  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  a  party,  they  justified  the 
measure  of  charging  the  tithes  upon  the 
landlords  of  Ireland,  as  they  in  general  be- 
longed to  the  established  religion.  When 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  asked,  why 
should  the  tithe  be  paid  to  the  clergy 
of  a  handful  of  Protestants — it  might  as 
well  be  asked,  why  the  property  of  the 
ancient  Irish  people  was  to  be  left  with 
a  handful  of  Protestants.  He  feared, 
that  if  the  principles  by  which  his  Majes- 
ty's Ministers  were  guided  should  be 
acted  upon  with  regard  to  the  Churchy 
that  the  day  was  not  far  distant  when  a 
claim  would  be  set  up  for  the  restoration 
of  the  forfeited  estates,  and  a  call  made 
that  they  should  revert  to  the  representa- 
tives  of  their  ancient  possessors.  But  the 
chief  object  which  he  had  in  rising  was, 
to  apply  himself  to  one  point  which  was 
pressed  by  those  who  preceded  him  upon 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Althorp), 
and  to  which  no  satisfactory  answer  had 
been  given.  He  wished  to  know  what 
pew  light  bad  broken  in  upon  hit  Majest/s 


Government  since  February  last,  to  iiiduce 
them  to  depart  from  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  which  they  then  introdoced,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  recoromenciatioiis  con- 
tained in  the  Reports  of  Committees  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament — a  Bill,whicb 
was  introduced  with  a  view  of  commuting 
tithes  into  landed  property.     That  prin- 
ciple   Ministers    had     now     abandoned, 
although  it  was  adopted  after  the  most 
mature    deliberation.       The    Commons* 
Committee  was  composed  almost  excla- 
sively  of  members  of  the  GoTernment,  or 
their  strenuous  supporters,  not  more  thaa 
four  or  five  Members  having  been  takes 
from  the  other  side  of  the  Hoase.     That 
Committee  sat  six  months;  the  whole  of 
the  question  upon  Irish  tithes  was  referred 
to  them ;  they  came  to  a  resolution  upon 
the  subject,  and  to  that  resolution  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Lit- 
tleton) was  an  assenting  party.     The  Re- 
solution stated,  that  it  was  essential  to 
the  permanent  peace  of  Ireland.     It  was 
now  said,  that  it  would  be  too   large  ao 
investment  to  make  in  land  in  Ireland ; 
but  that  view  of  the  subject  was  before 
the  Committee.      It  appeared,  that  they 
calculated  the  produce  of  the  sale  of  tithes 
— the  probability  of  getting  a  sufficient 
quantity    of   land — the   wliole    question 
was   thoroughly  examined    at    the  time 
— no  new  light  could,  therefore,  have  since 
shone  out  upon  the  subject.     It  appeared 
that   the   Committee   were  distinctly  of 
opinion,  that  it  would  be  proper  to  reinvest 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Church,   the  money 
raised  by  the  sale  of  tithes.      I'hey  said 
*^  upon  every  ground,  it  appears  expedient 
that  this  investment  should  be  made,  if 
possible,    in    land,'* — and    according  to 
that  recommendation  the  Bill  of  last  Fe- 
bruary was  introduced.     A  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  had  been  appointed 
at  the  same  time  to  inquire  into  the  saine 
subject.      The    Lord    President    of  the 
Council  was  chairman  of  that  CommitteCi 
and  they  concurred  in  recommending  a 
commutation    of  Irish    tithe  into    land. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  conjecture  why  it  was 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  thn^wn  over- 
board the   Bill  founded  upon  ihe  recom- 
mendations of  two  Committees,  appointed 
by  themselves,  and  of  which  many  of  his 
Majesty's  present  advisers  were  members, 
imless   it  was  at   the  suggestion  of  the 
Gentleman  who  had  lately  become  their 
confidential  adviser,  the  hon.  and  learoea 
member  for  Dublin.  But  it  w»s  laidt  tb»t 
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the  peace  of  Ireland  would  be  secured  by 
adopting  the  course  at  present  recom- 
mended. He  should  like  to  ask  upon 
what  authority  such  an  expectation  rested. 
He  would  appeal  to  every  class  of  Irish 
Members,  and  he  was  confident  that  the 
opinions  of  no  one  class  would  warrant 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
proposed  plan  would  give  peace  to  Ireland. 
On  the  contrary  the  united  testimony  of 
all  parties  was  borne  to  this  fact,  that  it 
would  not  conduce  to  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land. But  it  was  stated  that  the  measure 
would  give  relief  to  the  peasantry  of  Ire- 
land, nnd  if  the  fact  were  so,  he  admitted 
that  some  plausible  ground  for  supporting 
the  measure  might  be  found.  But  would 
it  give  relief  to  the  peasantry  ?  He 
denied  that  it  would,  and  its  effect,  as  it 
appeared  to  •  him,  would  be  that  of 
enabling  the  landlords  who  were  to  be  re- 
lieved to  the  extent  of  two-fifths  of  the 
existing  charge  for  tithes,  to  add  that 
amount  to  their  rents.  He  believed  the 
most  effectual  way  to  relieve  the  peasantry 
would  be  to  convert  the  tithe  into  land  ; 
there  would  then  be  but  the  one  charge 
— that  for  rent.  At  present  the  cottier 
tenant,  such  was  the  competition  for  land, 
made  offers  for  land  without  taking  tithe 
into  account,  and  the  landlord  often  let 
his  land  without  attending  sufficiently  to 
the  charges  upon  it  beyond  the  rent. 
Thence  arose  one  of  the  difficulties  in  the 
payment  of  tithe.  The  only  way,  in  his 
(Nir.  Lefroy's)  opinion,  to  relieve  the  pea- 
santry, and  effectually  to  secure  the  peace 
of  Ireland  was,  to  pass  a  Bill  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendations  of  the 
two  Committees,  and  convert  tithe  into 
land.  Such  a  Bill  was  read  a  first  and 
second  time,  and  although  it  sacrificed  a 
portion  of  the  property  of  the  Church, 
yet  as  it  was  calculated  to  secure  the  re- 
mainder, effectually  and  perronnenily  the 
tranquillity  of  Ireland,  it  had  received  his 
support.  lie  regretted,  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  departed  from  that  Bill — 
they  had  unsettled  everything — and  the 
measure  now  proposed  would  leave  the 
question  still  unsettled.  The  property  of 
the  Church  was  to  be  sacrificed  without 
removing  that  fruitful  source  of  agitation 
which  had  for  three  or  four  vears  back 
been  carried  on  in  Ireland  with  such  mis- 
chievous effects.  Being  opposed  to  the 
alterations  now  proposed,  he  must  resist 
them,  the  more  especially  as  these  altera- 
tions went  in  fact  to  reverse  the  decision 


to  which  the  House  had  come  last  Session 
on  the  147th  clause.  The  proposition  of 
the  Government  was,  to  reverse  that 
decision,  and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
not  follow  the  Ministers  in  their  system 
of  vacillation  and  plunder,  which,  if  per- 
severed in,  must  lead  in  the  first  instance 
to  the  subversion  of  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land ;  and,  as  a  consequence,  he  very  much 
apprehended  it  would  lead  to  a  severance 
of  the  Legislative  Union  between  England 
and  Ireland,  and  finally  to  a  separation  of 
the  two  countries.  With  all  these  con- 
sequences in  view,  he  must  give  his  oppo- 
sition, as  well  to  the  resolution  proposed 
by  his  Majesty's  Grovernment,  as  to  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  i\\e  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex.  The  latter  was  more 
explicit  than  the  former,  but  had  nothing 
else  to  recommend  it;  but  as  he  equally 
disapproved  of  both,  he  should  meet  both 
propositions  in  succession  by  a  decided 
negative. 

Mr.  Lambert  said,  that  though  he  was 
opposed  to  the  former  Bill,  yet,  when  he 
heard  the  declarations  of  the  Government, 
and  when  he  saw  the  ill-assorted  and  ill- 
omened  union  of  parties — when  he  heard 
the  epithets  of  shoplifters  and  swindlers 
applied  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  late 
Secretary,  to  those  who  were  opposed  to 
his  views,  considering  the  machinations  re- 
sorted to  on  the  opposite  side,  he  could 
not  think  of  opposing  the  Bill.  He  re- 
spected the  religious  feelings  and  preju- 
dices of  every  one  when  those  feelings 
emanated  from  the  heart,  and  were  not 
directed  to  factious  purposes.  But  if  re** 
ligion  were  to  be  made  the  vehicle  of  party 
views,  and  the  instrument  of  social  dis- 
cord, he  must  say,  that  religion  was  abused , 
and  that  such  proceedings  should  be  dis- 
countenanced. How  could  it  injure  the  Pro- 
testant Church  if  its  revenues  were  drawn 
from  a  source  less  odious  to  the  people 
than  they  were  at  present?  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen talked  of  vindicating  the  law; 
but  the  House  pronounced  that  the  law 
was  bad — that  it  was  based  on  injustice. 
Then  should  they  abolish  that  law,  and 
there  was  therefore  an  end  of  its  vindi- 
cation. But  as  the  House  which  declared 
the  law  to  be  bad  did  not  annul  it,  the 
people,  acting  on  the  declarations  of  the 
House,  took  the  matter  into  their  own 
hands  and  anticipated  the  House.  He 
thought  the  landlords  could  do  much  to 
mitigate,  if  not  remove,  the  evil.  But 
then  it  would  not  be  fair  to  ask  them  to 
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adj  uti  tach  a  ooroplicated  aod  embarrassing 
question  wiihoutgtvingthemcompensatioD. 
His  opinion  was.  that  there  should  be  an 
abatement  to  the  landlord  of  forty  per 
cent,  and  that  the  landlord  should  abate 
the  tenant  sixty  per  cent  He  hoped 
Government  would  go  on  with  the  mea- 
sure. It  was  one  that  possessed  the  ele« 
ments  of  much  good.  The  country  would 
support  them.  Let  them  settle  the  ques« 
tiou  at  once,  and  that  was  the  way  to 
check  turbulence,  insurrection,  and  blood* 
shed. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  the  whole  secret  of  the 
policy  pursuing  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
on  the  question  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  was  let  out  by  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down.  The  hon.  member  said,  he 
came  down  to  the  House  prepared  to 
¥Ote  against  the  measure,  but  since 
be  had  heard  the  declaration  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  on  the  question 
of  appropriation,  he  had  changed  his  mind, 
and  would  give  the  measure  every  support. 
What  a  miserable  system  of  temporising 
and  double  dealing  was  this  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  I  they  threw  out  in 
their  speeches  the  bait  of  ''  Church 
plunder*  to  catch  votes  on  a  question 
which  they  contended  did  not  involve  that 
principle,  and  yet  they  had  not  the  man- 
liness or  honesty  to  act  upon  the  princi- 
ple when  it  was  regularly  before  the 
House.  They  well  knew  they  would  have 
a  large  majority  in  that  House,  if  they 
brought  forward  a  resolution  affirming 
that  principle  of  the  spoliation  of  Church 
property;  but  they  had  not  the  courage 
to  meet  the  consequences  out  of  that 
House.  No — not  even  in  the  Cabinet 
of  which  they  were  members,  although 
they  boasted  that  it  was  now  a  united 
Cabinet,  of  which  he  did  not  believe  one 
word;  but  instead  of  that  intelligible 
and  straight-forward,  (although  he  felt 
desperate)  course,  what  did  the  Govern- 
ment do  ?  Why — they  calculated,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  hon.  member  for  Wexford, 
that  they  should  procure  a  majority  there, 
by  professing  sentiments  as  members  of 
that  House,  which,  as  members  of  the 
Cabinet,  they  would  not  dare  to  carry 
into  operation ;  otherwise,  why  the  shuf- 
fling— why  the  commission -issuing  why 
the  moving  of  the  previous  question 
upon  a  Resolution  that  did  not  go  one 
iota  beyond  their  own  declarations,  and 
shrinking  at  all  times  from  fairly  meeting 


that  question  7    If  he  was  asked  what  wu 
the  sufficient  motive  of  the  GoTeroment 
on  the  present  occasion— he  could  easily 
tell    it.    The  Goveromeat   foaod  them* 
selves  in  the  difficulty  of  having  broogbt 
forward  a  measure,  from  which  they  could 
not  with  common  decency  recede,  sod 
had    not  the*  firmness  to   go  on  with; 
therefore  it  was,  they  asked  that  House  to 
let  them  put  their  band  into  the  public 
purse,  and  take  1,200,000L  from  the  Coo- 
solidated  Fund  to  extricate  them  from 
their  embarrassment,    not  professing  to 
have  in  hand  more  than  60,000/.  at  pre* 
sent  to  meet  that  demand ;  or  that  the 
Perpetuity  Purchase  Fund    could   erer 
exceed  1,200,000/.    Supposing  for   the 
sake  of  argument,  that  it  could  be  applic- 
able to  such  a  purpose,  the  point  then 
was  merely  one  of  finance,  whether  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  would 
be  satisfied  to  pay  so  large  a  sum  from  their 
pockets,  to  enable  the  Ministry  to  tide  orer 
their  present  difficulty,    and    leave  the 
Question  of  tithes  as  unsettled  as  ever-- 
for,  so  far  from  that  Bill  putting  an  ead 
to  what  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Lambert) 
called   ''  the  atrocious  tithe  system''  it 
went  in  direct  terms  to  perpetuate  it;  and 
the  principle  of  redemption  which  alooe, 
according  to  the  shewing  of  the  Govern- 
ment  themselves,    could  have  bad  the 
effect  of  extinguishing  tithe,  was  now  to 
be  abandoned.     With  respect  to  the  Bill 
before  them,  as  in  every  other  case  tlM 
Administration  were  blowing  hot  and  cold. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  the  principle  of  it 
was  to  be  given  up,  as  since  the  right  hoo* 
Gentleman  (Mr.    Stanley)  had  lefi;  tba 
Cabinet,  it  appeared,  by  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord  that  the  principles  which 
had  been  acted  upon,  to  retain  him  and 
those  colleagues  who  so  honourably  se- 
ceded with  him,  were  to  be  repudiated ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman    the    Secretary   for    Ireland 
(Mr.  Littleton)    assured  the  House  that 
the  Bill  was  the  same  in  principle,  al- 
though only  a  part  of  it  was  to  be  carried 
into  effect  for  the  present, — then  which 
was  the  House  to  believe,  the  noble  Lord  or 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  ?    Such,   in 
short,  was  the  manner  in  which  the  pre* 
sent     Government     dealt     with     every 
subject  which  came   before  them.    He 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard, 
to    the   hon.   and    learned   member  (ot 
Dublin,  and  the  negotiations  which  h^A 
taken  place  between  him  and  the  right 


)18L        Church  Tin^[>WiiUti$»        {Jult4>        and  Tiiha  Ctnlaiul.)        1182 


hoQ.  Secretary  for  Ireland.    The  House 
bad  witnessed  the  great  ^*  blow  up  '*  which 
bad  taken  place  on  the   previous  night 
with  regard  to  these  negotiations.     It  was 
rather  a  delicate  affair,  and  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
had  no  desire  to   revive  an  unpleasant 
subject.   But,  notwithstanding  that  **  blow 
up,*'  and  notwithstanding  what  had  been 
said  that  night  in  another  place,  where  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  spurned  the  idea  of  any  negotia- 
tion being  entered  into  between  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin,  and  any 
member    of    the   Government,  he    was 
convinced,   that  the  negotiations   which 
were  said  to  have  been  so  abruptly  broken 
oiF  were  still  pending.     Hon.  Gentlemen 
might  laugh  at  the  idea;  but  he  would 
prove  the  fact  by  this  test,  that  the  Co- 
ercion Bill  would  not  be  supported  by  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  in  that  House,  what- 
ever might  be  said  to  the  contrary.     He 
believed,  that  no  Member  of  the  Cabinet 
would  support  that  Bill ;  and  he  drew  his 
inference  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  that  night.     It  was  only 
a  fortnight  ago,  just  before  the  negotia- 
tions had  taken  place,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman    had    declared    war 
against  the  Goveruroent  solely  on  account 
of  their  intention  to  introduce  the  Co- 
ercion Bill.     The  words  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were,  ''  Now  is  our 
time  to  oppose  the  Government,  for  the 
House  of  Lords  are  ready  to  pour  down 
upon  them,  and  I  will  give  them  every 
support  in  my  power,  in  order  to  drive  the 
JMinisters  from  their  places."     He  believed 
he  had  stated  the  substance  of  the  hon. 
Member  correctly,  and  he  was  strengthen- 
ed in  that  belief  by  a  reference  to  the 
letter  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  addressed  to  the  people  of  Wexford. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  admitted 
his  correctness,  and  that  was  sufficient  for 
his  purpose.   With  regard  to  Church  pro- 
perty, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
that  night  said,  that  the  surplus  of  any 
fund  that  might  fall  in  ought  to  be  applied 
to  the   support  of   the  Catholic  clergy. 
Now,  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  questioned  on  this  very  point  by  a 
Committee  of  that    House  in   the  year 
1825,  before  the  Catholic  Emancipation 
Bill  was  passed,  he  stated  that  one  of  the 
principal   objections  entertained   against 
that  measure  by  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land arose  from  the  fears  which  they  en- 
tertained, that  the  Catholics,  if  emanci- 


pated, would  endeavour  to  effect  the  ap« 
propriation  of  the  property  of  the  Church 
to  the  purposes  of  the  State.  And  when 
he  was  further  asked  if  the  Catholic 
Priesthood  were  desirous  of  obtaining  any 
part  of  the  Church  property,  he  replied* 
that  he  never  heard  them  express  such  a 
wish.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  then  asked,  if  he  meant  his  observa- 
tion to  apply  to  tithes  also :  he  distinctly 
answered  that  the  Catholic  Clergy  would 
not  accept  of  any  portion  of  the  property 
of  the  Church ;  and  he  added,  that  the 
Catholics  generally  objected  to  any  such 
appropriation.  He,  however,  did  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  the  incon- 
sistencies of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, but  to  caution  the  House  against 
being  deluded  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
— to  vote  a  sum  of  money  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  which  they  could  never 
expect  to  have  repaid — for  the  purpose, 
*  too,  of  preventing  the  extinguishment  of 
tithes  by  means  of  redemption ;  and, 
above  all,  that  they  should  not  be  imposed 
upon  by  professions  of  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters of  their  readiness  to  spoliate 
Church  property  —  professions  obviously 
used  to  catch  votes  on  that  occasion, 
when  the  question  of  appropriation  waa 
not  fairly  raised  by  the  Government-— 
which  question  they  had  not  the  manli* 
ness  to  raise  fairly,  and  to  a  contest  upon 
which  he  boldly  defied  the  Ministers^* 
conscious,  as  he  was,  that  they  would 
have  an  overwhelming  majority  in  that 
House,  but  still  confident  that  the  sound 
feeling  of  the  people  of  England,  as  well 
as  every  principle  of  truth  and  justicCi 
would  be  opposed  to  them. 

Mr.  Gisborne  said,  that  when  this  mea- 
sure was  first  brought  forward,  and  he 
was  called  on  to  vindicate  the  right  of 
property  in  tithes,  leaving  the  ques- 
tion of  appropriation,  on  which  it  waa 
intimated  the  Cabinet  differed,  unsettled, 
he  certainly  hesitated  as  to  his  vote ;  but 
he  now  considered  the  case  changed* 
Since  the  recent  change  in  the  Cabinet, 
the  case  stood  on  very  different  grounds. 
The  ministerial  appointments  had  given 
the  utmost  satisfaction,  and  the  real  ques- 
tion was,  whether  they  should  quarrel  with 
people  who  were  travelling  the  same  road 
with  them,  because  they  did  not  travel 
fast  enough  for  their  wishes,  and  throw 
themselves  into  the  arms  of  those  who 
wished  to  travel  in  an  opposite  direction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  woul4 
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in  vain  hold  out  his  blandishments  to  you 
about  what  he  pleased  to  call  the  gener- 
ous party  with  whom  he  acted.  Toryism 
has,  indeed,  hidden  its  diminished  head 
in  that  House ;  it  held  a  higher  attitude 
in  the  House  adjoining;  but  if  they 
wished  to  see  tt  in  its  genuine  purity 
and  spirit,  let  them  seek  it  at  Oxford. 
There  the  child  was  6rst  cradled,  nor  did 
he  doubt  that  its  cradle  would  prove  the 
dying  bed  of  its  decrepitude.  The  fact 
was,  that  whatever  disguise  it  might  put 
on,  Toryism  was  as  insolent,  overbearing, 
and  unteachable,  as  it  ever  was,  and  so  it 
would  ever  continue  to  be.  It  had  been 
said,  tiiat  Ministers  had  not  raised  the 
question  fairly,  but  he  really  thought  that 
had  not  the  question  of  appropriation 
beeh  raised,  they  would  not  have  heard 
so  vehement  an  opposition  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  the  generous  party  with 
whom  he  was  connected.  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  talked  of  the  difficulty  of 
finding  the  Church  property  of  Ireland 
under  any  of  the  thimbles.  Let  him  have 
the  management  of  them,  and  they  should 
find  it  under  the  thimble  of  the  Crown. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  argued, 
that  the  principle  in  this  case  was  totally 
new,  that  the  main  and  chief  principle  of 
the  former  Bill  was  removed  from  tliis 
Bill — namely,  that  of  redemption.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  power  of  redemption  was  a  valu- 
able part  of  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped,  that 
that  power,  though  it  might  be  postponed, 
would  not  ultimately  be  done  away  with. 
He  agreed  in  the  opinion  that,  though 
the  great  object  should  be  to  have  the 
power  of  the  redemption  of  tithes,  yet 
that  tithes  should  be  no  longer  known. 
Though  he  agreed  in  this  great  principle, 
he  must  add,  that  it  would  be  unpalatable 
should  so  large  a  sum  of  money  be  invested 
in  land,  and  he  wanted  to  know  what  was 
the  absolute  necessity  of  investing  the 
whole  amount  in  land.  Surely,  there 
were  other  securities  to  be  found — in  the 
public  funds,  and  elsewhere  in  the  State  ! 
But  'the  Church  was  never  satisfied  ;  it 
had  always  stood  in  its  own  light.  He 
hesitated  not  to  say,  that  the  difficulties 
of  the  tithe  question  would  never  have 
existed  but  for  the  tenacity  with  which 
the  Church  had  adhered  to  certain  opin- 
ions in  reference  to  this  subject.  She 
had  thrown  every  impediment  in  the  way. 
At  the  time  of  the  war,  when  every  body 
was  anxious  to  avail  himself  of  any  facili-  | 


ties  which  were  given  to  the  redemptioa 
of  tithes,  the  Church  stuck  doggedly  to  t 
certain  principle,  like  tome  stupid  lelbv, 
who  was  always  afraid  of  being  injared  by 
a  bargain.     Had  this  not  been  the  case, 
he  thought  that  tithea  would  have  beta 
redeemed,  and  they  would   not  have  had 
the  present  difficult  question  to  dispute 
about.     He  did  not  know*  howefv,  why 
it  should  be  assumed  as  a  fact«  that  the 
Church  would   not  take  any   thing  bot 
land,  nor  could  he  imagine  whv  the  seen- 
rity  of  the  State  was  not  deenaed  sufficieoL 
Then  they  were  called  upon   to  make  up 
the  deficiency   out  of  the   Consolidated 
Fund.      He  was  willing  to    adopt  that 
course,  but  he  woutd  not  attempt  to  de« 
ceive  the  House,  or  depart   from   those 
principles  which  he  had  always  advocated; 
and  he  begged  to  assure  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  that  he  never  would  cease 
to  endeavour  to  repay  the  amount  to  the 
Consolidated   Fund  out  of  the  reveouei 
of  the  Irish  Church.     He  was  willing  to 
go  as  far  as  he  could  at  the  present  mo- 
ment.    He  took   this  resolution,   not  as 
comprehending  that  which  was  saiisfac- 
tory,  but  because  it  was  all  he  could  get. 
He  spoke  thus  openly  in  order  that  no 
man  might  hereafter  say,   that  he  took 
away  this   money   without  stating  what 
were  his  ulterior  objects.     It  was  on  th/'i 
ground  that  he  should  vote  on  the  present 
occasion,  and  he  would  endeavour  to  psj 
for  the  lay  tithes  upon  this  principle ;  for 
it  was  only  because  they  were  applicable 
in  a  certain  way  that  they  were  not  put 
into  one  boat  with  ecclesiastical   titbes. 
He  would  say,  that  the  Church  should  re- 
lieve them  from  the  difficulty   in  which 
they  were  placed,  and  it  would  be  for  them 
to   make  up  the  amount  for  lay  tithes. 
The   hon.    member    for   Middlesex   had 
moved  an  Amendment,  which  Amendment 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
persist  in.     But  he  had  never  yet  heard 
a  Motion  made  with  respect  to  Ireland,  to 
which  he  should  not  have  liked  to  have 
proposed  an  Amendment.     For  his  own 
part,  he  felt  very  much  disposed  to  move, 
that  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
his   Majesty,   praying  that  his    Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  never  to  make 
another  Irish  Bishop ;   that  his  Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  withdraw 
a  whole  regiment   from    Ireland  on  the 
death    of    every   existing    Bishop;    ^^y 
that  on    the    death  of  every   Dean,  h'* 
Majesty  would  withdraw  a  battalion  of  il^ 
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tirmy.  If  this  advice  were  followed,  be 
verily  believed,  that  it  would  be  found  that 
Ireland  would  be  more  sat]s6ed  than  ever 
she  had  been.  This  was  the  Amendment 
which  he  should  like  to  move.  [**  Move, 
move  /*']  He  would  not  move  his  Amend- 
ment, and  he  said  so  as  an  inducement  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  to  follow 
his  example.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Oentlc- 
xnan  would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and 
allow  them  to  have  a  concurrent  vote. 
With  respect  to  what  the  further  intentions 
of  the  Government  might  be,  they  might 
feel  justified  in  observing  some  reservation 
on  this  point ;  but  he  was  witling  to  sup- 
port his  Majesty's  Government,  of  whom 
he  believed  the  great  majority  of  the  House 
had  a  high  opinion — and  recent  events 
had  shown  clearly  what  were  the  feelings 
of  those  who  supported  liberal  measures 
oat  of  doors.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would,  by  its  vote, ^strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Government,  and  the  faster  and  the 
safer  Ministers  would  then  be  enabled  to 
go  on  the  road  the  great  majority  of  the 
nation  wished. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  that  there  was  a  very 
important  difference  belween  the  Resolu- 
tion and  the  Amendment ;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gisborne)  was,  in  con- 
sistency, bound  to  support  the  latter.    He 
had    condemned    the   exclusive   applica- 
tion of  the  surplus   Perpetuity  Fund    to 
the  deficit  on  the   Ecclesiastical   tithes. 
The  resolution  did  confine  the  application 
of  the  surplus  Perpetuity  Fund  to  the  Ec- 
clesiastical deficit,  and  expressly  excluded 
lay  tithes.  The  Amendment  corrected  that 
defect.     He  did  not  desire  to  throw  any 
vexatious  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  Go- 
vernment where  they  had  manifested  the 
least  disposition  to  take  a  single  step  to- 
wards justice  to  Ireland;  but  he  could  not 
avoid  remonstrating  with  them  on  their 
perverse,  their  weak,  adherence  to  the  doc- 
trine that  the  Perpetuity  Fund  was  to  be 
only  applicable  to  Church  purposes.     The 
Resolution  charged  the  entire  deficit  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  they  reim- 
bursed that  fund  as  far  as  Ecclesiastical 
tithes  only  were  concerned  out  of  the  sur- 
plus Perpetuity  Fund.     Apply  it  to  the 
deficit  of  lay  tithes,  and  then  they  had 
at  once  the  recognition  of  the  great  prin- 
ciple of  disappropriation  from  theChurr.h. 
The  147th  Clause  originally  provided,  that 
the  surplus  fund  should  be  applied  to  such 
purposes  as  Parliament  should  think  pro- 
per.    That  claust^  was  abandoned,  and  a 
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sacrifice  made  to  Churchmen.     Now  was 
the  time  to  re-assert  it,  instead  of  sticking 
to  the  Conservative  principle  that  Eccle- 
siastical possessions  were  to  be  applicable 
to  none  but  Ecclesiastical  interests.  Good 
God  !  Did  the  Government,  after  all  their 
declarations,  pertinaciously  adhere  in  prac- 
tice to  the  principle  which  they  were  told 
that  they  had  relinquished  ?     But  of  what 
avail  would  be  the  entreaties  of  men  dis- 
posed to  support  them  when  they  were 
right,  and  when  they  were  not,  would  be 
excited  by  the  taunts,  the  contumelious 
jeering, of  their  Conservative  antagonists? 
The  member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
reproached  them  with  their  pusillanimity ; 
and  their  former  colleague,  the  late  Secre- 
tary for  the   Colonies,    whose  insidious 
friendship  was  worse  than  open  hostility, 
had  poured  out  all  his  acerbities  upon  his 
associates.     It  was  not  a  little  surprising, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat  be- 
side him  in  such  interesting  juxtapositioa 
— the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
had  contented  himself  with  nodding  assent 
to  all   that  was  said  by  his  right  hon. 
Associate,  and  had  not,  since  his  deser- 
tion  of  the  Ministers  broken  a  silence, 
which  might  be  judicious,  but  was  remark- 
able.   There  they  were  together,  a  sort  of 
Parliamentary  Gemini,  shedding  their  ra- 
diance in  Conservative  splendour  over  the 
fortunes  of  Toryism,  and  intimating  pros- 
perous serenity  to  those  who  had  hitherto 
held  the  way  in  the  midst  of  clouds  and 
storms.    The  ex-Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
had  already  spoken  three  times,  explained 
his  motives,  and  poured  forth  his  amiable 
emotions  ;  but  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty had  remained  profoundly  silent. 
Was  it  that  it  would  have  been  super- 
fluous in  him  to  have  spoken,  and  that  all 
that  he  could  say  or  feel  had  been  ade- 
quately expressed  by  his  brother  in  resig- 
nation ?     What !  had  the  ex-Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  proved  a  faithful  Representa- 
tive, not  only  of  his  opinions,  but  of  his 
sensibilities,  and  expressed  all  his  tender 
recollection  of  his  old  oflficial  friendship 
and   formal  political   associations?      He 
should  address  a   word  or  two   to  both 
those  hon.  Gentlemen,   and   have  done. 
How   could   they  reconcile  their  former 
conduct  with  their  present  virulent  oppo- 
sition to  Government?     When  they  voted 
for  Reform,  and  supported  it  with  great 
vehemence,  and  resorted  to  such  means  to 
effect  it,  did  they  not  foresee  that  the  Re- 
form of  the  Church  must  be  the  result  ? 
2Q 
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Did  they  look  before  them  ?  They  did  not 
want  warning  at  least.  The  member  for 
Tamworth  again  and  again  exclaimed, 
that  the  downfall  of  the  Church  would 
inevitably  follow  what  he  called  their 
revolutionary  innovations.  How  could 
they  think,  that  the  democracy  of  Ire- 
land could  be  so  strengthened,  and  the 
Orange  ascendancy  laid  prostrate,  with- 
out producing  the  consequences  that  were 
passing  before  them?  Again,  let  them 
look  at  their  own  measures.  Did  they  not 
upset  the  very  cradle  of  Protestantism 
when  fhey  destroyed  the  Kildarc<place 
Society  ?  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(the  Secretary  for  the  Colonics)  remember 
how  he  was  reviled  and  reproached  by  the 
men  who  now  joined  him  in  the  Church 
cry  ?  "  You  are  robbing  us,"  they  ex- 
claimed, "  of  the  Bible."  He  despised 
the  Bible  shout,  and  those  whom  he  had 
abandoned  might  hold  in  equal  scorn  the 
efforts  which  were  made  to  arouse  the  reli- 
gious passions  of  the  English  people. 
Those  endeavours  had  failed.  Not  a  pe- 
tition came  from  England  to  this  House  in 
favour  of  the  abuses  of  the  Irish  Estab- 
lishment. Look  at  Finsbury  I  They  might 
laugh  at  the  mention  of  Finsbury;  but 
who  was  the  Conservative  candidate  ?  The 
man  who  went  with  the  member  for  Dover 
on  his  celebrated  hackney-coach  expedi- 
tion to  Windsor  to  petition  the  late 
King  against  Catholic  Emancipation. 
This  was  the  individual  set  up  on  High 
Church  principles,  and  his  discomfiture 
was  not  a  little  ominous  of  public  senti- 
ment. But  to  return  to  the  two  right 
hon.  Gentlemen.  Did  they  not  vote  for 
the  abolition  of  ten  Irish  Bishoprics  ?  Did 
they  not  vote  for  the  suspension  of  Protest- 
ant incumbency  in  every  parish  where 
divine  service  had  not  been  performed  for 
three  years?  Was  there  no  principle  in- 
volved in  that  measure  ?  Was  it  not  an 
admission,  that  the  extent  of  the  Protest- 
ant population  was  to  be  taken  into  ac- 
count in  a  parish  ?  Why  not,  then,  in 
an  entire  country  ?  The  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  exclaimed  against  a  reduction  of 
forty  per  cent.  He  himself  supported  a 
Bill  reducing:  the  Church-property  twenty 
per  cent.  Then  it  was  only  a  question  of 
degree.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
that  it  was  monstrous  to  charge  the  deficit 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Did  he  not 
support  the  proposition  for  abolishing 
English  Church-rates,  and  substituting  a 
charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  ?    Thus 


hit  whole  conduct  was  a  litsue  of  incos* 
sistencies.  Let  the  Government  bid  hm 
and  his  confederates  defiance.  Some  one 
had  said:  "  Now  is  the  thne  for  the  Lords." 
His  answer  would  be,  **  Now  is  the  time 
for  the  Commons  and  the  Englnh  people." 
Nothing  but  a  little  vigour  on  tlie  part  of 
the  Government  was  reqaisite  to  eosore 
their  stability.  The  Conservatives  did  oot 
dare  to  take  oflBce.  ["  Hear,'*  from  the 
Opposition  Benches.']  Wherefore,  ihco, 
did  they  not  accept  it  ?  The  Lords  were 
with  them;  and  the  Secretary  for  the  Co- 
lonies made  a  significant  reference  to  an 
illustrious  person  on  a  former  occasioo. 
Yet,  with  all  their  vaunting,  they  did  oot 
venture  to  stretch  the  hand  to  that  which 
was  within  their  reach.  Why?  Becan« 
they  knew  that  England  was  against  then), 
and  that  the  weakness,  indecision,  ami 
vacillation  of  the  Government  afibrded 
them  their  only  chance. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  there  were  two 
principles  involved  in  the  question  under 
discussion.     The  first  was,  that  the  pobk 
should   be  called  upon   to   contribute  a 
certain  sum  to  make  up  the  deficiencr 
which  would  arise  from  the  ndoption  of 
the  change  to  the  Irish  land  proprietofs. 
There  was,  in  short,  to  be  an  absolate 
charge  of  60,000/.  on  the  public  puree, 
the  payment  of  which  there  was  not  ibe 
smallest  ground  to  hope.     To  that  he 
decidedly  objected.  But  there  was  another 
principle    involved    in    the     Resolution. 
That  principle  was,  that  by  way  of  pro- 
viding a  partial    compensation    to  the 
public  revenue  for  the  amount  it  was  to 
contribute,  the  fund  which,  by  a  solemn 
Act  of  Parliament*  passed  only  so  far  back 
as  the  Session  of  1833,  was  esteblisbed 
and  set  apart  for  purposes  of  a  stricilT 
moral  and  religious  character,  was  in  the 
Session  of  1 834  to  be  shamefully  violated, 
and  made  applicable  to  purposes  of  so 
entirely  secular  nature.    The  adoption  oi 
such  a  principle  could  not  but  tend  to 
shake  all  confidence  in  the  decision  of  b's 
Majesty's  Government,  and  of  the  Legis- 
lature ;   and  if  no  other  Member  raised 
his  voice  to  protest  aeainst  and  denounce 
it,  it  should   meet  with    his  unqualified 
condemnation.     He  objected  to  the  t*^ 
principles  on  which  the  Resolution  w^^j 
based  ;  but  on  a  still  more  decided  ground 
he  objected  to  the  Resolution  it«elf,  namely, 
because  it  tended  to  throw  much  greater 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  final  sett/c- 
ment  of  the  diflScult  question  of  tithes 
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than  the  measure  which  was  brought 
in  by  his  Majesty's  GorernmeDt  in  Febru- 
ary last.  The  measure  then  introduced 
by  the  present  Government  proceeded  on 
the  true  principle — ^it  was  in  conformity 
Avith  all  preceding  measures  on  the  subject 
of  tithe,  and  was  intended  to  do  that 
"which  constituted  the  only  security  for 
the  Established  Church,  and  the  permanent 
tranquillity  of  Ireland;  at  least,  after  the 
course  which  had  been  taken,  after  the 
omissions  to  enforce  the  law,  and  after 
the  violation  of  all  authority  in  that  coun- 
try— the  only  course,  he  repealed,  which 
was  left  for  the  Legislature  to  adopt  was, 
to  encourage  the  redemption  cf  tithes. 
He  thought  that  had  been  the  object  of 
his  Majesty's  Government.  Their  rallying 
cry  last  year  had  been  the  extinction  of 
tithes,  and,  in  February,  accordingly,  they 
introduced  a  measure  which  contemplated 
their  extinction  by  means  of  redemption. 
But  they  now  departed  from  that  principle, 
and  were  going  to  make  tithe  a  permanent 
charge  in  Ireland  under  the  name  of  a 
rent.  Why^  what  distinction  was  there  ? 
In  point  of  fact,  they  borrowed  the  plan 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the 
member  for  the  City  of  Dublin ;  and  having 
stolen  his  child,  like  other  plagiarists, 
as  Sheridan  said,  they  attempted  so  to  dis- 
figure it,  as  to  make  it  impossible  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself  to 
recognize  his  own  production.  And  how 
well  they  had  succeeded  !  They  had  been 
kicking,  and  hacking,  and  cutting  the  un- 
fortunate bantling  which  had  been  pro- 
duced only  a  few  weeks  since,  so  that  in 
point  of  fact  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man could  not  be  made  to  own  it.  But 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  said,  *'  Pay  this  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  do  not  refuse  to 
provide  future  peace  and  tranquillity  for 
Ireland  by  refusing  the  paltry  sum  of 
60,000/."  Now,  undoubtedly,  if  the  noble 
Lord  thought  it  would  lead  to  the  security 
and  tranquillity  of  that  country,  he  was 
warranted  in  asking  for  the  vote ;  but 
what  shadow  of  argument  had  he  brought 
forward  to  satisfy  the  House,  that  if  he 
fastened  a  permanent  rent-charge  on  Ire- 
land, which  the  landlord  was  to  pay,  there 
would,  as  the  necessary  consequence,  be 
permanent  peace  and  satisfaction  there? 
Of  all  vulgar  arts  of  Government,  that  of 
solving  every  difficulty  which  might  arise 
by  thrusting  the  hand  into  the  public 
purse  was  the  most  delusory  and  con- | 


tempttble.  It  had  in  all  times  been  con- 
sidered the  symptom  of  decay  in  Govern- 
ment, when  they  had  neither  the  manli- 
ness to  enforce  the  law,  nor  the  cour- 
age to  stand  on  ancient  rights.  One 
year  they  proposed  60,000/.,  another 
1,000,000/.,  and  a  third  59,000/.;  and 
their  language  was,  ''  Advance  us  this  for 
the  sake  of  peace ;"  but,  as  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said,  they  called  **  Peace, 
peace,"  when  there«  was  no  peace.  If 
they  would  consent  to  redemption,  there 
might  be  a  chance  of  peace ;  and  he  would 
address  himself  to  that  part  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gis- 
borne)  had  said,  the  Tories  called  for  re- 
demption. Not  at  all ;  the  Whigs  called 
for  it,— up  to  the  present  hour  what  they 
demanded  was  redemption.  The  course 
pursued  by  his  Majesty's  Government 
was  most  complicated  and  unintelligible. 
First,  a  Commission  was  appointed  to 
value  the  land  ;  then  the  tithes  were  to  be 
sold  for  four-fifths  of  their  amount;  then 
a  charge  was  to  be  made  on  the  land ; 
then  remuneration  was  to  be  granted  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  then  the  de- 
ficiency was  to  be  made  good  out  of  the 
public  purse.  The  whole  object  seemed 
to  be,  to  complicate  and  delude.  Instead 
of  an  open  and  intelligible  Bill  of  three 
clauses,  they  had  a  complicated  and  un- 
intelligible Bill  of  fifty  clauses.  But 
why  had  they  changed  their  views  with 
respect  to  redemption?  He  did  not 
compare  the  present  opinions  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  on  this  subject 
with  the  opinions  of  the  Tories  ;  he  did 
not  compare  them  with  their  opinions  at 
former  and  distant  periods ;  but  he  merely 
compared  their  opinions  this  year  with 
their  opinions  last  year.  He  asked,  what 
were  the  new  circumstances  which  had 
occasioned  their  change  of  determination 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  redemption  ? 
Evidence  was  strong  and  conclusive  in 
favour  of  redemption.  He  would  not  ad- 
vert to  the  evidence  of  any  high  Church- 
man or  of  any  Tory,  for  he  knew  that 
that  would  be  far  from  satisfactory  to  his 
Majesty's  Government.  But  there  was 
Archbishop  Whately :  he  must  be  in  full 
possession  of  the  confidence  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  he  was  a  member  of 
the  Poor-laws'  Commission;  he  was  a 
member  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission, 
His  Majesty's  Government  must  consider 
him  a  high  authority ;  and  he  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  therefore  confidently  referred  to 
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Archbishop  Whatelj*!  tentimoDj  to  the 
«upf fieri ly  of  redemption  to  a  rent-charge. 
To  his  evidence  was  to  be  added  that  of 
the  Lord  Li^Qtennnf,  that  of  Mr.  Blake 
(an  indtvidital  in  whom  the  Govern oient 
had  ^reut  confidence),  and  that  of  the 
Mart|n<*its  of  Lanidown.  All  were  in 
fit V (Mir  of  redemption  ;  all  were  in  favour 
of  seciirinp^  tithe  as  soon  as  it  was  possible 
to  do  so.  by  providing^  a  system  of  redemp* 
tion.  Tli:it  was  the  true  principit*.  But 
while  the  Bill  of  February  hist  racililuted 
that  object,  the  present  Bill  did  directly 
the  reverse,  and  postponed,  indelinitcly, 
all  Ipuiptaiions  to  redemption.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said,  that  the  question 
simply  was,  whether  or  not  the  whole 
of  this  money  should  be  invested  in  the 
put  chase  of  land.  That  whs  not  the 
question.  They  might  sanction  the  re> 
(i<Mnption  of  tithe  without  necessarily  im- 
plying, that  the  redemption -money  should 
be  invested  in  land.  Land  was  no  doubt 
preferable  as  an  investment,  because  it 
gave  additional  security :  but  it  did  not 
necessarily  follow,  that  the  investment  in 
land  wotdd  conclude  for  ever  the  question 
of  the  Church  revenues.  That  question 
oii;;ht  to  tie  now  and  for  ever  decided  in 
favour  of  their  inviolability,  and  the  noble 
Ixiid  expressly  denied  that  the  application 
of  the  redemption-money  to  land  neces- 
sarily determined  the  question.  Then 
why  had  the  noble  Lord  abandoned  the 
principle  of  redemption  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr,  Gisborne)  said,  *'  Why  do 
yoti  not  deliver  over  the  redemption  tu 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  applying  the  money  to  the  Ciiurch?" 
Would  the  hon.  Gentleman  consent  to 
that  propo$tal  ?  Would  he  consent  to  the 
proposal,  that  the  land-tax  or  rent-charge 
should  be  redeemed  by  the  landed  proprie- 
tors of  Ireland,  and  that  the  money  should 
be  vcHod  in  an  Ecclesiastical  Corporation, 
sirirtly  to  be  applied  to  the  purposes  of 
the  Establishment?  If  he  were  not  pre- 
pared to  say  so,  he  should  not  say,  that 
the  redemption  of  the  rent-charge  neces- 
sarily implied  that  it  should  be  vested  in 
land.  He  thought  the  House  was  of  one 
opinion  on  that  principle.  They  differed 
materially  as  to  the  integrity  of  Church 
property;  but  he  thought  there  was  no 
dispute  on  the  other  point.  He  heard  with 
pleasure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Air.  O'(Jonnell),  on  a  former  occasion, 
putting  forward  a  principle  of  much  im- 
parlance, and  in  the  truth  aud  justice  of 


which  he  most  cordially  af;reed — that  to 
whomsoever    Church- property  belooged, 
and    whatever    control    the    LegisbtuR 
might  have  over  it,  at  ail  events  llie  laodfd 
proprietor  had  no  right  to  it  whatever. 
The  Government  had  moved  Reaolutioro 
to  that  effect — could  they  now  evade  thetn  ? 
They  had  all  agreed  on  that  po«nt ;  they  bad 
claimed  for  Parliament  tlie  right  to  make 
a  diH*erent  appropriation  ;  trat  et  the  saoie 
time,   they   admitted,   that  the  laudJoid 
should  pay  the  full  amount — that  it  had  s 
right  to  exact  from  him  the  full  value  of 
the  tithe,  making  a  reasonable  deduction 
for  the  expenses  of  collection  ?     If  thst 
were  the  case — if  it  did  not  belong  to  tbe 
landlord,  on  what  principle  could  iheya&k 
the  people  of  Cnvjand  to  make  this  pav- 
ment  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fond  ?  Oo 
what  principle  was  it  that  this  forty  per 
cent  was  to  be  given  to  th«   landlord^ 
He  thout^ht  the   first  principle   was,  to 
secure  the  property  of  the  Church,  and 
then  afterwards  to  consider  to  what  objects 
it  should  be  a{»pUed ;  but  if  the  first  object 
were  to  secure  the  property  of  the  Estab* 
lishment,  would  Government  be  prepared 
to  enforce   thut  principle  in    November 
next?     If  they  admitted  the   principle, 
why  not  facilitate  it  by  adopting  redenap- 
lion  in  preference  to  a  rent-charge  ?    The 
noble   Lortl,  and  those  who  acted  with 
him,  had  taken  on  the  present  occasion  a 
course    wholly    inconsistent     with     thst 
which  they  pursued  on  a  former  occasioo. 
His  Majesty's  Government  were  constantly 
demanding,  that  the  House  and  the  public 
should  have  confidence  in  Uiem  :  but  liov 
was  confidence  to   be   reposed   in    that 
Ministry  which,  within  a  few  months,  «ss 
found  to  support  two  propositions  dia* 
mcirically  opposed  to  each  other  ?  It  was 
by  acts,  not  words,  that  confidence  was 
won.  Where  were  the  acts  which  entitled 
the  present  Government  to  expect  it  ?  Ip 
the  present  state  of  tithes  in  Ireland,  il 
was  possible  for  the  Government  to  have 
taken  one  of  tiiree  courses.     Firstlyi  ^^ 
was  possible  for  them  to  contend  for  the 
perfect  inviolability  of  Church  property, 
consenting  to  distribute  it  differently,  if 
necessary,  for  ecclesiastical  purposes.  That 
was  the  course  which  he,  and  those  who 
were  with  him,  would  wish  to  see  adopted. 
Secondly,  they  might  have  stated  distinctly 
and  fairly  thut,  after  making  every  possible 
inquiry,  they  thought  tlve  Establishment 
in  Ireland  was  too  amply  provided  ^^r, 
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Ihe  present,  ought  to  take  place.  Such 
was  the  course  suggested  by  tlie  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex.  Tlie  third  course, 
— and  it  was  the  one  he  thought  would  have 
been  selected  by  the  Government, — was,  to 
itave  stated,  that  they  were  not  in  a 
situation  to  form  a  correct  opinion,  and 
tiiat  they  would  forbear  making  up  their 
minds  on  the  subject  until  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  of  Inquiry  was  before 
them.  Such,  perhaps,  would  have  been 
the  most  fitting  course  they  could,  under 
all  circumstances,  have  adopted,  because, 
as  was  truly  observed  by  the  right  hon. 
member  for  Cambridge  a  few  evenings 
ago,  it  would  savour  somewhut  of  an  Irish 
course  of  proceeding,  if,  immediately  after 
sending  out  a  Commission  of  Inquiry, 
they  proceeded  to  legislate  upon  the  sub- 
ject to  which  that  inquiry  was  to  be 
directed,  without  having  the  result  before 
them.  What,  however,  was  the  exlra- 
ordtnary  course  taken  by  the  Government? 
The  noble  Lord,  on  behalf  of  himself  and 
colleagues,  declared,  that  he  was  perfectly 
ready  to  meet  the  question — that  he  was 
perfectly  ready  to  act  on  the  principle  of 
the  147th  clause  in  the  Bill  of  last  Session. 
What!  the  noble  Lord,  who  only  three 
nights  since  declared  he  was  not  certain 
whether  there  was  likely  to  be  any  surplus 
fund  whatever  arising  from  the  reduction 
of  the  Irish  Church  Establishment,  but, 
should  it  turn  out  there  was  a  surplus, 
that  it  should  be  applied  to  purposes  of  a 
stricttly  moral  and  religious  chiuacler — 
could  it  be,  that  thut  same  noble  Lord  was 
the  person  who  declared  himself  ready, 
nothing  new  having  occurred  since  his 
former  declaration,  to  sanction  the  ptin- 
riple  of  the  147th  clau.se,  or  rather  of  a 
new  principle  going  far  beyond  it,  admit- 
ting tithes  as  Church- property,  and  yet 
sanctioning  their  application  to  a  com- 
pletely secular  purpose  ?  [Lord  Allhorp* 
No,  not  secular  purpose.]  Not  secular ! 
Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say,  that  to 
give  forty  per  cent  out  of  the  surplus  fund 
to  the  Irish  landlords,  was  not  applying  it 
to  a  secular  purpose  ?  Was  it  a  moral 
and  religious  purpose  ?  On  Monday  even- 
ing last,  the  noble  Lord  told  the  House 
he  was  not  sure  whether  there  would  be 
any  surplus  fund  whatever,  and  th.it, 
should  it  be  found  to  exist,  until  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commissioners  of  Inquiry  whs 
presented,  he  could  not  make  up  his  mind 
as  to  its  appropriation ;  and  yet,  three 
4ays  afterwards,  uninfluenced  by  the  taunt 


of  one  of  his  colleagues,  that  it  wciuld  he 
an  Irish  mode  of  dealing  with  the  <|uc.s. 
tion,  lirst  to  issue  a  Commission  of  luquiry, 
and  then,  before  that  inquiry  could  tuke 
place,  to  legislate   upon,  the   subject  to 
which    it  was  directed,  the   noble    Lord 
came  forth  and  declared  he  hiid  perfectly 
made  up  his  mind  as  to  the  course  ho 
would  adopt.     What  a  perfect  mockery 
was  all  this  proceeding!     Here  was  the 
Act  of  last  Session — the  noble  Lord  seem- 
ed desirous  to  throw  the  responsibility  of 
it  on  the  late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  ; 
but,  unfortunately  for  himself,  he  was  a 
consenting  party  to  it,  and,  moieovcr,  the 
head  of  the  Government  in  thai  lluuiie  at 
the  time  it  was  introduced.     It  was  the 
noble  Ix)rd  s  own  act ;  the   147lh  clause 
was  struck  out  of  it ;  and  the  assent  of 
another   branch   of  the    Legislature   was 
thereby  secured.     But  what  said  the  pre- 
amble ?  "  Whereas  the  number  of  Bishops 
in  Ireland  may  be  conveniently  dimiuisli- 
ed,  and  the  revenues  of  certain  of  the 
Bishoprics,  as  well  as  the  said  annual  tax, 
applied  to  the  building,  rebuilding,  and 
repairing   of  churches,  and  other   such 
like  ecclesiastical   purposes,   and   to  the 
augmentation  of  small  livings,  and  to  such 
other  purposes  as  may  conduce  to  the  ad* 
vancement  of  religion,  and  the  etiiricticy, 
permanency,  and  sUibilily  of  the  United 
Church  of  England   and   Ireland  ;**   and 
then  it  was  provided,  that  monies  should 
be  advuuced  for  building  churches,  arid 
etfccling  the  other  reciled  objects.     Well, 
that  Act  of  Parliament  pa6:>ed  in  18t>3, 
tithes  having  been  suspended  in  tlie  in- 
lerval;  and,  without  a  shilling  which  ihcy 
could  apply  for  the  advancement  of  re* 
iigiou,   the  very  first  act  which  Govern- 
ment  had  recourse   to  was,  to  lay   hold 
of  the  first  dawning  of  an  appearance 
of  a   fund,    and    appropriate   it   to   the 
Irish  landlords.     If  Government  Inid  pro- 
posed a  vote  of  Parliament  for  the  put- 
pose  of  redressing  the  wrongs  of  the  liish 
clergy,  if  they  had  then  sanctioned  the 
redemption  of  tilhe,  and  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  redemption  money  to  an  eccle- 
siastical corporation   for  the  purposes  of 
the  Church,  to  be  applied  in  the  purchase 
of  lands,   under  sucii  circumstances  and 
in  such   proportions  as  that  corporation 
siiould   think  fit,  not  forcing  the  money 
into    the    market,   but  purchasing  land 
gradually,  theie  might  have  been  some 
hope  left  of  maintaining  the  supremacy  of 
law  in  Irelandi  and  providing  for  the  inters 
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esta  of  the  Establtthed  Church  ;  but  while 
they  went  on  in  their  present  course,  vary- 
ing their  own  acts  from  day  to  day,  saying, 
on  the  first  day  of  a  week^  that  their  own 
mind  was  not  made  up  as  to  a  surplus, 
and  of  course  not  prepared  to  deal  with 
it;  that  if  such  a  fund  should  present 
itself,  it  should  be  limited  to  moral  and 
religious  purposes ;  and  on  the  last  day  of 
the  week,  without  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners, determining  the  existence  of  a 
surplus,  and  consenting  to  apply  it  to 
purposes  so  entirely  secular  as  to  make  up 
the  contributions  of  the  Irish  landlord. 
AVhile  they  pursued  such  a  course  they 
might,  no  doubt,  please  those  who  sought 
the  destruction  of  that  Church,  but  they 
would  never  attract  the  confidence  of  any 
sober-minded  body  worthy  to  exercise 
legislative  functions,  far  less  secure  peace 
and  tranquillity  in  Ireland.  He  could 
not  disguise  from  the  House  his  opinion, 
that  there  must  be  reasons  for  the  course 
which  Government  were  now  adopting, 
which  did  not  appear  on  the  face  of  this 
Bill.  They  were  not  now  agreed  as  to 
the  principle  of  appropriation.  As  he  said 
before,  in  his  conscience  he  believed  that 
the  late  Commission  had  been  appointed 
for  the  purposes  of  delusion.  The  noble 
Lord  had,  in  fact,  admitted  to-night,  that 
It  was  utterly  unnecessary  for  any  purpose. 
He  had  been  much  struck  by  an  express- 
ion of  the  noble  Lord  in  the  course  of  that 
evening,  when,  in  answer  to  an  observa- 
tion of  an  hon.  Member  to  the  effect  that 
the  Commission  was  an  abortion,  ill- 
begotten,  and  of  consequence  short-lived, 
he  replied,  that  it  had  gone  its  full-time. 
He  was  quite  disposed  to  believe  it  had 
gone  its  full  time.  It  had  answered  the 
temporary  purpose  for  which  it  was 
appointed,  ana  without  doubt  neither 
Parliament  nor  the  country  would  hear 
anything  more  about  it.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, the  people  of  England  would  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  its  appoint- 
ment offered  to  protest  against  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  it  issued.  He  hoped  that 
the  people  of  England  would  never  con- 
sent to  sever  the  principle  of  the  Irish 
Church  Establishment  from  that  of  Eng- 
land, and  that,  while  consenting  to  every 
proper  Reform  in  their  Church,  they  would 
irontend  for  its  inviolability ;  and  above  all 
that  they  would  strenuously,  at  the  same 
time  constitutionally,  protest  against  the 
appropriation  of  its  funds  to  purposes 
other  than  those  for  which  they   were 


originally  devised.     He  believed,  tluit  the 
cause  of  the  vacillation  which  Ministers 
had  shown  on  this  subject,  was  not  that 
they  preferred  the  present  system  to  that 
which  they  advocated  in  Febmaty,  1834, 
but  because  they  considered  it  more  Itkdj 
to  conciliate  the  votes  of  those  on  whose 
support  they  relied,  and  who  had  avowed 
their  enmity  to  the  Irish  Church.     Under 
what  circumstances,  during   the  recess, 
were  tbev  about  to  conduct  the  Govern- 
ment  ?     (le  could  not  but  smile,  when  he 
heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gisboroe) 
talk  of  the  United  Cabinet :  they  had  got 
rid  of  all  the  clogs  and  fetters  on  dse 
operations  of  Government ;  the  coarse  was 
now  quite  clear;  the  GoTemment   wsi 
unanimous ;  only  let  the  House  have  con- 
fidence   in  them;  and  then,  as  willing 
instruments,  they  would  run  all  lengths  in 
the  career  of  change.  There  were  no  socb 
things  as  Cabinet  Councils,  he  knew,  held 
in  Ireland;  but  he  should  veiymach  wish 
to  see  the  first  meeting  which  took  place 
there  between  the  three  Irish  ofiBcers,  tbe 
Lord  Lieutenant,  the  Lord    Chancellori 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Littleton).    The  first  question  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  be,  *•  Have  yon  brought  over  the 
redemption    clauses?"     Lord    Wellesley 
would  doubtless  moreover  say,  "  I  directed 
Anthony  Blake  in  1824  to  submit  to  Lord 
Liverpool  my  views  upon  the  evpediencj 
of  redeeming  tithes  by  the  purchase  of 
land,  and  surely  my  suggestions  have  not 
been  disregarded."     What,  then,  woald 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  say  to  the 
Commissioners  ?     His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  announced  to  the  House,  that 
they  could  not  proceed  a  single  step  with- 
out local  information,  without  minute  and 
detailed    local  inquiry;   and    then  they 
selected  Lord  Brougham  to  be  one  of  the 
Commissioners  for  conducting  that  in- 
quiry.    Now,  he  begged  to  know  if  Lord 
Brougham    ever,    in  the    course   of  his 
life,  had  been  in  Ireland  ?    Then  why,  he 
begged  to  know,  had  the  name  of  that 
noble  Lord  been  included  in  that  Commis* 
sion  ?     It  was  an  Irish  Commission,  re- 
quiring local  knowledge  of  Ireland ;  and 
yet  the  name  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
England  was  placed  upon  that  Commis- 
sion, and  the  name  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  omitted.     He  felt  it  the  more 
necessary  to  call  attention  to  that  circum- 
stance when  he  recollected  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  at  the  pretest  mo* 
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ment  held  the  Great  Seal  in  Ireland,  had 
for  many  years  been  a  Representative  of 
the  Dublin  University  in  that  House. 
Such  an  omission  could  not  fail  to  suggest 
to  hon.  Members  this  question : — Did 
Loid  Plunkett  support  or  disapprove  of 
the  measure  which  his  Majesty's  advisers 
had  thought  proper  to  adopt  in  reference 
to  the  Church  of  Ireland?  It  was  not  to  > 
be  supposed,  that  the  name  of  the  Lord  • 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  would  have  been  ' 
excluded  from  that  Commission  on  any  | 
other  ground  than  his  dissent  from  the 
principle  which  that  Motion  was  intended 
to  carry  into  efiect.  It  seemed,  that  there 
were  three  questions  under  the  considera- 
tion of  Government,  about  which  the 
United  Government  did  not  agree.  The 
first  and  the  chief  one  was  the  renewal  of 
the  Coercion  Bill.  Then  came  the  present 
question  ['*Hear"]  He  was  surprised  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  cheer  as  if  he  de- 
lighted in  that  which  was  a  reproach  to  a 
Cabinet  claiming  the  merit  of  being 
united.  This  was  Union  indeed.  [An 
hon.  Member:  The  Catholic  Question.] 
To  be  sure  these  differences  did  remind 
them  of  old  times ;  on  the  Catholic  Ques- 
tion there  was  a  difference  of  opinion ;  but 
then  it  was  acknowledged — it  was  openly 
avowed ;  and  they  inherited  their  lesson 
from  whom? — the  Government  of  1807. 
But  here,  on  every  practical  measure, 
Ministers  differed  one  with  another — on 
tl)e  question  of  the  reduction  of  Tithes — 
on  the  Church  Commission — on  the  Coer- 
cion Bill,  they  all  held  different  opinions, 
or,  at  all  events,  different  shades  of  opin- 
ion. There  were  three  Ministers  for  Ire- 
land— the  Lord  Lieutenant,  the  Chan^ 
cellor,  and  the  Secretary.  There  were 
three  measures — Tithes,  Church  Commis- 
sion,  Coercion  Bill ;  on  these  three  mea- 
sures these  three  men  all  held  different 
opinions,  and  yet    they  had  an    united 

•  Cabinet!  But  they  were  told  that,  within 
these  few  days,  all  things  had  been  set< 
tied;  that  they  formed  now  a  firm  and 
compact  body  agreed  on  principles — all 
bound  by  the  same  opinions.  He  did  not 
believe  it.  He  was  not  satisfied.  And  when 
he  looked  to  the  country — when  he  saw  the 

.  rights  of  property  delivered  over  in  Ireland 
to  a  Commission — when  he  saw  a  number 
of  Gentlemen  strolling  about  collecting  in- 

.  formation  as  to  the  relative  number  of  Ca- 
tholics and  Protestants — when  he  found 
rent-cbarges  proposed  as  a  substitute 
for  titbe»«*-wbeA  be  ww  the  priacipU  of 


redemption,  so  heartily  avowed  last  Session 
by  Ministers,  now  cast  heedlessly  to  the 
winds — there  was,  indeed,  a  prospect  pre- 
sented to  his  mind  much  better  calculated 
to  depress  and  alarm,  than  to  encourage 
and  support  it.  Without  the  least  hesita- 
tion, he  took  upon  himself  to  affirm  that, 
at  the  present  moment,  there  was  as  little 
chance  or  prospect  of  effecting  a  peaceable 
and  satisfactory  extinction  of  tithes  as  at 
any  period  within  his  recollection.  For 
those  reasons,  then,  he  should  vote  against 
the  measure.  He  should  also  vote  against 
it  as  most  improperly  interfering  with  the 
property  of  the  Church,  without  fairly 
meeting  the  question  of  appropriation. 
Lastly,  he  should  vote  against  it,  because 
he  thought  that  no  measure  of  that  or  any 
other  important  kind  could  be  success- 
fully carried  into  effect  in  the  hands  of 
any  but  a  united  Government,  and  least 
of  all  could  it  be  brought  into  full  opera- 
tion by  a  Government  having  recently 
sustained  such  a  loss  as  it  had  sustained 
in  the  persons  of  two  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  who  had  sacrificed  their 
offices  to  their  principles.  In  his  judgment, 
nothing  could  afford  a  more  striking  illus- 
tration than  the  present  condition  of  the 
Government  did  of  the  truth — that  a 
double-minded  Cabinet,  like  a  double- 
minded  man,  must  of  necessity  be  in- 
efficient and  unstable  in  all  its  operations. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
as  if  it  had  been  said,  that  he  had  taken 
upon  himself  all  the  responsibility  of  his 
right  hon.  friend's  measures.  He  had 
never  said  anything  of  the  sort.  He  had 
voted  for  these  measures,  but  tlieir  having 
failed  did  not,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  raise 
any  difficulty  sufficient  to  constitute  a 
reason  against  the  present  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  Church 
Temporalities'  Bill  of  last  year,  and  the 
present  measure  as  being  inconsistent 
with  each  other,  and  as  if  he  (Lord  Al- 
thorp) were  open  to  the  charge  of  incon- 
sistency in  giving  his  support  to  both.  To 
remove  the  slightest  possible  ground  for 
any  such  imputation,  he  had  last  Session 
anticipated  it  by  saying,  in  the  most  dis- 
tinct terms,  that  the  question  of  the  ap- 
propriation of  Churci) -property  was  not  in 
his  mind  to  be  affected  by  the  Church 
Temporalities*  Bill. 

Lord  John  Russell  sM,  that  throughout 
the  speech  which  the  House  had  just 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  he  had 
looked  moit  ^m^^iouslyy  but  be  had  looked 
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in  vain,  for  any  statement  of  the  principles 
upon  which  he  would  assert  the  rights  of 
property  in  reference  to  the  question  of 
tithes.  How  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
propose  to  collect  the  tithes  ?  And  sup- 
posing them  actually  collected,  he  had 
given  no  intimation  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  he  thought  they  ought  to  be  appro- 
priated. 

Sir  Robert  Pee/ had  no  reluctance  to 
state  that  he  should,  in  the  first  place, 
desire  to  see  the  law  carried  into  full  force; 
and  to  this  extent,  he  concurred  with  the 
noble  Lords,  that  he  would  direct  the  force 
of  the  Government  in  order  to  elTect  tiie 
collection  of  tithes ;  the  proceeds  of  it, 
however,  he  should  desire  to  see  applied 
solely  to  the  purposes  of  the  Church.  He 
would  go  with  them  in  collection,  but  he 
objected  to  their  mode  of  appropriation. 

Lord  John  Russell  resumed:  Then  it 
was  clear,  that  the  course  of  policy  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  adopt  was 
the  same  as  theirs — he  would  do  as  they 
did — he  would  apply  the  force  of  the 
Crown  to  the  collection  of  the  tithes  in 
Ireland,  laying  down  as  a  principle  the 
inviolability  of  Church  property.  But  let 
it  not  be  forgotten,  that  they  had  expressly 
reserved  the  question  of  appropriation  on 
the  Church  Temporalities*  Bill,  and  that 
they  were  guilty  of  no  inconsistency  what- 
ever in  the  course  which  they  were  then 
about  to  take.  Did  the  House  suppose, 
that  it  would  be  practicable  for  them  to 
accomplish  the  work  of  collection,  if  now 
and  for  the  future  the  principle  of  appro- 
priation were  to  be  left  out  of  view? 
Amongst  the  difficulties  with  wliich  they 
bad  to  contend  was  this — that  the  tithe 
was  to  be  collected  from  a  great  number  of 
petty  occupiers  in  three-pences,  and  two- 
pences,  and  pence,  and  half-pence ;  be- 
sides that,  they  would  have  to  contend 
against  the  religious  feelings  of  the  people. 
"VVhat  was  desirable,  therefore,  was  not  a 
measure  of  nominal  relief  for  the  people ; 
but  one  that  would  relieve  them  imme- 
diately and  permanently.  This  was  the 
difficulty  in  bringing  forward  an  altered 
measure  which  Ministers  had  to  get  over. 
They  wished  to  shorten  the  time  of  collec- 
tion, and  to  introduce  some  measure  of  a 
permanent  nature.  The  measure  of  his 
right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Stanley)  was  in- 
tended to  extinguish  tithes  finally,  but  it 
would  not  put  an  end  to  them  at  present. 
The  present  measure  had  an  advantage 
over  that  of  his  right  hon.  frieod,    The 


advantage  now  given  was,  that  the  land- 
lords who  would  come  forward  voluuiarity 
before  the  year  1836,  would  have  an  ad- 
vantage of  twenty  to  forty  per  cent^  aod 
in  this  way  the  odious  couimutation  would 
be  got  rid  of.  Whatever  the  right  hem. 
Gentleman  might  say,  a  rent-chaige  was 
as  different  as  possible  from  a  tithe  com- 
position. If  the  landlord  did  not  come 
forward,  there  would  be  no  sacrifice*  The 
payment  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
would  be  sufficient,  and  it  would  have  the 
good  effect  of  preventing  collision  and 
bloodshed.  Though  they  sliould  be 
obliged  to  pay  60,000/.  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund — a  sum  far  greater  than  be 
believed  Government  would  be  obliged  to 
pay — still  he  thought  that  was  not  too 
much  to  ensure  the  paciBcation  of  Ire- 
land for  many  years.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  why  the  plan  of  re- 
demption had  been  abandoned.  His  an- 
swer was,  that  it  was  not  abandoned. 
The  Government  and  even  he  was  a 
party  in  bringing  in  a  measure  for  the 
redemption  of  tithes  in  part.  But  when 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House*  it  had  been 
construed  both  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  the  University  of  Dublin,  and 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Tip- 
perary  as  concluding  the  question  of  ap- 
propriation, and  for  ever  to  Church  pur- 
poses. It  was  impossible,  therefore,  to 
carry  on  the  clauses  of  that  Bill  if  they 
cpuld  be  by  different  persons  construed 
into  that  sense.  For  that  reason  it  was 
necessary  to  postpone  those  clauses,  and 
to  abandon  that  portion  of  the  Bill.  After 
the  question  of  the  Perpetuity  Fund,  he 
would  come  to  what  was  to  be  charged 
upon  the  landlords.  Parliament  last  year 
thought  this  fund  ought  to  be  appro- 
priated to  Church  purposes.  But  the  de- 
cision of  Parliament  was  not  to  be  per- 
petual. He  would,  in  a  word,  sum  up  the 
principle  u|x>n  which  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment proceeded  in  the  matter :  it  was, 
that  they  had  not,  and  would  not  affirm 
the  application  in  perpetuity  of  all  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  to  the  purposes  to 
which  they  were  at  the  present  moment 
applied.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  of  the  Cabinet  as  a  disunited  one. 
He  begged  to  inform  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, though  he  had  ventured  on  the 
assertion,  that  he  had  not  proved  the  fact. 
He  had  failed  in  his  object — the  Cabinet 
was  not  disunited,  whatever  hopes  might 
have  beea  indulged  on  the  lubject.    On 
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that  and  on  every  subject,  without  an  ex-  | 
ception,  which  had  reference  to  Ireland, 
there  was  not  a  shnde  of  a  difference  of 
opinion  in  his  Majesty's  Government. 
They  had  appointed  a  Commission, throngii 
the  agency  of  which  they  should  obtain 
facts — positive  facts,  and  not  mere  opin- 
ions— as  to  tlie  real  state  of  the  Protest- 
ant Church  in  Ireland,  and  the  Protest- 
ant and  Catholic  population  ;  that  Com- 
mission, he  begged  to  say,  was  nota  recent 
thought,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed 
to  say;  and  never,  in  his  whole  life,  was 
he  more  astonished  than  when  he  heard 
the  assertion,  that  it  was  so.  He  would 
maintain  his  already  expressed  opinion^ 
that  on  a  subject  like  this,  to  legislate 
effectually,  they  must  know  their  ground 
— they  must  proceed  upon  facts.  Sure 
was  he,  indeed,  that  if  they  had  not  pro> 
posed  this  Commission — if  they  had  pro- 
ceeded at  once  to  legislation,  without  in- 
stituting proper  inquiries — without  having 
undeniable  data  on  which  to  work — they 
should  have  been  very  soon  met  from  a 
certain  quarter  of  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  with  the  argument  that  inquiry 
should  be  first  entered  on,  and  with  the 
taunt  why  had  it  not  been  entered  upon. 
They  would  have  heard  some  very  fine 
sentences  indeed  in  the  indignant  tone 
of  reprobation  —  such  as  they  had  had 
a  specimen  of  that  night,  about  sacrilege, 
and  so  on.  But  he  would  not  be  caught 
in  that  trap.  He  would  not  be  induced, 
by  the  taunts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  go  forward  and  discuss  a  question, 
which,  when  it  came  properly  before  them, 
he  would  never  shrink  from.  He  was  sure 
the  facts  would  be  all  before  them  without 
any  very  great  loss  of  time,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  wise  to  go  more  into  the  subject 
till  that  was  the  case.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  tauntmgly  of  certain 
Members  of  the  Government  not  being 
of  the  same  mind  on  one  or  two  matters. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  supposi- 
tions, it  was  not  in  his  power  to  correct ; 
but  this  he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, that  he  could  have  conjecture  only 
for  bis  authority.  But,  supposing  it  other- 
wise, should  the  right  hon.  Baronet  be 
the  one  above  all  others  to  tell  them  of  it? 
Did  he  not  belong  to  a  Cabinet  where 
there  was  openly  a  difference  of  opinion 
on  the  most  vital  subject  of  the  period  ? 
When  in  that  House,  Secretary  answered 
Secretary,  and  Minister  voted  against  Mi- 
nister?   And  what  was  the  end  of  that 


disunion?  Was  it  not  ended  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  himself  coming  down  to  that 
House,  and  stating  that  his  opinions  were 
not  changed  ;  but  that  such  was  the  state 
of  disunion  which  the  question  had  wrought 
in  the  Cabinet  and  the  Parliament,  that 
there  was  no  hope  for  the  peace  of  Ireland, 
but  by  an  ample  measure  of  concession  and 
justice.  Supposing  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet and  others  who  acted  with  him 
came  into  power  and  determined  on  main- 
taining the  present  appropriation  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Irish  Church,  what  would 
he  the  result  ?  They  might,  perhaps,  by 
good  luck  and  management,  keep  their 
places  for  two  or  three  uneasy  Sessions — 
they  might,  with  almost  averted  eyes, 
get  through  two  or  three  cruel  and  bloody 
winters — they  might  see  insurrection  in 
one  point — misery  and  despair  in  another 
— they  might  for  a  time  keep  down  the 
people  of  Ireland,  goaded  into  a  state  of 
wild  religious  fanaticism.  But  could  this 
last? — could  they  hope  for  any  length  of 
time  to  maintain  a  Government  whose 
acts  were  contrary  to  every  maxim  of 
reason,  of  policy,  and  of  justice  ?  Could 
they — would  they-^do  this  merely  in  the 
hope  of  making  the  Irish  a  religious  peo- 
ple according  to  their  own  tenets?  Would 
they  have  religion  instilled  into  them  by 
troops  of  dragoons  and  heaps  of  Exche- 
quer processes.  [Cheering ^  and  cries  of 
"  No,  no"]  He  said  yes.  He  repeated 
it,  such  was  their  object.  Oh  !  to  be 
sure  ;  they  did  not  oblige  any  man  to  at- 
tend a  place  of  worship,  if  he  dissented 
from  their  religion ;  but  why,  then,  he 
asked,  if  such  was  not  their  object  sooner 
or  later—  why  keep  up  the  Church  at  its 
present  size,  but  in  the  belief  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  would  one  day  or  other 
be  brought  to  their  faith  ?  Then  he  was 
not  wrong  in  saying,  that  if  they  were  in 
power,  and  attempted  to  keep  up  the 
Irish  Church  as  at  present,  there  would 
be  one  endless  scene  of  warfare  and  of 
bloodshed,  and  after  two  or  three  years 
of  vain  attempts  in  maintaining  their 
system,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  again 
have  to  come  down  to  that  House,  and 
say :  **My  opinions  are  unchanged.  But  the 
truth  must  be  told-^our  course  of  policy 
is  hateful  to  suffering  Ireland — intolerable 
to  indignant  England.  You,  Gentlemen 
from  Oxford  and  other  places,  must  re- 
nounce the  opinions  you  have  hitherto 
acted  upon,  and  join  in  giving  effect  to 
a  measure  of  concession  and  justice  m 
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large  and  as  ample  as  that  which  was 
wruDg  from  ns  some  years  back  by  the 
Catholic  portion  of  our  countrymen/' 
Feeling  pereaaded,  that  this  would  have 
been  the  course  of  those  who  now  opposed 
the  Government,  he  thought  it  the  better 
and  wiser  way  to  undertake  this  question 
at  present.  If  Gentlemen  chose  to  say 
that  the  Resolution  involved  spoliation,  in- 
volved sacrilege,  he  would  not  now  dis- 
pute the  point  with  them.  It  was  not 
his  opinion.  He  thought,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  by  agreeing  to  this  Bill,  they 
were  laying  the  foundation  of  what  had 
not  been  hitherto  effected — that  was  a 
permanent  commutation  of  tithes ;  and  he 
did  hope,  that  in  the  course  of  the  next 
year,  they  would  settle  that  other  more 
difficult  question  of  the  appropriation  of 
tithes  ? 

Mr.  Christmas  would  not  object  to  the 
new  fund,  though  he  preferred  the  redemp-^ 
tion  of  tithes.  The  first  Bill  had  not  ren- 
dered this  absolutely  necessary.  He  thought 
the  Perpetuity  Fund  might  be  applied  to 
it,  though  he  objected  to  any  part  of  it 
being  charged  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund.     He  should  vote  against  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Charles  A.  Walker  was  anxious  to 
support  the  Government  in  the  present  in- 
stance, as  this  measure  showed  that  they 
wished  to  make  concessions,  and  to  intro- 
duce improvements.  He  thought  it  was 
necessary  to  allow  a  just  and  fair  compens- 
ation to  the  landlords  for  the  burthens 
they  were  to  take  upon  themselves.  Upon 
this  ground,  he  should  support  the  Go- 
vernment as  far  as  they  went. 

Mr.  Hodges  wished  Ministers  would 
not  delay  bringing  in  a  measure  to  corre- 
spond with  their  declarations  respecting 
appropriation.  It  was  not,  therefore,  on 
account  of  the  approximation  of  this  Bill 
to  the  principle  of  the  147th  clause,  that 
he  should  be  obliged  to  vote  against  them. 
What  he  objected  to  was  the  grant  of  a 
sum  of  money  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  If  he  thought  it  would  tranquil- 
lize Ireland,  no  man  would  be  more  ready 
to  grant  it  than  he  should  be ;  but  could 
any  one  suppose  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin  or  his  friends  would, 
directly  or  indirectly,  give  a  pledge  not  to 
agitate  the  Repeal  of  the  Union  ?  It  was 
▼ain  to  expect  tranquillity  in  Ireland  till 
legal  provision  was  made  there  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor. 

Mr.  EUice  said,  that  if  he  thought  the 

propoiitioD  now  before  the  House  wai  to 


have  the  effect  of  taking  money  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fond,  to  tpply  it  to  the 
uses  of  Irish  landlords,  he  would  joiit  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  in  oppostog 
it.  He  wislied  to  explain  what  the  pro* 
position  before  the  House  was.  Aocotd- 
ing  to  the  original  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
twenty  per  cent  was  to  be  deducted  from 
what  ought  properly  to  be  the  rent*charge 
compolsorily  imposed  upon  the  Irish  land- 
lord. This  deduction  of  twenty  per  cent 
was  to  be  for  him  an  inducement  to  under- 
take the  voluntary  payment  of  that  rent- 
charge.  That  albwance  would  be  made 
to  him  when  that  great  good  was  effected 
for  the  public,  of  absolutely  relieving  the 
occupying  tenant  from  the  burthen  of 
tithes.  He  could  not  conceal  from  him- 
self the  increased  danger  which  accom- 
panied every  renewed  attempt  to  force  this 
wretched  payment  from  the  peasantry  of 
Ireland.  Gentlemen  pretended  to  compare 
the  condition  of  the  Church  in  Ireland 
with  the  condition  of  the  Church  in  Eng- 
land, and  the  condition  of  the  Irish  with 
that  of  the  English  payers  of  tithes;  but 
he  asked  now,  as  he  had  before  asked,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  debate  so  often  referred 
to,  would  any  county  in  England  have 
submitted  for  one  year  to  the  10,000  tithe 
processes  which  had  issued  out  of  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Courts  of  Ireland  ?  He  asked 
Gentlemen  whether  any  English  coonty 
would,  for  half  the  time  Ireland  had, 
have  endured  these  grievances — have  sub- 
mitted to  see  poor  cottiers,  labourers,  de- 
pendent upon  the  rates,  processed  for 
these  miserable  three-pences  and  four- 
pences.  It  was  to  put  an  end  to  this  sys- 
tem that  the  Government  now  stepped 
forward.  ["JVoT]  Whether  right  or 
wrong,  that  was  the  honest  intention  of 
Ministers.  He  was  willing  to  take  the 
risk  of  non-repayment  of  this  advance  for 
the  certain  good  it  would  produce,  for  it 
must  be  always  borne  in  mind  that  not  one 
shilling  would  be  paid  to  the  landlords^ 
without  previously  obtaining  the  advan- 
tage of  relieving  the  Irish  tenant  from  this 
burthen. 

Mr.  Oaulbum  had  but  one  observation 
to  make.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Ellice)  he  (Mr.  Goulburn)  was  sure  had 
made  the  observations  which  he  had  just 
addressed  to  the  House  in  ignorance.  He 
(Mr.  Goulburn)  thought  the  House  should 
understand  the  error  committed  by  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman  who   had  called 

upon  the  Houte  to  sapport  this  Motioa^ 
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because  it  was  to  relieve  the  cottier 
tenants  from  the  payment  of  tithes.  But 
he  must  inform  the  House,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  nothing  of  the  kind 
would  be  attained  by  the  Bill.  The 
tenants  who  held  no  leases  had  already 
been  relieved  from  the  payment  of  tithes 
by  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  He 
repeated,  where  there  was  no  lease,  the 
occupying  tenant  was  relieved  from  the 
burthen  of  tithes,  which  was  thrown  on 
the  landlord.  So  much,  indeed,  had  been 
done  under  this  Bill,  that  the  right  hon. 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland  said,  that  in  one 
district  alone  the  number  of  tithe-payers 
had  )>een  reduced  by  its  operation  from 
17,000  to  9,000.  Those  of  the  cottiers 
who  had  leases  would  get  no  relief  what- 
ever under  this  Bill.  The  landlord  would 
have  to  pay  the  rent-charges  to  be  sub«- 
stituted  for  the  land-tax,  but  he  would 
have  the  power  of  exacting  an  amount 
equal  to  what  he  paid  from  his  tenants. 
If  he  understood  the  Bill,  the  landlord 
had  the  power  of  recovering  in  the  shape 
of  rent,  if  not  in  the  shape  of  tithes,  a  sum 
equal  to  the  limited  amount  he  paid  to  the 
public.  It  Mras,  therefore,  a  false  and 
delusive  statement,  to  say  that  the  Bill 
would  relieve  the  cottier  tenant  from  the 
burthen  of  tithes. 

Mr.  EUice  thought,  that  he  perfectly 
understood  the  Bill  when  he  rose  before, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
nothing  which  induced  him  to  alter  his 
opinion.  He  (Mr.  Ellice)  had  said,  that 
the  money  would  be  advanced  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  to  make  his  allowance 
to  the  landlord  if  he  accepted  the  volun- 
tary rent-charge,  and  one  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  was  to  make  an  allowance  to 
the  tenant  proportionate  to  the  bonus 
made  to  the  landlord.  A  landlord  could 
only  recover  the  same  amount  from  the 
tenant  that  he  paid  himself,  and  this  would 
be  a  great  advantage  to  the  occupiers  of 
the  soil.  The  fact  was,  that  in  cases  of 
voluntary  conversion  of  the  land-tax  into 
a  rent-charge,  there  would  be  a  reduction 
equivalent  to  two-fifths  of  the  amount  of 
tithe. 

Mr.  Oaulbum  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  statement  essen- 
tially and  entirely  different  from  his 
previous  statement.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated,  that  this  plan  would  get  rid 
of  a  system  under  which  10,000  processes 
for  tithes  oould  be  served  on  the  peasantry 


of  a  single  county.  Now,  the  fact  was, 
that  the  number  of  processes  would 
remain  the  same,  so  far  as  they  were  not 
reduced  by  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Stanley). 

Mr.  O'Reilly  said,  that  as  he  had  given 
notice  of  a  Motion  with  a  view  lo  afford 
relief  to  the  cottier  tenantry,  he  felt  called 
upon  to  stand  up,  and  contradict  in  par* 
liamentary  language,  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  member  for  Cambridge, 
that  this  measure  would  confer  no  benefit 
on  the  Irish  peasant.  He  (Mr.  O'Reilly^ 
admitted,  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough, 
but  for  what  it  did  he  thanked  the  Govern- 
ment. He  intended  in  Committee  to  move, 
that  the  peasantry  be  exempted  from  the 
payment  of  tithes  altogether. 

Mr.  Littleton  was  anxious  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reply*  His  right  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Stanley),  if  he  woula  allow  him  (Mr. 
Littleton)  to  call  him  so,  in  the  course  of 
what  he  (Mr.  Littleton)  must  call  any- 
thing but  a  temperate  and  mild  speech — 
had  chosen  to  describe  him  (Mr.  Littleton) 
as  a  thimble-rig  player,  in  consequence  of 
the  changes  that  he  had  made  in  the 
clauses  of  that  Bill.  It  certainly  appeared 
to  him  that  such  observations  were  a  little 
extraordinary,  coming  as  they  did  from 
the  greatest  master  of  legerdemain  that 
had  ever  practised  on  the  Tithe  Law  of 
Ireland.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing that  could  in  any  way  be  offensive 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  from  the 
moment  that  he  took  up  the  tithe  question 
down  to  the  time  he  left  the  office  he  had 
now  the  honour  of  filling,  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  had  failed  in  his  attempts. 
No  individual  had  ever  made  more  attempts 
than  his  right  hon.  friend  to  efifect  a 
change  in  the  nature  of  tithe  property, 
and  no  person  had  ever  more  signally 
failed.  He  did  not  bring  this  forward  as 
a  matter  of  reproach  to  his  right  hon. 
friend,  for  he  had  supported  him  in  all 
the  propositions  that  had  been  brought 
forward  ;  and  if  his  right  hon.  friend  had 
failed,  he  shared  the  blame  for  the  error 
with  the  Government  and  the  House.  But 
he  felt  bound  to  state,  that  the  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made  by  his  right 
hon.  friend  came  with  a  bad  grace  from 
him  after  the  unsuccessful  attempts  ha 
had  himself  made.  After  all  the  honest 
and  able  efforts  of  his  right  hon.  friend, 
in  what  situation  did  the  property  of  the 
tithe-owner  stand  now  ?  Not  three  weeks 
bad  elapsed  since  be  (Mr«  Littleton)  ba4 
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had  a  bill  of  600/.  sent  into  his  office  for 
constructing  a  waggon  train  which  his 
right  hon.  friend  had  got  up  for  the 
purpose  of  transporting  rapidly  to  a  dis- 
tance  the  more  valuable  effects  of  the 
cottier  tenantry  who  were  in  arrears  for 
tithes.  •The  waggons  were  intended  to 
remove  the  property  of  the  cottiers  to  re- 
mote parts  of  the  country,  where  it  could 
be  disposed  of  without  difficulty.  He  (Mr. 
Littleton)  did  not  blame  his  right  hon. 
friend  for  adopting  this  very  ingenious 
plan  ;  but  after  he  had  done  so,  the  ob- 
servations wliich  he  had  addressed  to  the 
House  came  with  an  exceedingly  bad 
grace  from  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Shaw)  on  this  as  on  former  occasions 
indulged  in  predictions  with  respect  to 
this  description  of  property ;  but  he  was 
satisfied,  that  the  predictions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
would  be  fulfilled  with  the  same  degree  of 
success  as  his  former  ones.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  told  them  last 
year,  that  the  clergy  would  never  sacrifice 
their  rights,  and  that,  notwithstanding 
the  state  of  distress  they  were  in,  they 
would  not  pollute  their  fingers  with  ac- 
cepting  a  smgle  farthing  of  the  money 
to  be  advanced.  Notwithstanding  this 
prediction,  not  a  month,  ay,  not  a  week, 
had  elapsed  after  notice  had  been  given, 
that  applications  would  be  attended  to, 
than  the  Castle  Yard  of  Dublin  was 
darkened  by  the  blackcoats  of  the  con- 
stituents of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man coming  forward  to  put  in  claims  for  an 
advance  of  money.  He  did  not  yield  to  any 
man  in  respect  for  the  clergy  of  Ireland. 
He  believed  that  they  were  as  exemplary  a 
body  as  the  English  clergy,  and  no  one  could 
entertain  more  sincere  feelings  of  sym- 
pathy for  the  sufferings  they  had  been 
exposed  to  than  he  did.  When  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  those  who 
acted  with  him  blamed  the  Government 
for  the  course  they  had  taken,  let  them 
consider  the  state  of  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  at  the  present  moment. 
Let  them  look  to  the  situation  in  which 
many  clergymen  in  the  West  and  South 
of  Ireland  were  placed  in  consequence  of 
their  not  having  availed  themselves  of  the 
grant  last  year.  He  would  allude  to  a 
case  that  had  recently  come  before  him  as 
illustrative  of  the  state  of  things  he  had 
alluded  to.  He  would  not  mention  the 
name  of  the  clQivyniACy  but  he  residea  in 


the  South  of  Ireland,  and  iir  consequence 
of  being  unable  to  collect  his  tithes,  tbey 
accumulated  to  the  amount  of  2,900/. 
He  had  then  a  large  military  and  police 
force  at  his  disposal  to  assist  him  in  the 
collection  of  his  tithes,  and  notwithstand* 
ing  all  their  exertions  their  attempts  were 
unsuccessful.  He  found  that  it  was  use- 
less to  employ  this  force  by  day,  as  tlie 
peasantry  watched  them  constantly,  and 
long  before  the  soldiers  could  come  up  to 
make  a  seizure  the  cattle  was  driven  on  to 
a  distance.  The  plan  was  then  adopted 
of  sending  out  this  force  by  night,  bat  a« 
every  Irish  peasant  kept  a  dog  an  alarm 
was  given  on  the  sound  of  the  horses'  feet 
being  heard  at  a  distance.  The  coese* 
quence  was,  that  the  cattle  were  either 
driven  off",  or  into,  the  houses  of  the  people, 
where  the  law  would  not  allow  them  to  be 
seized.  This  clergyman  then  wrote  to  the 
Under-Secretary  to  the  Lord  IJeutenant, 
and  said,  that  notwithstanding  all  his  ex- 
ertions, out  of  2,900/.  owing  to  him  he 
had  not  been  able  to  recover  more  than 
71,  or  8/.  a-day,  and  therefore  requested 
an  increased  force,  that  it  miglit  be 
encamped  over  the  whole  property,  and 
stated,  that  this  was  the  only  means  of 
starving  the  cattle  off*.  [Mr.  OCanmfll: 
Five  lives  were  lost.]  He  recollected  that 
five  lives  had  been  lost  in  the  South  of 
Ireland  in  some  contest  respecting  tithes, 
but  he  was  unable  to  state,  whether  it  was 
or  was  not  at  this  place.  He  was  very  un*- 
willing  to  make  any  allusions  to  such  a  case 
as  this,  as  he  did  not  know  whether  such 
cases  might  not  operate  to  the  encourage* 
ment  of  that  spirit  of  passive  resistance 
which  had  prevailed  to  such  an  extent  in 
Ireland.  He  would  not  have  mentioned 
it  if  he  had  not  felt  that  it  was  a  duty  he 
owed  to  those  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
whom  he  believed  took  an  erroneous  view 
of  the  interests  of  their  country.  His 
right  hon .  friend  had  objected  to  abandon<- 
ing  the  redemption  of  tithes  by  investments 
in  land.  When  the  investment  was 
abandoned,  it  was  found  necessary  to 
abandon  the  form  of  redemption.  He 
found  also,  that  in  the  present  state  of  the 
money-market  it  was  impossible  to  make 
any  other  arrangement  than  that  which 
he  had  proposed.  He  did  not  concvr 
with  his  right  hon.  friend  in  the  opinion, 
that  investments  should  be  made  fur  the 
clergy  in  land.  He  thought  that  it  should 
be  avoided  if  possible ;  but  there  was  a 
strong  objection  in  this  c^w,   wm^ly^ 
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most  of  the  landlords  o)>jected  to  a  pro- 
vision of  this  nntare  being  made  for  the 
Church.  There  was  another  objection, 
that  it  would  give  a  strong  political  in- 
fluence to  the  clergy.  This,  however,  was 
not  so  strong  an  objection  if  they  could 
have  satisfied  the  landowner.  Flis  right 
hon.  friend  concludKl  his  able  speech,  for 
90  he(Mr.  Littleton)  must  undoubtedly  call 
it,  by  censuring  in  the  strongest  terms  the 
appointment  of  the  Commission.  No  one 
was  more  anxious  thati  himself  to  uphold 
the  Irish  Church,  and  to  adopt  such 
means  as  would  best  conduce  to  that  end ; 
but  he  was  sure  that  no  better  means 
could  be  devised  previous  to  their  pro- 
ceeding to  the  consideration  of  the  Irish 
Church  Question.  Many  of  those  who 
objected  to  the  Commission  did  so  for 
very  good  reasons,  as  they  knew  that  it 
would  produce  a  Report  which  would 
contain  facts  which  party  spirit  could  not 
stifle,  and  which  he  was  sure  would  so 
operate  on  the  honour  and  good  sense  of 
the  country  as  to  lead  to  some  important 
measures.  He  was  perfectly  satisfied  that 
the  Report  would  be  a  most  useful  manual 
for  the  people  of  England.  The  measure 
which  the  Government  would  submit  to 
Parliament  founded  on  the  Report  would, 
he  doubted  not,  be  successful  in  its  opera- 
tion. .On  the  subject  of  the  Commission,  he 
be^ed  leave  to  read  an  extract  from  a 
speech  made  by  his  right  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Stanley)  some  years  ago.  It  was  an  ex- 
tract from  the  first  speech  his  right  hon. 
friend-  made  in  that  House,  and  was  on 
the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hume,  in  1824,  for 
an  inquiry  into  the  Irish  Church,  "  He 
could  state,'*  said  his  right  hon.  friend, 
"  that  he  had  consulted  many  high  dig- 
nitaries of  the  Church,  and  they  were  of 
opinion,  that  an  investigation  should  take 
place  into — not  partial  or  narrow — the 
whole  question  of  the  political  and  moral 
relations  of  the  Church,  and  that  they 
should  be  clearly  brought  under  view.  Fie 
hoped  sincerely  that  such  an  inquiry  would 
take  place.  Some  Commission  should  o-o 
forth  to  view  with  its  own  eyes  impartially 
and  on  the  spot,  the  bearing  and  influence 
of  the  Church  Establishment  on  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  Ireland.*'  Such 
was  the  language  of  his  right  hon.  friend, 
and  the  Commission,  the  appointment  of 
which  had  been  censured  by  his  right  hon. 
friend  now  had  gone  forth.  There  was 
another  remark  which  he  wished  to  make, 
and^>  which  be  requested  the  attention  of 


the  right  hon.  member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  the  University  of  Dublin.  A 
paper  had  been  circulated  amongst  the 
clergy  of  Ireland,  and  he  believed  had 
emanated  from  this  country.  He  did 
not  know  whether  those  hon.  Members 
had  any  hand  in  drawing  up  this  paper, 
but  he  believed  that  it  spoke  their  senti- 
ments. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
proceeded  to  read  it.  It  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  clergy  of  Ireland  should  consider 
tvhether  they  would  consent  to  make  the 
Government  trustees  for  all  the  tithes  in 
Ireland,  or  whether  the  clergy  would  con- 
sent that  their  friends  in  that  House  should 
throw  out  the  Bill,  and  thus  leave  them  in 
the  possession  of  their  legal  and  just  claims 
to  the  full  amount.  [Mr.  Shaw :  I  have 
never  heard  of  or  read  the  paper.]  He 
did  not  charge  the  hon  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman with  being  the  author  of  it.  A 
communication  from  an  Irish  clergyman 
had  been  transmitted  to  him  on  the  sub* 
ject  of  this  letter,  an  extract  from  which  he 
would  read  to  the  House  : — "  I  received 
a  copy  of  a  circular  letter  to  the  clergy  of 
Ireland  from  the  Archdeacon  of  Dromore, 
and  emanating  from  our  friends  in  Eng- 
land. On  the  receipt  of  it,  I  consulted 
several  of  the  neighbouring  clergy  who 
were  unanimously  of  opinion,  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  interfere  to  prevent  the 
imposition  of  a  Land-tax,  for  if  that 
were  not  done,  the  clergy  would  be  left 
in  a  hopeless  situation."  His  fellow  clergy- 
men concurred  with  him  in  the  opinion, 
that  the  matter  should  be  left  to  the  wis- 
dom of  the  Government  and  Parliament. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  as  his  right  hon. 
friend  had  referred  to  some  official  inform- 
ation on  a  subject  affecting  himself  (Mr. 
Stanley)  he  felt  anxious  to  say  a  few 
words.  His  right  hon.  friend  had  said, 
that  he  had  recently  seen  a  Bill  for  con- 
structing waggons  for  the  removal  of  the 
more  valuable  property  of  the  cottier 
tenants  who  were  in  arrear  for  tithe.  He 
could  not  doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  had  some  information ;  and 
he  could  not  for  a  moment  suppose,  that 
his  right  lion,  friend  did  not  believe  the 
statement,  that  the  goods  of  some  cottiers 
had  been  removed  by  these  waggons.  Of 
course  his  right  hon.  friend  could  not 
make  such  a  statement  without  having 
inquired  into  the  facts.  It  was  true  that 
there  was  n  waggon-train  which  had  been 
employed  in  conveying  the  hay  and  cori) 
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of  those  who  were  well  able»  aod  who  re* 
fuied  to  pay  tithes,  to  a  place  of  safety. 
The  reason  they  were  employed  was,  that 
it  was  found  impossible  to  procure  carts  to 
carry  the  property  seized;  he  therefore 
directed,  as  was  his  duty,  that  the  Com* 
missariat  Department  should  furnish 
waggons  to  convey  the  seized  hay  and 
corn  from  the  lands  of  those  who  were 
able,  but  who  obsiinately  refused  to  pay 
tithes.  He  had  given  the  most  positive 
directions  that  in  no  case  should  they  be 
used  other  than  in  those  he  had  de- 
scribed ;  and  unless  his  right  hon.  friend 
knew  better,  and  could  speak  from  au- 
thority, he  did  not  believe,  that  in  any  one 
case  they  had  been  employed  in  the  re- 
moval of  furniture  from  the  cottages  of  the 
peasantry. 

Mr.  £t ///e/on  said,  that  he  merely  quoted 
the  information  communicated  to  him  from 
Dublin. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  Hume's 
Amendments-Ayes  72  ;  Noes  364  ;  Ma- 
jority 282. 

The  Committee  divided  again  on  the 
original  Resolution — Ayes  235;  Noes 
17] ;  Majority  64. 

Resolution  agreed  to.  The  ^House  re- 
sumed. 

List  of  the  Ayes  on  the ^rst  Division* 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Attwood,  T. 
fiainbhdse,  £.  T. 
Baines,  E. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bellew,  R.  M, 
Bish,  T. 
Blake,  M. 
Bowes,  J. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
BrothertOD,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
Curteis,  Capt. 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Davies,  Col. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Ewart,  W. 
FentoHy  J. 
Fitzsimon,  N. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Grattao,  II. 
Gronow,  R.  H. 
Guest,  J.  J. 
Gully,  J. 
Hall,  B. 
Handley,  Major 
Hawes,  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Humphrey,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 


Jacobs  E. 
Jervis,  J. 
Kennedy,  J. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Lynch,  H. 
Najrle,  Sir  R. 
O'Connell,  Daniel 
O'Connell,  Maurice 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
O'Connell,  John 
O'Connor,  Don. 
0*Dwyer,  A.  C. 
Palmer,  General 
Pease,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Potter,  R. 
Richards,  J. 
Rippon,  C. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roche,  W. 
Roche,  D. 
Romilly,  J. 
Russell,  C. 
Ruthven,  R. 
Ruthven,  K.  S. 
Rider,  T. 
Shaw,  R.  N. 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Slaveley,  J. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tooke,  W. 


Trelawney,  Sir  W.  S.  Wasou,  R. 

Turner,  \V.  Walkins,  L.  V. 

Vigors,  N.  A.  Wilks,  J. 

Vincent,  Sir  F.  Williams,  Colonel 
Wallace,  R.  tellek. 

Walter,  J.  Hume,  J. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday f  July  7,  1834. 

Mmvr«ft.3    BiiU.    Read  %  fint  time :— Insolvent  DebCori 
(Irdand)  t  (Courts  of  Equity. 

Pecitiom  picKated.  By  the  Duke  of  WaLUvonw,  LoH 
IluLLB,  the  BUhopof  Carlisi^  the  Duke  of  Bi;csiiro- 
HAM,  Lord  KicNVON,  the  Bbhop  of  Loin>oiv,  the  Earl  of 
llAmwooD,  and  Lord  Staadbsokb,  from  a  Numlier  of 
Pteoei,-^or  Pmteetkm  to  the  EiraMiihoit  Chinch.-^ 
the  Btthop  of  Lowooir  and  Lcxrd  Ksicyon,  ftooi  the 
Poulteron  of  London ;  and  ftom  the  Wedeyans  of  Bolton* 
le-Moor.—for  the  Belter  Obaenrance  of  the  Sabhath.— By 
the  Duke  of  Hamilton,  ftom  Arm,  fix  Proleetkw  to 
the  Chureb — By  the  Earl  of  Abinoook  and  the  Eaii  of 
IIabbwooo,  ftom  Placet  in  Beriuhlrc  and  Yoikdiire,— 
afaimt  the  Adminlon  of  Dlnenten  to  the  UoliwnitiMi 
alio  by  the  Bbhop  of  CAiU4aLB,  the  Duke  of  Bockl««> 
HAM,  the  Biabop  of  Ekbtib,  and  Lord  Kbntox,  from  a 
Number  of  Plaoei,— to  the  tame  ttke/L-^Bj  the  Earl  id 
DuBBAM«  and  I^rd  Dbnmam,  ftom  Dlnenten  at  Cartle 
Cary  and  St.  George's  in  the  Eas^  »od  other  Plaeei;«4B 
favour  of  the  Diisenten. 

Church  CoxmsaiOK  (Ibeland).]]  The 
Earl  of  Wicklow  presented  a  Petition,  very 
numerously  signed,  from  the  Protestant  in- 
habitants of  the  parish  of  KUbucar,  in  the 
county  of  Westmeath,  praying  for  the  re* 
vocation  of  the  Irish  Ecclesiastical  Cona« 
mission.  The  petitioners  declared,  that 
they  vienred  this  measure  with  deep  appre. 
hension,  and  that  the  whole  Protestant  pD« 
pulalion  of  Ireland  were  greatly  alarmed 
at  il.  They  were  the  more  astonished  at 
such  a  measure  having  been  adopted,  since 
it  had  been  stated  by  two  influential  Mem- 
bers of  his  Majesty's  Government  that 
opinions  were  divided  on  the  subject 

Earl  Grey  did  not  know  where  this  ia« 
formation  came  from,  but  of  this  he  was 
certain,  that  no  person  could,  consistently 
with  his  duty,  disclose  any  circumstances 
that  had  occurred  in  the  Cabinet.  A  com- 
munication had,  at  an  early  period,  been  re* 
ceived  from  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ire* 
land,  and  in  consequence  the  subject  had 
been  taken  into  consideration.  He  did  not 
mean  to  deny,  that  the  individuals  alluded 
to,  had  a  right  to  offer  objections  to  the 
step  proposed  to  be  taken,  if  they  thought 
proper ;  but  he  must  say,  that  it  was  ir- 
regular to  state  what  had  taken  place  in 
the  Cabinet. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  what 
he  had  said  in  explanation  on  a  former 
occasion,  in  consequence  of  what  fell 
from  his  noble  friend  opposite,  was  not 
stated  without  the  express  sanction  of  his 
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Sovereign.  In  cases  of  that  sort,  when 
the  honour  of  an  individual  vras  concerned, 
he  was  anxious  for  the  House  to  know 
that  he  had  not  stated  anything  without 
that  sanction.  In  consequence  of  de- 
spatches from  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, recommending  that  a  Commission 
should  issue,  the  subject  was  taken  into 
consideration,  and  from  that  time  till, he 
left  the  Cabinet,  he  heard  nothing  fur- 
ther about  it.  That,  he  believed,  was  ex. 
actly  what  took  place* 

Earl  Grey  said,  his  noble  friend's  decla. 
ration,  that  he  had  received  his  Majesty's 
permission  to  state  what  he  had  done, 
was  perfectly  correct;  but  as  he  had 
received  no  such  permission,  he  could  not, 
consistently  with  his  obligation  as  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  disclose  what  passed 
on  the  occasion  referred  to.  He  was 
sure,  that  his  noble  friend  meant  to 
state  correctly  what  had  happened,  and 
he  (Earl  Grey)  did  not  feel  it  necessary  to 
say  more  than  this— -namely,  that  the  ques- 
tion was,  at  a  very  early  period  indeed, 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
King's  Ministers,  despatches  having  been 
received  with  reference  to  the  subject 
from  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and 
it  was  again  taken  up,  and  most  ma. 
turely  considered,  before  the  measure  was 
decided  on. 

BusiNBss  OF  THE  H0U8E.]  Lord 
WhamcUffe  having  presented  a  petition 
from  the  Liverpool  Guardian  Society  for 
protection  to  trade,  took  the  opportunity  of 
adverting  to  the  state  of  the  public  business 
in  that  House.  They  had  now  arrived  at 
the  7th  of  July,  and,  as  yet,  very  little  had 
been  done.  He  had  hoped,  that  the  busi- 
ness would  have  been  so  managed  between 
the  two  Houses,  that  all  the  Bills  of  con. 
sequence  would  not  have  been  put  off  till  a 
period  which  rendered  it  quite  impossible 
to  proceed  with  them  in  that  deliberate 
manner  which  measures  of  importance  re- 
quired.  Very  many  important  questions 
were  yet  to  be  brought  under  their  consi- 
deration, and  now  they  had  arrived  at  the 
7th  of  July.  Any  one  of  the  subjects  to 
which  he  had  alluded  would  take  a  very 
considerable  time  to  deal  with  it  properly. 
In  that  House,  they  at  present  hod  the 
Poor-lawaT  Bill,  which  would  require  most 
laborious  investigation.  Then  there  were 
in  the  House  of  Commons  the  Irish  Tithes' 
Bill,  the  Church  Temporalities'  Bill,  the 
General  Registry  Bill,  the  Church-rates 
Bill,  the  Bill  relative  to  the  imprisonment 


for  debt,  and  several  Bills  for  altering  the 
Criminal  Law  of  the  country,  such  as  the 
Capital  Punishment  Bill,  and  the  Punish^^ 
ment  of  Death  Bill.  There  were  also  the 
Bill  for  the  Registration  of  Votes  and  the 
Bribery  Bill.  All  these  subjects  were  of 
sufficient  importance  to  call  for  the  most 
serious  consideration ;  and  yet,  at  so  late  a 
period,  how  would  it  be  in  their  Lordships 
potver  to  bestow  that  necessary  considera« 
tiou  on  them?  He  could,  for  his  own 
part,  see  nothing  in  the  mode  of  doing  bu- 
siness in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  to 
lead  him  to  believe  that  the  country  would 
be  satisfied  if  those  measures  were  passed 
without  due  notice  being  taken  of  them  in 
that  House.  That  several  of  these  mea- 
sures would  be  beneGcial,  he  did  not  mean 
to  deny ;  and  in  the  principle  of  some  of 
them  he  concurred;  but  he  hoped,  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  agree  to  one  of 
them  as  a  mere  matter  of  course,  and  he 
was  convinced,  that  if  this  House  did  its 
duty,  many  of  these  Bills  would  not  be 
passed  this  Session,  on  account  of  the  short- 
ness of  time.  With  respect  to  the  Poor- 
laws  Bill,  he  did  not  believe  there  was  one 
class  of  persons  in  the  country  who  pro- 
perly understood  it,  or  who  were  aware  of 
the  consequences  that  were  likely  to  arise 
from  it.  Should  these  measures  be  intro^ 
duced  this  Session,  he  should  be  obliged  to 
oppose  several  of  them,  on  account  of  the 
shortness  of  the  time  allowed  for  their  con- 
sideration. 

Earl  Grey  admitted,  that  the  measures 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord  were  very  im- 
portant It  must,  however,  be  confessed 
that  no  time  had  been  wasted  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  They  had  sat, 
throughout  the  Session,  from  12  o'clock  in 
the  morning  until  a  very  late  hour  at 
night ;  and  therefore  any  delay  that  had 
taken  place  was  not  to  be  imputed  to  them. 
Some  of  those  Bills  were  of  such  a  nature 
that  he  trusted  their  Lordships  would  pass 
them  in  the  present  Session,  and  more  par- 
ticularly that  of  which  it  would  be  his  duty 
to  propose  the  second  reading  to.morrow. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  the  country  was 
not  aware  of  the  principles  and  provisions 
of  that  Bill.  That  he  did  not  think  was 
the  case.  When  he  considered  the  time 
that  had  elapsed  since  the  Report  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners  was  laid  before 
Parliament — the  time  that  had  been  taken 
in  discussing  the  measure  in  another  place, 
and  the  constant  communication  of  those 
discussions  to  the  public — when  he  recol- 
lected that  no  pains  had  been  spared,  not 
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to  inform  the  public,  but  to  excite  the  feel« 
ings  and  prejudices  of  the  public  tigainst  the 
measure— when  he  considered  th(i«  difier- 
ent  points,  he  could  not  think,  that  the  pub- 
lic, and  particularly  that  portion  of  the  pub- 
lic who  were  most  seriously  interested  in 
the  Administration  of  the  Poor-laws,  were 
not  aware,  not  only  of  the  principles  and 
objects  of  the  Bill,  but  even  of  its  minute 
details.  With  respect  to  the  other  Bills, 
a  list  of  which  the  noble  Lord  had  given, 
he  felt  that  it  would  be  hardly  possible  to 
expect  some  of  them  to  be  passed  in  the 
present  Session.  Amongst  those  Bills 
there  were  two  for  effecting  alterations  in 
the  Criminal-law  of  the  country.  Those 
were  the  Capital  Punishments' Bill,  and 
the  Punishment  of  Death  Bill.  There  was 
also  a  Bill  granting  counsel  to  prisoners  in 
cases  of  felony,  and  also  a  Bill  for  altering 
the  law  with  respect  to  imprisonment  for 
debt.  Of  these  measures  he  did  not  wish 
to  give  any  opinion.  He  certably  was  not 
for  a  general  and  indiscriminate  rejection 
of  these  Bills ;  but  he  felt  that  they  were 
subjects  that  ought  to  be  extremely  well 
considered.  Alterations  of  so  important  a 
nature  ought  not  to  be  made  on  the  mere 
suggestions  of  individuals,  but  should  be 
founded  on  the  mature  judgment  of  persons 
competent  to  decide  on  their  propriety.  He 
therefore  should  wish,  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  those  Bills  should  lie  over  to  another 
Session.  There  was  another  reason  why 
it  would  be  desirable  to  defer  proceeding 
with  those  measures,  and  that  was  because, 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  necessary  before  such 
alterations  were  effected,  that  something 
should  be  done  with  respect  to  a  system  of 
secondary  punishments,  to  which  subject 
the  noble  Lord  had  already  turned  his  at. 
tention.  Till  some  particular  system  could 
be  laid  down  with  reference  to  secondary 
punishments,  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
that  such  alterations  should  lie  over.  There 
were,  however,  several  measures  of  very 
great  importance,  to  which  he  hoped  the 
House  would  pay  due  attention,  and  pass 
them  in  the  present  Session. 

The  Lord  ChaticeUor  said,  the  measures 
respecting  the  alteration  of  the  Criminal- 
law,  to  which  reference  had  been  made, 
were  unquestionably  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance. But  there  was  one  Bill,  which 
respected  imprisonment  for  debt,  that  it 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  impossible  for 
their  Lordships  to  pass  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion. Indeed,  he  doubted  whether  the 
other  House  could  agree  to  it  in  this  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament;    but   he  was  certain 


that  it  was  hopetea  to  expect  Aat  dietr 
Lordships  would  make  so  great  a  diaiifB 
in  the  law  without  very  mature  cooaidRfti 
tion.     At   the  same  time,  lie  thought  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  most  beneficial.  Hete 
he  begged  leave  to  state,  on  bdialf  of  his 
hon.   and    learned  friend   (the  Attaney 
General)  in  wliose  hands  the  measm%  was, 
and  in  answer  to  complaints  made  oat  of 
doors — in  answer  to  attacks  that  had  beea 
most  ignorantly  and  unnecessarily  launched 
at  him,  tlmt  his  hon.  ai^d  learned  friend 
could  not  possibly  have  brought  forwsfd 
this  Bill  one  day  sooner.     Those  who  hsd 
attacked  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  had 
gone  so  far  as  to  state,  that  though  at  the 
time  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  was  cot  of 
Parliament,  yet  lie  had  previously  ben  in 
Parliament  long  enough  to  have  carried 
the  Bill  half  a  dozen  times  over.    Now, 
how  stood  the  fact }     Parliament  met  on 
the  4th  of  February,  and  on  the  20th  bif 
hon.  and  learned  friend,  having  accepted 
the  situation  of  Attorney  General,'of  eouiK 
vacated  his  seat.      So  that,  according  to 
those  persons,  there  was  time  enough  be- 
tween the  4th  and  20th  of  February  to 
carry  a  measure  of  this  complicated  and 
difficult  nature.     He  had  introduced  it  the 
moment  he  had  taken  his  seat,  and  it  wai 
no  fault  of  his  that  the  measure  was  not 
more   forward.     As  to  the  Bills  relating 
to  the   alterations   in   the    Criminal-law, 
he  agreed  with  his   noble  friend,  that  it 
wa^  of  the  greatest  importance   that  the 
subject  should  be  taken  up  on  a  more  sys- 
tematic principle  than  had  heretofore  been 
the  case.     He  could  not  help  hopii^,  thst 
I  the   Criminal-law  Commissioners,  several 
of  whom  were  deeply  versed  in  this  matter, 
and  who  combined  sound  practical  know- 
ledge with  a  perfect  acquaintance  with 
jurisprudence,  would  have  their  attention 
drawn  to  this  subject  during  the  ensuing 
vacation,  and  that  before  the  next  Session 
of  Parliament  they  would  produce  a  Report 
with  reference  to  it.     In  that  Report  they 
would  be  able  to  direct  the  attention  of 
Parliament  to  those  changes  that  it  would 
be  proper  to  make,  as  well  as  to  those  points 
where  change  would  be  necessary.    This 
would  enable  Parliament  to  legislate  with 
much  better  effect     Wish  respect  to  any 
delay  which  had  taken  place  in  the  other 
House,  it  could  not  be  attributed  to  any  de- 
ficiency of  assiduity.     During  the  whole 
Session,  they  had  sat  in  the  mm-ning  from 
twelve  till  three ;  and  their  evening  sittings 
extended  frequently  till  four  or  five  o'clock 
the  ensuing  moniing.     For  his  own  .part, 


ready,  if 
not  with 
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he  did  not  know,  if  they  were  to  carry  the 
measure  to  which  allusion  had  been  more 
particularly  made,  how  they  could  possibly 
have  done  more  than  they  had  done.  This 
was  not  the  first  time  complaints  had  been 
made  similar  to  that  advanced  by  the  noble 
Lord.  Every  Session  since  he  had  sat 
there,  and  indeed  long  before  either  the 
noble  Locd  or  himself  had  a  seat  in  that 
House,  the  delay  of  business  had  been  a 
regular  source  of  complaint.  Indeed,  a 
late  noble  friend  of  his,  the  Duke  of  Nor. 
folk,  annually  made  a  complaint  on  the 
subject,  nearly  in  the  same  words  as  were 
used  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  standing  also 
in  nearly  the  same  place  which  the  noble 
Lord  now  occupied.  The  Woolsack  was 
at  that  time  occupied  by  Lord  Thurlow, 
and  when  the  noble  Duke  made  his  com- 
plaint it  was  generally  received  with  a  re- 
buke by  the  Ijord  Chancellor.  Lord  Thur- 
low said,  that  they  in  that  House  had  no 
right  to  know,  that  the  end  of  the  Session 
was  approaching.  That  was  a  matter  that 
concerned  the  Royal  breast  alone ;  and  he 
understood  from  his  noble  friend  near  him 
(Lord  Holland)  that  the  noble  Lord,  his 
predecessor  on  the  Woolsack,  had  upon  one 
occasion  called  the  noble  Duke,  to  order 
when  making  his  complaint.  Let,  there- 
fore, the  noble  Lord  who  now  complained 
congratulate  himself  that  he  lived  in  so 
mild  a  reign.  He  was  not  called  to  order ; 
he  was  suffered  to  make  his  remarks ;  and 
it  was  very  proper  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  do  so.  He  thought  that  what  was 
complained  of  was  a  great  evil,  because  in 
consequence  of  measures  being  introduced 
very  late  in  the  Session,  many  of  them  did 
not  receive  that  sifting  examination  which 
the  House  was  competent  to  bestow  on 
them. 

The  Duke  of  Cumberland  requested  to 
be  informed  as  to  the  cours3  intended  to  be 
taken  with  the  Non-Residence  and  Plurali- 
ties Bills. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  he  had 
formerly  stated,  that  if  he  found  that  a 
sufficient  opportunity  was  not  given  to  the 
clergy  in  the  country  to  understand  that 
Bill  which  more  immediatelv  affected  their 
interests  than  it  affected  the  interests  of  the 
right  reverend  Prelates  in  that  House — if 
he  found  that,  as  a  measure  of  justice 
towards  those  meritorious  and  laborious 


men,  the  working  clergy,  further  time 
should  be  given  them  for  examining  the 
details  of  the  measure — ^he  would  willingly 
afford  them  that  opportunity  by  letting  the 
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Bill  lie  over;  indeed,  he  was 
necessary,  to  take  that  course, 
respect  to  one  of  those  Bills,  as  had  been 
incorrectly  stated,  but  with  reference  to 
both  of  them,  for  it  would  be  absurd  to 
postpone  one  without  postponing  the 
other. 

Lord  Svffield  observed,  that  when  it  was 
known  that  crime  had  greatly  increased , 
and  when  the  Government  either  had  not 
the  opportunity  or  the  inclination  to  take 
up  the  subject  of  the  Criminal-law,  it  was 
a  little  too  much  to  sav,  that  no  individual 
in  either  House  of  Parliament  should  stand 
forward  to  effect  such  alterations  in  the  law 
as  the  public  safety  and  security  required. 
He  meant  not  to  impugn  the  conduct  of 
his  Majesty's  Government,  but  it  was  a 
little  too  much  to  say,  that  if  they  would 
not  do  that  which  was  right,  therefore  no 
one  else  should  do  it.  The  measure  that 
related  to  capital  punishment  had  been 
much  discussed  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Great  alterations  had  been  su^ested  in  it, 
some  of  them  by  a  Law  Officer  of  the 
Crown,  and  if  that  did  not  afibrd  a  reason 
why  Ministers  should  not  oppose  it  when 
it  came  into  that  House,  then  he  despaired 
of  finding  a  more  conclusive  one. 

The  subject  was  dropped. 

Suppression  of  Disturbancbs  (Ire- 
land).]] On  the  Order  of  the  Day  f6r 
going  into  a  Committee  on  the  Suppression 
of  Disturbances  (Ireland)  BiU  being  read. 

The  Earl  of  Wickhm  said,  he  would 
take  that  opportunity,  as  he  did  not  mean 
to  propose  any  Amendment,  to  make  one 
or  two  observations.  On  the  evening  when 
the  noble  Earl  brought  forward  this  Bill, 
he  felt  some  surprise  that  the  noble  Earl 
had  not  alluded  to  the  improvement  in 
the  Juries  of  that  country  to  which  it  re- 
lated. He  had  removed  an  odious  clause 
(the  Court-martial  clause),  for  such  he 
always  considered  it  —  a  clause  which 
nothing  but  the  actual  and  urgent  neces- 
sity of  the  case  could  justify.  Now,  when 
the  noble  Earl  stated,  that  he  had  made 
that  alteration,  he  expressed  his  surprise, 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  not  given  the 
House  any  information  to  enable  them  to 
understand  distinctly  why  he  had  taken 
that  course.  He  had  stated  his  satisfaction 
at  the  alteration,  but  he  wished  to  know 
distinctly  the  grounds  on  which  it  had  been 
made.  In  looking  at  the  voluminous  docu- 
ments that  had  been  laid  on  their  Lord- 
ships' Table,  he  found,  that  neither  the 
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Lord  Lieutenant^  nor  the  Jodgei  of  Anise, 
nor  the  Lieutenants  of  counties,  nor  the 
Andstant  Barristers,  nor  the  Magistrates, 
had  given  any  information  which  could 
enable  the  House  to  understand  on  what 
precise  grounds  the  alteration  had  been 
made.  He  hoped  that  information  ex- 
isted which  could  he  alleged  in  justifi- 
cation of  the  change,  and  if  the  noble 
Earl  stated,  that  nc  was  in  possession 
of  such  information,  he  should  be  satisfied, 
although  it  were  not  adduced.  Last  Setu 
sion,  simultaneously  with  the  Coercion  Bill, 
the  noble  Earl  brought  forward  a  measure 
for  changing  the  venue  for  one  year,  and 
he  had  suggested  to  the  noble  Earl  the 
propriety  of  continuing  that  Bill  for  five 
years.  The  noble  Earl  said,  he  thought  it 
better  to  pass  the  Change  of  Venue  Bill  for 
one  year  in  the  first  instance,  as  an  accom- 
panying measure  to  the  Coercion  Bill,  but 
it  would  be  open  to  any  noble  Lord  to  call 
for  the  renewal  of  it  this  Session,  if  it  were 
considered  desirable.  I'heir  Lordships  were 
about  to  dispense  with  that  part  of  tlie 
measure  (the  Court-martial  clau.ses)  which 
was  last  year  considered  so  necessary ;  they 
were  about  to  leave  cases  for  trial  in  the 
hands  of  the  Courts  of  Law,  as  usual ;  and 
he  wished  to  learn  from  the  noble  Earl, 
whether,  under  such  circumstances,  he  con- 
sidered it  necessary  to  propose  the  renewal 
of  the  Change  of  Venue  Bill. 

Earl  Grey  said,  it  was  true,  that  the 
ground  on  which  the  cxtraordinaiy  power 
of  trying  oHenoes  by  Courts.martial  was 
called  for,  consisted  partly  in  the  intimida- 
tion which  prevented  Juries  from  discharg- 
ing their  duty ;  and  he  was  certainly  liable 
to  blame  for  omitting,  through  a  defect  of 
memory,  to  explain  the  grounds  on  which 
it  was  intended  not  only  to  leave  out  that 
clause,  but  to  abstain  from  a  renewal  of  the 
Change  of  Venue  BiU.  There  were  cer- 
tainly no  papers  formally  applicable  to  the 
point,  among  those  laid  before  Parliament ; 
but  he  could  a.<isure  the  noble  Earl  and  the 
House,  that  the  Government  were  not  in- 
attentive to  the  matter,  and  that  they  saw 
reason  to  be  satisfied,  that  the  powers  con. 
ferred  by  the  Protection  Act  might  be  left 
to  the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country. 
It  was  under  this  impression,  and  acting  on 
the  information  tliat  had  reached  them  on 
the  subject,  that  Ministers  recommended 
the  omission  of  the  Courts-martial  clauses. 
Among  other  authorities  he  miglit  refer 
to  that  of  Lord  Oxmantown,  as  proposing, 
t\at  offences  should  be  disposed  of  by  the 
ordinary  tribunals.     From  the  general  in- 


fbrmatjon  whidi  xmched  them,  tad  ledog 
on  the  notoriety  of  the  fact,  that  Jiuiis 
did  not  hesitate  to  discharge  their  doty, 
Government  bad  brought  forward  tiie  BUI 
as  it  now  stood.  A  noUe  Lord  on  the 
cross-benches  stated,  that  the  conduct  of 
the  Juries  at  the  last  spring  Assixes  had 
satisfied  him,  that  the  tri^  of  ofiences 
might  safely  be  left  to  the  Courts  of  Com- 
mon-law. The  Change  of  Venue  Bill  wts 
founded  on  the  same  apprehension  which 
gave  rise  to  the  (kiurts-martial  clauses— 
namely,  that  Juries  would  not  venture  to 
do  their  duty ;  but  the  grounds  of  that  sp. 
prehension  lieing  now  removed,  there  did 
not  appear  to  be  any  sufiicient  reason  fur 
re-enacting  the  Change  of  Venue  Bill  any 
more  than  the  Courts-martial  clausei. 
Whether,  in  the  present  improved  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  they  would  renew  the 
Change  of  Venue  Bill,  it  was  for  their 
Lordships  to  consider ;  but  he  was  inclined 
to  think  that  Parliament  should  do  what 
it  could  to  aw)id  a  recurrence  to  such  a 
measure.  He  did  not  at  present  propose 
to  renew  that  Bill,  but  if  it  should  amar 
necessary  to  do  so,  in  consequence  of  any 
change  of  circumstances,  he  would  not 
shrink  from  his  duty. 

The  Duke  of  Buckingham  expressed  the 
deep  regret  which  he  felt  at  finding  him- 
self again  obliged  to  concur  in  a  Bill  so 
much  opposed  to  and  so  destructive  of  the 
best  pnnciples  of  the  Constitution.  He 
had  stated  last  year,  that  not  being  able  to 
place  confidence  in  the  Ministry  of  the  day. 
he  nevertheless  felt  bound  to  assent  to  their 
unconstitutional  Coercion  Bill,  because  he 
thought  that  the  safety  of  the  country  re- 
quired such  a  measure.  If  he  felt  a  degree 
of  difficulty  then  with  respect  to  the  Bill, 
it  was  doubled  and  trebled  now,  when  the 
Administration  was  placed  in  liands  in  which 
he  could  see  no  security  whatever  for  the 
safety  of  any  of  our  establishments.  He 
might  here  observe,  that  whatever diflcrence 
might  have  arisen  between  some  of  the 
Ministers  on  the  subject,  the  Marquess 
Wellesley  (as  appeared  from  the  papers  on 
the  Table)  had  never  ceased  to  express  his 
anxiety  for  the  renewal  of  the  present 
measure.  In  agreeing  to  the  Bill,  he  felt 
that  Ireland  was  severely  punished  for 
having  listened  to  the  appeals  made  to  her 
passions,  and  attended  to  the  cries  |'to 
agitate,"  which  liad  proceeded  from  various 
quarters  the  highest  as  well  as  the  lowest. 

Earl  Grey  said,  that  the  noble  Duke 
acknowledged  that  the  state  of  Ireland  was 
such  as  to  m&ke  the  re-enactment  of  a 


1331         Bodiei  (if  CrimMaU*        {Jtn;T7}  Suppnsiion  <if  Disturhane€$.   1223 

severe  kw—euch  he  must  admit  the  pre- 
sent Bill  to  be— absolutely  necessary ;  but, 
although  he  acknowledged  this  to  be  a 
very  severe  law,  he  did  not  wish  to  hazard 
the  excitement  of  an  unnecessary  degree  of 
feeling  against  it  by  describing  the  measure, 
with  the  noble  Duke,  as  a  violation  and 
destruction  of  the  Constitution.  He  ac- 
knowledged the  Bill,  however,  to  be  one  of 
great  severity,  beyond  the  principles  and 
ordinary  practice  of  the  Constitution,  and 
such  as  could  be  justified  only  by  a  peculiar 
and  urgent  state  of  thinss.  On  this  ground 
the  noble  Duke  himself  concurred  in  the 
measure,  although  he  felt  disposed  to  place 
less  confidence  now  than  ever  in  Ministers 
He  did  not  expect  the  noble  Duke's  appro, 
bation.  He  felt  satisfied  that  the  noble 
Duke  consented  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
Ministers  with  powers  which  he  admitted 
to  be  necessary,  although  they  excited  his 
disgust.  As  to  the  use  that  Ministers 
would  make  of  those  powers,  he  appealed 
to  the  use  that  they  had  already  made  of 
them,  and  he  asked,  whether  the  powers  of 
this  unhappy  law,  so  he  would  term  it, 
had  not  been  exercised  with  the  greatest 
moderation,  though  with  all  necessary 
firmness  ?  Could  there  be  any  doubt  that 
Ministers' would  act  in  future  as  they  had 
done  heretofore?  But  there  seemed  to  be 
some  strange  disquiet  in  the  noUe  Duke's 
mind,  the  source  of  which  he  did  not  well 
understand,  for,  dreading  the  designs  of 
Ministers  against  existing  establishments, 
the  noble  Duke  appeared  to  have  a  latent 
fear,  that  the  present  measure  might  be 
turned  against  them,  in  what  manner, 
however,  was  not  very  intelligible.  The 
noble  Duke  talked  of  appeals  in  favour  of 
agitation  from  quarters  high  and  low.  It 
was  to  prevent  amtation  and  its  conse. 
quences,  which  he  ^Earl  Grey)  had  always 
opposed,  that  the  present  law  was  proposed. 
Of  the  noble  Duke's  confidence,  he  was 
unhappily  deprived,  and  must  bear  the  loss 
as  he  might ;  but  he  should  persevere  in 
doing  to  the  utmost  of  his  ability,  and  in 
the  best  way  he  could,  his  duty  to  his  Sove. 
reign  and  his  country. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  the  Clauses  of  which  were  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed. 

BoDiKB  OP  Criminals.]  Lord  Suffield, 
in  moving  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  said,  that  its  object  was  to  abolish  the 
practice  of  hanging  criminals  in  chains 
•—a  practice  unsuited  to  the  present  state 
of  public  feeling.    Indeed,  he  was  at  a 


loss  to  find  any  reason  for  contiinuing  such 
a  practice,  the  only  effect  of  which  was, 
that  of  scaring  children,  and  brutalizing 
the  minds  of  the  people.  It  could  produce 
no  good  moral  effect  whatever.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  repeal  so  much  of  the 
law  as  gave  the  option  to  Judges  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  to  hang  the  bodies  of 
certain  criminals  in  chains,  and  to  direct, 
instead,  that  they  should  be  buried  within 
the  precincts  of  the  prison.  If  there  must 
be  vengeance  on  the  judgments  of  the  law, 
surely  burying  the  bodies  within  the 
precincts  of  the  prison  was  carrying 
that  vengeance  as  far  as  it  ought  to  be  pur- 
sued. The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which  was 
agreed  to. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  July  7,  1834. 

MiNUTSfl.]  Billfl.  Read  a  flnt  time  :~Four  Courts,  Dub  - 
Un ;  and  Turnpike  Acts  Continuanoe  (Ireland). 

PetitioQf  pnaented.  By  Mr.  Wjluam  Duncombb,  Mr. 
MiLBS,  Mr.  WiLBAAHAiCj  and  Karl  Jsbmtn,  from 
Sptltby,  and  othtr  PJaoea, — tat  Snpport  to  the  Church  of 
England. — By  Mr.  Pslbam,  ftom  Homcaitle,  againit 
the  Churah  Ratea  BIU.<— By  Mr.  MiiJia»  ftom  Congraia- 
bury  \  and  by  Mr.  F.  Vlimwsl,  ftom  Raadinf  •-HigabHt 
the  Amendment  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — By  Mr.  Duo- 
DALS,  ftom  Tamifoctfa,  fbr  the  lame  of  It  Notaa.— By 
Mr.  DD0OA1.I,  Mr.  PaLaAii«  Mr.  Wiluam  Dovoohbs, 
JLord  RoKSKT  MAVMBBa,  and  Mr.  Halfobd,  ftom 
several  Places,— for  Relief  to  the  Agrieulturista— By  Mr. 
H.  Maxwkll.  and  Mr.  Lbvbot,  ftomaereral  Places  tai  Ire- 
]aad»-*4n  ftivourof  the  KstabUshed  Ciroroli  of  Iraland.— 
By  Mr.  R.  Stbuabt«  ftom  Haddington,  against  the 
Bankrupts  (Scotland)  BUI.— By  Mr.  Daybnport.  ftom 
Wedeyans  at  BurUem,  ftnr  Relief  to  the  DIsaentan,  said 
ftir  B  Oeneral  RigistndoQi  and  by  Mr.  Pbuiam,  ftom 
Manufiuturers  at  Cleckeaton,  for  the  Repeal  of  Duty  on 
Olive  Oil :  and  ftom  Linooln,  for  the  RemoTBl  of  all  Re- 
strlctkms  on  Silver  piymenti. 

SuppREsaxoy  of  Disturbanoes — 
(Irela.xd).]  Lord  Althorp  brought  up 
documents  indorsed  *'  Papers  relating  |o 
the  state  of  Ireland."  In  moving,  that 
they  be  printed,  his  Lordship  said,  that  it 
was  due  to  bis  right  hon.  friend,  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  (Mr.  Littleton),  to  state, 
that  in  the  communication  he  had  had 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin,  (Mr.  O'Connell)  he  had  good 
grounds  for  saying,  that  the  question  re- 
garding the  insertion  of  certain  clauses  in 
the  Coercion  Bill  was  still  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Cabinet.  He  had  also 
good  grounds  for  expressing  his  hope, 
that  those  clauses  would  not  be  inserted 
in  it ;  but  he  had  no  reason  whatever  to 
state,  and  be  (Lord  Althorp)  believed  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  stated,  that  the 
opinion  of  Ministers  had  been  made  up  for 
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alluded  to  the  report  in  order  to  gire  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  an  opportunity  of 
cootradicting  it  if  it  were  unfounded.  He 


the  omission  of  those  clauses ;  because  he 
had  had  no  communication  with  his  noble 
friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  and 
had  no  reason  to  believe,  that  his  noble 
friend  had  a  doubt  as  to  the  necessity  of 
them.  With  respect  to  the  communica- 
tion itself,  he  should  not  be  inclined  him- 
self 10  say,  that  there  was  any  indiscretion 
on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
in  informing  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Dublin,  that  the  question  was  not 
decided,  and  in  cautioning  him  not  to 
commit  himself  until  he  knew  what  was 
the  intention  of  Government.  As  to  any 
further  communication  between  them, 
upon  that  he  (I^rd  Allhorp)  would  make 
no  observation.  His  right  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Littleton)  had  said  what  he  thought 
necessary  on  the  subject,  and  he  should, 
therefore,  add  nothing.  It  was  likewise 
due  to  his  right  hon.  friend  to  mention, 
that  on  Saturday  he  tendered  the  resigna- 
tion of  bis  office ;  but  he  still  held  it  at 
the  request  of  Lord  Grey.  Ministers 
were,  of  course,  anxious  that  he  should 
continue  io  the  situation  he  occupied  ; 
they  valued  the  assistance  he  had  given 
much  too  highly  to  be  willing  to  lose  it. 
He  moved,  that  the  papers  be  printed. 

Mr.  Hume  was  extremely  happy  to  hear, 
that  his  right  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  been  warranted  in  what  he 
had  said.  He  was  not  present  at  the 
time,  for  the  matter  was  concluded  just 
after  he  entered  the  House;  but  he  was 
perfectly  con6dent  that  his  right  hon. 
friend  would  stand  clear  in  the  eyes  of 
Parliament  and  of  the  country.  He  was 
sure  that  his  right  hon.  friend  had  in- 
tended it  as  an  act  of  kindness  towards 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin, 
meaning,  if  possible,  to  allay  the  irritation 
of  his  mind  at  the  renewal  of  the  Coercion 
Bill.  He  must  say,  however,  that  he  re* 
gretted  that  any  Cabinet  should  exist 
apparently  so  indecisive  and  so  uncertain 
as  to  the  course  it  meant  to  adopt,  as 
to  place  a  member  of  the  Government  in 
the  situation  in  which  his  right  hon.  friend 
had  been  placed  a  few  nights  ago.  He 
had  heard  with  great  surprise,  that  the  re- 
newal of  the  Coercion  Bill  was  the  mea- 
sure of  one  individual  in  the  Government, 
who  would  have  resigned  his  situation  in 
the  Councils  of  his  Majesty  had  the  other 
members  of  the  Cabinet  not  concurred 
with  him.  This  might  or  might  not  be 
true  ;  but  he  had  heard,  that  it  was  en- 
tirely the  act  of  Lord  Grey,  and  he  had 


referred  merely  to  the  current  opinion  out 
of  doors.  He  regretted,  that  Ministers 
went  on  from  day  to  day  finding  time  to 
introduce  Coercion  Bills,  but  not  to  fulfil 
any  of  their  pledges.  He  would  now  re- 
peat the  question  he  had  asked  five  times 
before,  whether  the  Local  Courts  Bill  was, 
or  was  not,  to  be  brought  forward  in  the 
present  Sepion  ?  That  among  many  other 
measures  really  beneficial,  was  likely  to  be 
passed  by,  for  the  only  measure  which 
Ministers  seemed  disposed  to  carry  through 
was  the  Coercion  Bill.  As  far  as  he  could 
see,  it  was  the  only  measure,  and  it  was  so 
contrary  to  every  principle  on  which  the 
House  ou^ht  to  act,  that  he  believed  no 
man  would  have  consented  to  support  the 
present  Government  if  he  had  not  felt 
confident,  that,  instead  of  such  a  measure, 
plans  calculated  to  allay  irritation  and  ex- 
citement, and  to  render  the  presence  of 
so  large  a  number  of  military  in  Ireland 
unnecessary,  would  have  been  adopted. 
Ireland  ought  not  to  be  treated  as  a  con- 
quered country,  but  as  a  part  of  the  empire 
having  equal  laws  and  equal  privileges 
with  the  other  parts  of  the  empire.  He 
hoped  that  the  papers  just  laid  upon  the 
Table  would  make  out  sufficient  grounds 
on  which  to  rest  the  renewal  of  the  Coer- 
cion Bill,  at  a  time  when  it  was  anticipated 
by  many  that  the  first  measure  of  the  kind 
would  also  have  been  the  last. 

Lord  AUhorp  :  As  to  the  rumour  that 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  alone  been  in  favour  of  the  Co- 
ercion Bill,  such  statements  could  only 
be  matters  of  mere  surmise,  inasmuch  as 
the  individual  opinions  of  members  of 
the  Cabinet  were,  of  course,  never  di- 
vulged :  it  would,  therefore,  be  quite  in- 
consistent with  his  duty  to  give  the  House 
any  information  upon  the  point.  When 
the  subject  came  under  discussion.  Govern- 
ment would  be  bound  to  give  adequate 
reasons,  or  the  House  would  not  adopt  the 
Bill.  He  could  not  admit,  that  the  only 
measure  Ministers  had  endeavoured  to 
carry,  with  regard  to  Ireland,  was  the  Co- 
ercion Bill,  and  hon.  Members  present 
must  be  aware  that  others  had  been  pressed 
forward.  He  was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to 
answer,  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
bring  in  the  Local  Courts  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion. 

Mr.   Robinson  would    not  make  any 
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commentary  on  what  passed  on  the  former 
night,  but  certain  it  was,  that  at  one  time 
the  Government  of  Ireland  was  adverse 
to  the  renewal  of  the  Coercion  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  atfairshad,  how- 
ever, stated,  that  it  was  brought  in  with 
the  perfect  concurrence  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess; and  he  called  upon  Government, 
therefore,  to  state  what  had  induced  Lord 
Wellesley  to  change  his  opinion.  Much 
stress  bad  been  laid  by  Ministers  last  year 
upon  the  opinion  of  Lord  Anglesey,  and 
he  wished  to  know  why  a  similar  reliance 
was  not  to' be  placed  on  the  opinion  of 
Lord  Wellesley?  He  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  true,  that  no  longer  ago 
than  June  last  f.ord  Wellesley  was  ad- 
verse to  the  renewal  of  the  Coercion  Bill, 
though  he  had  seen  reason  since  to  change 
his  opinion  ? 

Lord  AUhorp  replied,  that  it  was 
certainly  true,  that  discussion  on  the 
subject  had  taken  place  with  the  Irish 
Government;  but  he  was  now  perfectly 
prepared  to  state,  that  the  Coercion  Bill 
was  brought  in  with  the  entire  concur- 
rence of  Lord  Wellesley. 

Mr.  O'Conncll:  One  thing  was  mani- 
fest— that  the  documents  upon  the  Table 
ought  not  to  be  treated  lightly,  but  deli- 
berately. If  the  liberties  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple were  of  any  value  to  the  House  or  to 
any  portion  of  it,  it  would  destroy  the 
possibility  of  making  a  flippant  observa- 
tion upon  a  partial  and  particular  view, 
without  regarding  the  bearing*  of  the 
whole  case.  He  would  not  enter  into  by- 
gone topics  ;  his  statement  a  few  days  ago 
did  not,  in  fact,  differ  from  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  they  were  both  l»c- 
fore  the  public.  How  far  the  statements 
made  to  him  were  correct,  was  now  beyond 
controversy  ;  and  he  would  not  allude  to 
them  further  than  tosay,  that  they  demon- 
strated that,  up  to  a  certain  day,  the  Irish 
Government  was  decidedly  hostile  to  cer- 
tain clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  that  some 
members  of  the  Cabinet  were  opposed  to 
their  renewal.  The  documents  were  now 
upon  the  Table:  whether  they  were  the 
same  as  had  been  presented  to  the  oth('r 
House,  he  did  not  know  ;  but  if  they  wcrj 
the  same,  they  would  establish  that,  on 
the  18lh  of  April,  Lord  Wellesley  called 
for  the  Bill — anxiously  solicilrd  for  it — 
although  on  the  20th  of  June,  he  objected 
to  its  renewal.  He  was  now  again  in 
favour  of  it;  and  it  was  material  to  know 
what  had  iuduccd  him  so  rapidly  to  change 


bis  opinion.     On  the  1 8th  of  April,  he  was 
for  the  Bill;  on  the  20th  of  June  he  was 
against  it;  and  on  the  5th  or  7th  of  July 
he  was  once  more  in  favour  of  it.     Ought 
not  this  vacillation  to  be  explained  ?  With 
what  indignation  must  the  people  of  Ire- 
land hear   the  echo  of  the   cheers  that 
resounded,   when  it    was   asserted,   that 
Ministers  had  done  nothing   for  Ireland . 
but  coerce   her !     Were  the   liberties  of 
that  country  of  so    little  value?     Were 
the    Irish    such    degraded   slaves — were 
they  so    fallen   below    compassion,   that 
though  England  and  Scotland  had  their 
constitutional  rights,  Ireland  was  to  have 
none?     She  was  to  have  no  liberty  ;  she 
was  only  to  have  the  Coercion  Bill — the 
detested  Coercion  Bill !     Were  not   the 
people  of  Ireland  entitled  to  have  the  ques- 
tion considered,  before  the  Coercion  Bill 
was  renewed  ?     He  turned  to  every  part  of 
the  House,  and  appealed  ajrainst  this  spe- 
cies of  Administration.     Was  Ireland  to 
be  the  laughing-stock  of  all  Europe,  and 
were  the  natives  of  that  country  to  be  dealt 
with  as  Ministers  would  not  deal  with  the 
negro-slaves  of  the  West  Indies?     They 
had  not  sent  for  one  man  to  tell  him  one 
thing,  and  for  another  man  to  tell  him  an- 
other.    He  would  not  sav  that;  but  he 
would  say,  that  they  thought  the  liberties 
of  Ireland  of  so  little  value,   that   they 
would  give  no  explanation  to  justify  their 
measures.     In  order  to  put  the  matltir  to 
the   test,   he  meant  to  conclude  wiih  a 
Motion,  that    the  paptTS  just  laid  upon 
the  Table  be  referred  to  a  Select  Torn- 
tniltee.      Would    the    House    consent  to 
adopt   the    Coercion    Bill   without    pie- 
vious  inqijiry?     Were  Ministers  to  have 
it  merely  for  asking?     One  of  the  ])iiii- 
cipal  iiewsj)aper  supporters  of  Ministers 
— who    supp<»rted    them    because    they 
were  well  paid  for  it  —  on  the  very  day 
of  the  last  discussion  on  this  measure,  had 
taunted   the  people  of  France  tiiat  they 
had    relinquished  the  power  of  meeting:, 
without  «ven  the  show  of  resistance.  Were 
not  t'jc  people  of  Ireland  to  be  pe«nitled 
to  establish  that  there  was  no  ground  for 
the   renewal?      He  would  endeavour  to 
obtain  some   satisfactory    evidence,  if  it 
could   be  procured,   and    not  allow   the 
House  to  art  upon  the  information  and 
letters  of    some    paltry    thief-takers  and 
police  officers.     If  he  could  not  procure 
this,  he  would  show  the  species  of  anti- 
Irish  majority  that  existed  in  this  House, 
which  supported  the   Minister  in  doing 
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DOtbiog  for  Ireland.  What  had  he  done 
for  Ireland  in  the  present  Session  ?  What 
had  he  attemptea?  The  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  on  a  former  night,  had  talked 
of  four  measures ;  but  as  to  the  Reform 
Bill,  Ireland  had  been  insulted  bj^  the 
difference  made  in  favour  of  England 
and  Scotland,  and  to  her  detriment. 
The  striking  off  of  ten  Bishops  was  no- 
thing, and  because  it  was  nothing,  he 
had  voted  against  it.  In  the  Vestry- 
cess,  there  was  an  abatement  of  35,000/. 
a- year — a  mighty  boon !  but  all  that 
could  be  granted  to  Ireland.  What  had 
been  done  about  tithes?  The  Bill  was 
brought  in  in  February,  altered  in  March, 
and  in  June  it  was  so  utter  a  nondescript, 
that  the  Secretary  at  War  was  obliged  to 
receive  two  or  three  promptings  before 
he  could  speak  of  it.  The  much  boasted 
Commission  had  not  yet  gone  to  the  spot 
where  its  inquiries  were  to  begin;  but 
eight  or  ten  Commissioners  had  been  ap- 
pointed, and  that  was  all,  and  seemed  to 
be  thought  enough.  Yet  the  noble  Lord 
talked  of  what  had  been  done  for  Ireland 
this  year.  It  was  turning  Ireland  into 
contempt — it  was  laughing  Ireland  to 
scorn,  when  the  noble  Lord  thus  ventured 
to  indulge  himself.  Ministers  would 
think  of  nothing  but  Coercion — nothing 
but  Coercion  and  delusion  for  Ireland. 
The  people  of  Ireland  could  not  fail  to 
know  it:  they  saw  people  keep  their 
places,  whether  they  were  against  or  in 
favour  of  Coercion ;  and,  in  fact,  that  it 
was  treated  by  Ministers  as  a  matter  of 
small  moment.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  the  House  would  not  so  treat  it, 
and  that  it  would  not  hesitate  in  ac- 
ceding to  his  Motion  for  a  Committee. 
He  wanted  no  delay;  he  was  ready  to 
proceed  instantly — to  work  day  and  night, 
but  it  was  too  late  for  Ministers  to  com- 
plain of  delay  when  they  had  postponed 
the  Bill  till  July.  If  the  House  had  one 
particle  of  feeling  for  Ireland — one  particle 
of  that  feeling  so  much  vaunted,  and  which 
had  been  resounded  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other,  if  it  had  the  slightest 
disposition  to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  Whig, 
Tory,  Conservative,  and  Radical  would  all 
join  in  supporting  the  Motion  for  Inquiry. 
He  called  upon  them  all  to  demand  evi- 
dence before  they  convicted  his  country. 
The  least  they  could  do  would  be  to  give 
Ireland  a  trial  before  they  passed  sentence 
upon  her  by  passing  the  Coercion  Bill. 


It  was  not  enough  for  Ministers  to  throw 
their  papers  upon  the  Table.  How,  or 
when,  or  by  whom  they  were  concocted, 
he  knew  not;  but  he  did  know  that 
they  had  changed  their  intentions,  and 
that  those  who  were  once  and  recently 
opposed  to  it,  were  now  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  What  new  and  strange  events  bad 
occurred  to  produce  this  calamitous 
change?  This  of  itself  was  worth  in- 
quiry, and  he  moved  therefore  "  that  the 
documents  just  presented  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  and  that  they  report 
their  opinion  thereupon  to  the  House." 

Lord  Altkorp  observed,  that  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  that 
Ministers  had  done  nothing,  was  not  meaat 
by  him  to  apply  particularly  to  Ireland. 
He  (Lord  Althorp)  had  not  said,  and  had 
not  intended  to  say,  that  any  measures 
had  been  applied  specifically  to  Ireland. 
With  regard  to  the  Motion,  it  was  not  his 
design  to  concede  what  was  required  since 
the  papers  upon  the  Table  were  such  as 
Government  thought  would  justify  the 
course  they  proposed  to  pursue.  if|  on 
consideration,  it  should  appear  to  the 
House,  that  the  documents  did  not  war- 
rant the  renewal  of  the  Coercion  Bill,  it 
would  be  rejected.  Upon  that  test.  Mi- 
nisters were  disposed  to  rest  the  measure, 
and,  in  justification  of  the  renewal  of  the 
Coercion  Bill,  they  laid  the  papers  before 
the  House.  As  to  what  might  have  oc- 
curred since  the  18th  of  April,  the  proper 
time  for  stating  the  grounds  of  any  change 
of  opinion  would  be  when  the  measure 
came  regularly  before  the  House:  it 
would  then  be  shown,  that  Ministers  had 
not  acted  in  the  inconsistent  mannerivhich 
had  been  supposed.  They  had  most  cau- 
tiously and  anxiously  looked  at  the  whole 
subject ;  they  had  duly  considered  every 
doubt  suggested  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
measure,  m  order  to  ascertain  if  that 
extent  were  necessary ;  and  he  was  sure, 
that  the  country  would  not  blame  thera 
for  hesitating  as  long  as  there  was  reason 
for  hesitation. 

Mr.  Henry  Orattan  said,  that  whatever 
uncertainty  might  have  prevailed  among;st 
the  Ministers,  certain  it  was,  that  the  mea- 
sure contemplated  to  be  again  renewed 
was  roost  nnconstitHtional  in  its  character 
and  object ;  and  he  would  venture  to  sayi 
that  in  the  annals  of  Parliamentary  his- 
tory, there  was  not  an  instance  in  which 
the  liberties  of  a  whole  count7  were 
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treated  in  so  cavalier  a  mode  as  it  was 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  subject  on  the 
present  occasion.      Before  the  liberties 
and  rights  of  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
again  to  be  trampled  upon,  it  would  be 
but  common  justice  that  the  documents 
brought  up  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  on 
which  he  would  seek  to  justify  the  course 
of  policy,  the  Government  were  pursuing, 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  or  even  a 
Secret    Committee.      Why    should    the 
noble  Lord  object  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned   member  for  Dublin; 
or   why   should   he   refuse   to  state  his 
reasons    for    denying    this    Committee? 
Would  the  noble  Lord  elsewhere,  or  the 
noble   Lord   opposite,  attempt  to  justify 
thus  the  taking   away  the  liberties  of  a 
people  without  their  being  heard — with- 
out trial  and  without  inquiry  ?  What  were 
the  facts  which   furnished  the  only  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  Bill  of  last  year? 
Why,  the  then  existing  state  of  agitation 
in  that  country  ;  but  the  argument  on  tliat 
ground  must  now  entirely  fall.     No  plan 
could  have  been  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment better  calculated  to  increase  those 
dissensions  which  so  long  disturbed  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  Ireland,  than  their 
present  attempt  to  truckle  to  both  parties. 
He  knew,  that  in  Ireland  there  were  some 
men  who  now  speculated  upon   the  pro- 
spects of  civil  commotion  ;  but  the  people 
of  Ireland  would  not  be  entrapped  into  any 
seditious  proceeding,  though  he  could  tell 
the  noble  Lord  what  every  man  of  spirit  in 
thatcountry  would  do — namely,  that  which 
he  himself  would  do  in  the  language  of 
Lord  Anglesey,  he  would  "wait  awhile." 
He  concurred  in  the  sentiment  expressed 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  Tarn  worth  on  a  former  occasion,  that 
it  would  be  much  better  for  the  two  coun- 
tries to  be  separated  if  they  could  not  be 
kept  united  in  the  same  bonds  of  liberty. 
He  would  add,  that  if  the  bonds  of  liberty 
were  not  to  unite  both  nations,  he,  for 
one,  should  cry  out,  not  for  repeal,  but  for 
separation.      The  noble   Lord    opposite 
could  not  think,  that  the  speeches  ema* 
natiog  from  the  Russell  family  could  be 
thrown  away  upon  a  nation  which  had 
given  birth  to  men  whose  blood  was  as 
pure  as  that  of  those  whose  ancestors  had 
signed  the  Magna  Charta,  and  who  would 
deprecate  and  condemn  that  Act  which 
would  deprive  a  nation  of  its  liberties  at 
the  will  of  one  executive  officer  of  the  Go- 
yarnment,    Sochi  however,  was  the  pre- 


sent  instance  of  legislation,  and  than  this 
there  never  was  a  more  monstrous  system 
of  tyranny  attempted  to  be  practised  in 
any  country.     But  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  the  Representatives  of  that  people, 
were  told  to  be  satisfied.     He  for  one  was 
not  satisfied,  and  he  should  be  a*  tyrant 
and  a  coward  himself  if  he  participated  in 
the  satisfaction  to  which  he,  in  common 
with  the  Irish  people,  had  been  invited. 
The  course  proposed  by  the  Government 
was  most  inconsistent,  for  it  was  clear,  that 
the  noble  Lord  who  presided  over  Irish 
affairs  had  respectively  been  for,  against» 
and  now  again  was  in  favour  of  the  re* 
enactment  of  the  measure  of  last  year, 
and  it  was  equally  clear,  that  the  Cabinet 
had  been,  and  was  divided  in  its  views. 
He  then  would  ask,  why  the  Legislature 
was  not  furnished  with,  or  ought  to  be  al- 
lowed the  opportunity  of  obtaining  for  it- 
self such  information  as  would  justify,  or 
otherwise,  the  re-adoption  of  the  measure 
upon    which   such   varieties   of  opinion, 
and  so  many  difficulties,  had  manifestly 
arisen.     Upon  the  information  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland,  he 
entertained  great  doubts.     The  informa- 
tion had  been  obtained  from  police  officers, 
for  the  noble  Lord  had  never  been  further 
than  the  county  of  Wicklow  since  his  ap- 
pointment.   The  noble  Lord  knew  person- 
ally nothing  of  the  state  of  the  country, 
and  with  respect  to  the  sources  from  which 
the  noble  Lord's  information  was  derived, 
he  could  state,  that  it  had  been  his  lot  to 
examine  many  of  the  police  officers  in  the 
county  of  Monaghan,and  he  had  no  reluct- 
ance in  stating  that  he  would  not  believe 
them  upon  their  oaths.     That  they  were 
undeserving  of  credit  he  should  be  able  to 
prove  when  the  debate  upon  the  Bill  came 
regularly  before  the  House.     He  could 
also  prove,  that  they  had  not  possessed 
the  courage  to  enforce  the  orders  which 
were  contained  in  the  letters  transmitted 
to  them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
late  Secretary  for  the  Colonics),  at  the 
time  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  filled 
the  office  of  Secretary  for  Ireland.     Was 
it  to  be  supposed,  that  the  Representatives 
of  the  Irish  people  could  look  patiently  on 
and  see  measures  involving  the  liberties 
of  their  country  justified  upon  information 
acquired  from  such  a  source?     Would 
it  not  be  better  to  send  the  Irish  Members 
back  to  tell  their  constituents  that  they 
had  been  sent  to  London  to  witness  a 
complete  farce  in  legislation  t  That  would 
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be  to  speak  the  truth.  What  had  been  as  only  persifit  in  moving  *  call  of  the 
yet  done  for  Ireland  ?  Look  at  the  num-  House  whenever  this  measure  was  brought 
ber  of  petitions  with  reference  to  tithes  forward,  but  would  take  every  other  means 
which,  up  to  the  2nd  of  May,  had  been  in  his  power  to  oppose  a  proposition  which, 
presented  to  the  House;  and  what  had  so  help  him  God,  he  considered  injurioos 
been  the  answer  ?  The  appointment  of  a  to  the  connection  between  the  two  coud- 
Commission  const  it u ted  of  individuals  who    tries* 

knew  nothing  of  Ireland  —Chancery  Bar-  Mr.  Feargus  ffCkmwr  said,  that  some 
risters  who  walked  about  Westminster*  portion  of  the  House  had  indulged  in 
hall.  All  the  information  and  the  whole  '  laughter  at  the  excitement  of  bis  hoa. 
of  the  evidence  which  could  be  acquired  .  friend  the  member  for  Meaih ;  but  he  be- 
was  already  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  lieved  with  him,  that  if  a  similar  coune 
and  the  issuing  of  the  Commission  was  de-  i  were  attempted  with  respect  to  England 
signed  merely  to  blind  the  people,  and  to  that  was  now  enforced  towards  Ireland, 
shelter  the  Government — a  Government  the  House  would  present  a  scene  of  far 
which  had  not  the  courage  to  proceed  with  ,  greater  excitement.  When  he  was  fool 
the  147th  clause  of  the  Church  Tempo-  enough  to  assist  the  Government  through 
ralities*  Bjll  of  last  year ;  but  upon  which  |  thick  and  thin  with  their  Refocm  Bill, 
it  would  now  seem  the  Cabinet  was  di-  '  though  he  was  warned  at  the  time,  that  if 
vided.  This  it  was,  that  was  calculated  to  that  measure  was  not  accompanied  by 
bring  Ireland,  not  to  civil  convulsion — no,  |  some  alterations  in  the  Act  of  Union,  the 
she  was  *' waiting  awhile" — but  to  make  the  I  very  first  thing  the  Reformed  Parliament 
people  of  that  country  deride  tlie  councils  ;  would  do,  would  be  to  pass  some  Gagging 
of  the  English  Government,  and  to  teach  j  Bill  for  Ireland,  what  was  the  result?— 
her  that  a  united  Legislature  was  incom-  j  the  Coercion  Bill.  Let  them  not--let 
patible  with  the  freedom  of  Ireland.  He  the  Government  not  dare  to  talk  to 
was  for  connexion,  but  not  for  such  a  con-  '  him  about  their  remedial  measures,  their 
nexion  as  was  now  held,  for  it  was  that  of  conciliatory  measures,  their  tithe-exiioc- 
slavery.  There  was  a  species  of  insanity  •  tion  measures.  Where  were  they  all? 
in  thus  legislating  for  Ireland,  leading  to  They  were  useless,  they  were  worse  than 
a  political  plunder  of  Ireland's  liberties,*  useless — they  were  base  delusions,  aad 
and  a  provocative  to  rebellion.  He  callecl  they  operated  as  such  upon  the  people  of 
upon  hon.  Members  to  refer  to  the  Irish    Ireland ;  and  when  they  produced  their 


Statuterbook  framed  by  English  legisla- 
tion, and  a  bloody  book  it  would  be  found. 
The  laws  therein  contained,  were  ample, 


natural  effect,  that  of  enraging  that 
already-oppressed  people,  they  must  ap- 
pease them,  forsooth,  with  a  Coercion  Bill* 


if  bloody  and  coercive  laws  could  accom-  !  The  whole  people  of  Ireland  cried  out, 
plish  such  an  object,  for  the  punishment  of  "  Give  us  food  !*'  and  Ministers  gave  them 
any  violence  or  outrage  that  might  from  the  Coercion  Bill — a  Bill  which  was  a 
time  to  time  ensue ;  and  what  more  could  violation  of  every  principle  of  the  Coasti- 
be  either  wanted  or  desired,  unless  it  was  tution,  which  was  agreed  to  as  a  mooieQ- 
contemplated  to  take  away  the  liberties  of  tary  violation,  which  was  to  be  withdrawn, 
Ireland  by  force?  It  was  true,  that  the  and  which,  nevertheless,  the  Government 
Government  had  23,000  of  military,  backed  were  now,  it  appeared,  resolved  to  carry 
by  6,000  police,  in  Ireland ;  and  to  their  in  all  its  original  rigour.  Let  them  try  to 
reliance  on  the  bayonets  of  the  soldiery  do  so.  Let  them  make  their  attempt,  aod 
might  be  attributed  their  recurrence  to  the  he,  on  his  part,  would  raise  such  a  cry  in 
principles  which  had  cashiered  the  right '  Ireland  as  would  turn  them  out  of  their 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  late  Secretary  for  the  \  seats.     Let  him  remind  his  countrymen  of 


Colonies.  If  they  renewed  the  provisions 
of  the  Coercion  Bill,  they  would  only  place 
another  blot  on  the  escutcheon  of  England. 
But  had  not  the  Government  some  secret 
motive  in  passing  this  Bill?  He  firmly 
believed  that  they  had,  and  that  their 
object  was  to  render  it  ancillary  to  the 
collection  of  tithes.  So  strong  was  his 
aversion  to  the   course   pursued    by  his 


the  words  of  the  inspired  bard : — 

llien  onward  the  green  banner  rearing, 
Let's  flesh  er'iy  sword  to  the  hilt ; 

On  our  side  is  virtue  and  Erin, 
On  their*B  is  the  Saxon  and  guilt ! 

Let  them  reflect  upon  this  warning.  Let 
the  Government  reflect  upon  it ;  and  let 
them  be  cautious  not  to  pass  beyond  those 
boundaries  which  human  nature  had  fix0<l 


Majesty's  Ministers,  that  be  should  not ;  for  the  eodurance  of  wroog 
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Mr.  ElHce  admitted,  that  there  was 
some  JQStificatioD  for  the  warmth  which 
had  been  manifested  in  the  course  of  the 
present  discussion  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Members,  but  he  did  not  mean  to  imitate 
it.  He,  however,  coold  not  understand 
what  object  could  be  gained  or  attained 
by  referring  the  papers  which  had  been 
laid  on  the  Table  by  his  noble  friend  to  a 
Select  Committee,  which  could  not  be 
obtained  by  the  printing  of  those  docu- 
ments as  proposed  by  his  noble  friend. 
The  <ni8e  of  the  Government  depended 
upon  the  information  contained  in  those 
papers,  which,  when  printed,  might  be 
considered  by  every  hon.  Member  before 
the  measure  came  on  for  discussion.  If 
the  information  therein  contained  should 
not  then  be  found  sufficient  to  justify  there- 
enactment  of  the  Bill  now  before  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  then  would  be  the 
proper  time  for  the  House  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  it.  By  such  a  course,  he 
could  not  but  think  that  the  House  would 
act  better  for  the  country  to  which  the  Act 
was  intended  to  be  applied,  than  if  it  were 
now  to  send  the  documents  to  a  Commit- 
tee up-stairs,  whocould  report  their  opinion 
only  upon  the  matter  contained  in  the 
papers  themselves.  All  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  desire  was,  that  the  whole 
matter  should  be  taken  into  the  full,  fair, 
and  calm  consideration  of  the  House — 
that  the  papers  should  be  duly  weighed 
and  considered  by  every  hon.  Member, 
and  that  then  would  be  the  proper  time 
for  the  House  to  declare,  whether  or  not 
the  measure  was  justified.  He  should 
avoid  entering  into  any  justification  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Government,  or  to  allude 
to  the  speeches  which  had  been  made  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  as  it  would 
only  add  to  the  irritation  which  already 
prevailed.  He,  however,  must  entreat  the 
House  to  accede  to  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
and  to  allow  the  papers  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  last  addressed  the 
House,  had  not  heard  the  declaration  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Henry 
Grattan),  that  he  was  prepared  to  bring 
evidence  of  the  first  character  to  dis- 
prove the  Reports  which  had  issued  from 
Inspectors  and  other  officers  of  the 
police.  It  would  be  impossible  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  do  that,  if  the  papers 
containing  those  Reports  were  merely 
printed  and  laid  vpon  the  Table  of  the 


House.  There  was  a  want  of  information 
in  the  present  instance,  and  he  put  it  to 
his  right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Ellice),  whether 
he  had  ever  known  any  Tory  Admi- 
nistration to  which  he  had  ever  been 
opposed,  come  down  with  a  measure  cal- 
culated as  the  Bill  was,  to  suspend  the 
liberties  of  the  subjects  of  a  portion  of  the 
realm,  without  affording  a  green-bag  full 
of  information?  He  (Mr.  Hume)  com- 
plained, that  no  green-bag  had  been  pro- 
duced in  the  present  case.  If  such  a 
measure  were  necessary,  it  was  but  reason- 
able that  the  information  on  which  it  was 
founded  should  have  been  submitted  to 
the  Legislature  long  before  the  7th  of  July 
— a  most  advanced  period  of  the  present. 
Session.  He  should  be  glad  to  know, 
what  there  was  in  the  present  question 
that  a  different  course  than  ordinary  should 
be  pursued.  It  was  not  unreasonable  that 
the  Irish  Members  should  desire  to  know 
on  what  grounds  the  measures  affecting 
the  dearest  interests  of  their  country  were 
to  be  supported,  and  especially  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  had  admitted,  that  those  grounds 
were  in  some  instances  very  slight.  The 
course  pursued  in  this  instance  was  much 
worse  even  than  any  course  the  Tories  ever 
pursued;  the  Tories  had  never  started 
such  a  measure,  without  at  least  some 
species  of  inquiry,  although  such  inquiry 
might  have  been  a  mere  mockery.  In  this 
case,  however,  it  was  especially  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  go  into  an  investi- 
gation, in  order  at  least  to  show,  that  they 
were  not  despots.  It  was  also  called  for, 
inasmuch  as  1 ,000,000/.  sterling  was  ne- 
cessary to  maintain  the  force  which  was 
required  to  keep  Ireland  ^tranquil,  merely 
because  justice  was  not  done  to  that 
country  by  the  British  Legislature.  The 
Coercion  Bill  had  been  sought  last  year 
in  order  to  afford  time  for  the  Government 
to  design  measures  for  the  removal  of 
grievances ;  but  the  failure  of  that  measure 
had  been  foretold  by  every  hon.  Member 
who  had  opened  his  mouth  against  it, 
until  the  Government  should  take  off  the 
existing  pressures  upon  Ireland.  If  ever 
the  Government  had  been  desh*ous  to 
show,  that  they  took  an  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  the  country,  now  was  the  time ; 
and  they  could  not  better  evince  that 
feeling  than  by  consenting  to  send  the  re- 
presentations contained  in  the  documents 
laid  on  the  Table  to  a  Committee  up- 
stairsi  and  thereby  allow  bon«  Members 
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an  opportunity  of  disproTing  the  allega- 
tions on  which  the  Bill  was  founded.  He 
trusted  his  Majesty's  Government  would 
not  refuse  to  accede  to  this  initiatory  step 
towards  the  settlement  of  peace  and  tran- 
quillity in  Ireland.  To  accomplish  this 
desirable  end  only  required  the  nod  of 
assent  by  the  Mmister  in  that  House, 
and  without  it,  he  must  admit,  it  was  in 
the  power  of  hon.  Members  to  crush  Ire- 
land by  those  very  majorities  with  which 
the  Ministers  was  supported.  He  should 
certainly  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  the  member  for 
Dublin. 

Mr.  O'Reilly  said,  that  after  the  conduct 
which  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Irish  Government  had  pursued  in  respect 
to  this  Bill,  he  could  not  place  much  con- 
fidence in  the  opinion  that  noble  Lord 
now  entertained.  As  to  the  authenticity 
of  the  Reports  of  the  police  of  Ireland, 
he  could  only  say,  that  in  1821  and  1822 
it  had  been  declined  to  be  acted  upon  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  presiding 
over  the  India  Board,  when  the  renewal  of 
the  Insurrection  Act  had  been  required 
from  him  at  the  time  he  filled  the  office  of 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  O'Reilly) 
had  submitted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
now  the  member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulburn)  documents 
which  proved  the  organization  of  a  com- 
plete scheme  for  the  disturbance  of  the 
county  of  Cavan,  in  order  to  induce  the 
Government  to  renew  the  Insurrection 
Act,  and  to  secure  the  calling  out  of  the 
Yeomanry  to  be  placed  upon  full-pay. 
Those  documents  were  now  in  the  Castle 
of  Dublin,  and  showed  the  spirit  in  which 
information  was  sent  to  those  charged 
with  the  Government  of  Ireland.  He  had 
the  letter  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Control, 
refusing  to  act  upon  the  information  in 
this  respect,  though  without  any  new 
evidence  to  inform  his  mind,  the  then  Lord 
Lieutenant  (the  Marquess  Wellesley) 
called  for  the  renewal  of  the  Insurrection 
Act — a  measure  which  had  thus  been  de- 
clined by  the  then  Secretary  for  Ireland 
and  his  predecessor  in  that  office.  It  was, 
however,  at  length  given  up,  as  he  trusted 
the  Coercion  Bill  would,  after  the  ex- 
perience which  the  last  two  years  had 
affi3rded.  He  concurred  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin  in  desir- 
ing, that  the  documents  upon  which  the 
renewal  of  the  Coercion  Bill  w»8  to  be 


justifiedi  should  be  referred  to  a  Commit- 
tee, because  it  would  afford  him  (Mr. 
O'Reilly)  an  opportunity  of  examining 
both  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  to  whom 
he  alluded — of  calling  for  those  documents 
to  which  he  referred ;  and  alsoof  examining 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Tam worth,  who  had  permitted  the  Insur- 
rection Act  to  die.  It  was  true,  that  the 
state  of  agitation  had  been  the  only  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  Bill,  but  it  was  ini* 
possible  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  any  other 
individual,  to  afford  one  tittle  of  evidence 
to  show,  that  agitation  had  been  kept 
up  in  Ireland  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
justify  the  re-enactment  of  such  a  Bill. 
He  admitted  that  crimes  were  perpetrated 
in  Ireland,  but  they  originated  in  very 
different  causes  from  political  agitation. 
He  had  himself  never  joined  in  agilatioa 
since  the  suppression  of  the  old  Catholic 
Association.  Yes,  he  had  agitated  the 
Tithe  Question,  as  he  was  reminded  by 
the  hon.  and  leartied  member  for  Dublin, 
but  he  had  not  taken  a  part  in  the  Repeal 
agitation.  He,  however,  had  never  under- 
stood the  extinction  of  tithes  to  mean  the 
transfer  of  tithes  into  the  pockets  of  the 
landlords ;  and  though  he  might  have 
agitated  the  Tithe  Question,  he  had  never 
written  letters,  and  allowed  others  to  suffer 
for  publishing  them.  He  had  ever  been 
ready  to  take  his  share  of  the  consequences 
of  his  own  acts,  and  had  been  willing  to 
endure  his  portion  of  blame.  He  should 
certainly  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin,  because 
that,  in  addition  to  what  he  had  already 
stated,  would  afford  him  the  opportunity 
of  examining  the  present  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland  with  reference  to  some  inform- 
ation furnished  to  that  functionary  by 
Mr.  Warburton,  an  Officer  of  Polioe  in 
Ireland.  The  fact  was,  that  when  the 
police  did  their  duty,  they  did  not  get 
credit  for  it,  because  they  sometimes  over* 
stepped  the  boundaries  which  the  law  pre- 
scribed for  their  regulation.  He  hoped 
to  see  the  time  when  Ireland  would  not 
be  governed  by  a  Lord  Lieutenant  who 
was  unable  to  supply  Parliament  with  the 
information  it  required,  but  governed  by 
a  Secretary,  who,  standing  on  the  floor  of 
that  House,  could  lay  before  its  Members 
such  statements  as  were  found  necessary. 
Mr.  Charles  Grant  said,  that  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  alluded 
to  him  personally,  be  would  troubla  tb« 
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House  with  a  few  words.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman only  did  him  justice  in  supposing, 
that  in  giving  his  voice  in  favour  of  a 
renewal  of  the  Coercion  Bill,  he  must  be 
influenced  by  a  strong  and  paramount 
conviction  of  its  necessity.  The  hon. 
Member  had  beenTsomewhat  incorrect  jn 
his  dates  in  what  he  had  said  as  to  his 
conduct  in  Parliament.  It  was  in  1819, 
and  the  commencement  of  1820,  that  dis- 
turbances broke  out  in  Galway,  and  during 
that  winter  strong  efforts  were  made  to 
induce  him  to  propose  the  renewal  of  the 
Insurrection  Act,  which  he  resisted.  In 
1820,  the  Question  came  before  the  House, 
and  the  House  gave  its  opinion,  and  the 
Question  was  set  at  rest.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber appeared  to  have  forgotten  that  he 
had  left  Ireland  in  1821,  when  the  Ques- 
tion about  the  renewal  of  the  Insurrec- 
tion Act  again  came  forward.  It  was  dis- 
cussed in  March  and  April,  having  been 
brought  forward  late  in  February,  when 
he  was  no  longer  a  member  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Acting,  then,  in  his  individual 
capacity,  when  he  could  not  be  supposed 
to  be  in  any  degree  influenced  by  the  Go- 
vernment, what  was  its  course?  Upon 
consideration  of  the  papers  laid  before 
Parliament,  he  did  feel  himself  called 
upon  to  vote  for  the  measure  notwith- 
standing his  previous  impressions.  He 
acceded  to  the  revival  of  the  Insurrection 
Act,  because  he  was  convinced,  that  great 
as  were  the  evils  which  it  inflicted,  those 
which  it  prevented  would  be  still  greater 
if  left  unchecked.  He  did,  therefore, 
concur  in  the  measure,  and  not  by  a  silent 
vote.  His  was  the  same  course  which  he 
asked  the  House  to  take  now.  Here  were 
the  papers  before  them,  and  if,  upon 
examinmg  them,  the  case  should  not,  in 
their  opinion,  bear  out  the  renewal  of  the 
Bill,  let  them  not  pass  it.  But  he  asked 
them  also  not  to  adopt  a  course  which 
would  prevent  the  papers  from  being 
printed  upon  which  the  House  must  ulti- 
mately come  to  a  decision  before  they  had 
ezammed  the  papers  placed  before  them. 
Sir  Robert  J^eel  found  himself  called 
upon  very  unexpectedly  to  give  a  vote 
upon  a  very  important  question.  He  had 
not  the  least  expectation  that  the  papers 
were  to  be  presented  to-day,  and,  there- 
fore, the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  which  stood  upon  the  present- 
ation of  the  papers,  had  altogether  taken 
him  by  surprise.  Unprepared,  however, 
tis  he  was,  he  was  unwilling  to  evade  the 


difHculty;    he   should  vote  against  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee,  and  state 
his  reasons  for  doing  so.     He  voted  for 
the  measure  last  year  from  a  deep  general 
conviction  that  some  such  measure  was 
necessary,  and  he  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  such  a  change  had  taken  place  in  the 
state  of  Ireland  as  to  warrant  the  removal 
of  the  measure.     If  he  voted  for  referring 
the  subject  to  a  Select  Committee  on  the 
7th  of  July,  to  make  the  inquiry  efFectual, 
they  roust  summon  persons  from  the  dis* 
tant  counties  of  Ireland.  But  to  commence 
such  an  inquiry  on  the  7th  of  July,  would 
be  tantamount  to  practically  rejecting  the 
Bill.   He  believed,  however,  that  the  Bill, 
or  some  Bill  of  the  kind,  was  necessary. 
While,  therefore,  he  could  not,  on  the  one 
hand,  consent  to  the  adoption  of  such  a 
Bill  without    having  an  opportunity  of 
reading  the  papers  upon  which  the  provi- 
sions were  founded ;  yet  he  confessed,  that 
on  the  other  hand,  he  could  not  consent 
to  a  proposition  which  would  be  tanta* 
mount  to  the  rejection  of  a  legislative 
enactment  which,  upon    the  whole,  he 
believed  to  be  necessary  for  ensuring  the 
peace  in  Ireland.     It  was  the  duty  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  at  a  much  earlier 
period  this  Session,  to  have  declared  their 
intention  with  respect  to  the  re-enacting 
this  Bill.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said,  that  it  was  not  his  fault  that 
this  Motion  was  made  on  the  7th  of  July. 
It  might  be  so ;  but  as  its  adoption  would 
be  to  postpone  the  measure,  he  could  not 
assent  to  it.     He  must  also  say,  that  the 
explanations  required  from  his  Majesty's 
Government  were  those  which   a  Select 
Committee  could  not  give.    The  Govern- 
ment ought  not  to  leave  the  House  in  doubt 
as  to  what  were  the  opinious  of  the  exe- 
cutive government  in  Ireland,  who  would 
be  responsible  for  the  execution  of  the 
law.    What  he  saw  in  the  papers  before 
him  left  him  no  reason  to  doubt  that  it 
had  been  the  opinion  of  the  Marquess 
Wellesley  at  no  distant  period,  that  the 
renewal  of  the  Coercion  Act  in  its  integ* 
rity  was  necessary  to  the  security  of  life 
and  ensuring  the  supremacy  of  the  law* 
On  the  15th  of  April,  1834,  he  found  in 
the  copies  of  the  despatches  printed  on 
their  Table  the  following  words : — '  These 
'  disturbances  have  been  in  every  instance 
*  excited  and  inflamed  by  the  agitation  of 
'  the  combined  projects  for  the  abolition 
'  of  tithes,  and  the  destruction  of  the  Union 
'  with  Great  Britain,     I  cannot  employ 
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'  words  of  sufficient  streogth  to  express 
'  my  solicitude  that  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
'  ment  should  fix  the  deepest  attention  on 
'  the  intimate  connection  marked  by  the 
'  strongest  characters,  in  all  these  transac- 
'  tions  between  the  system  of  agitation 
'  and    its     inevitable    consequence,    the 

*  system  of  combination,  leading;  to  violence 
'  and    outrage ;    they    are,    inseparably, 

*  cause  and  effect.  Nor  can  I  (after  the 
'  most  attentive  consideration  of  the  dread- 
'  ful  scenes  passing  under  my  view),  by 

*  any  effort  of  my  understanding,  separate 
'one  from  the  other  in  that  unbroken 
'  chain  of  indissoluble  connection.*  If  he 
searched  through  the  English  language — 
and  the  Marquess  Wellesley  had  once 
been  a  great  master  of  that  language — it 
would  be  impossible  to  find  stronger  words 
than  those  in  which  that  noble  Lord  had 
expressed  his  opinion,  that  predial  violence 
was  inseparably  connected  with  political 
agitation.  He  would  look  at  another  of 
the  documents,  being  the  answer  to  the 
two  questions  put  to  the  inspectors  of 
police,  as  to  whether  the  state  of  their 
districts  demanded  the  renewal  of  the  Act, 
and  if  any  amendment  would  be  required 
on  its  renewal.  The  answer  of  the  inspect- 
ors was  unanimous  as  to  the  necessity  of 
the  renewal ;  and  one  of  them  (Mr.  War- 
burton)  stated,  that  no  amendment  at  all 
was  necessary.  In  this,  he  said,  all  the 
inspectors  were  unanimous,  and  Lord 
Wellesley,  on  the  18th  of  April,  in  bis 
despatch  to  the  Government,  add^  these 
words : — 

My  Lord— I  have  the  honour  to  enclose, 
for  the  consideration  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, the  replies  of  the  provincial  inspectors 
to  a  question  which  I  proposed  to  tliem  re- 
specting the  renewal  of  the  Act  for  the  more 
effectual  Suppression  of  Local  Disturbances  in 
Ireland,  which,  if  not  renewed,  will  expire  in 
the  month  of  August,  1834. 

Your  Lordship  will  observe  that  their  opin- 
ion is  unanimously  and  powerfully  given  in 
favour  of  the  renewal  of  that  Act. 

It  is  superfluous  for  me  to  add  my  entire 
approbation  of  the  opinions  which  they  have 
expressed,  and  my  most  anxious  desire  that 
the  Act  may  be  renewed. 

He  knew  something  of  Lord  Wellesley : 
he  had  had  the  honour  and  satisfaction 
of  serving  under  him  in  an  ofHcial  situa- 
tion, where  he  stood  upon  close  and 
intimate  connection  with  him,  when  Lord 
Wellesley  was  Lord-lieutenant,  and  he 
was  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ;  and  no 
man  could  have  had   better  means  of 


judging  whether  his  opinion  on  such  a 
subject  was  likely  to  be  lightly  formed 
and  lightly  changed.     Being  aware  that 
Lord  Wellesley  was  very  careful  in  form- 
ing, and  firm  in  retaining,  his  opinion,  be 
must  say,  that  he  never  beard  anything 
with  greater  surprise  than  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  as  to  the  change 
of  the  noble  Lord's  views,  in  the  month  of 
June.    That  he  who  wrote  those  letters  of 
the  15th  and  18th  of  April,  could  on  the 
1 8th  of  June  have  written  another,  recom- 
mending a  totally  different  course  upon 
the  same  question,  was  utterly  beyond  his 
power  of  comprehension.     For  Lord  Wel- 
lesley to  take  such  a  course,  when  one 
recalled  to  mind  the  energy  and  firmness 
of  his  policy  in  India !   He  should  deeply 
regret  indeed,  that  the  closing  scenes  of 
the  career  of  such  a  statesman  should  be 
marked  by  such  vacillation  and  indecision. 
For  the  honour  of  Lord  Wellesley  expla- 
nation was  due.     As  that  noble  Lord  was 
j  intrusted  with  the  responsible  government 
of  Ireland  and  the  guardianship  of  her 
peace,  they  had  a  right  to  know  why  it 
was  that  they  found  him  involved  in  these 
contradictions,     which    he    (Sir    Robert 
Peel)   was  unwilling  to  believe  were  his 
own.  There  were  reasons,  also,  of  a  higher 
consideration,  which  demanded  that  such 
imputations   upon    a  public   functionary 
should  be  removed  or  explained.  If,  on  the 
18th  of  June,  Lord  Wellesley  had  come  to 
the  opinion  that  it  was  possible  to  separate 
political  agitation  from  predial  violence, 
after  having  declared  in  language  so  strong 
on  the  18th  of  April,  that  they  were  in- 
separably connected.  Parliament  ought  to 
know  the  grounds  upon  which  that  change 
of  opinion  had  been  come  to.     For  al- 
though Lord  Wellesley  might  be  prepared 
to  take  the   responsibility  of  governing 
Ireland  without   the   Coercion   Act,   the 
House  should,  at  least,  know  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  had  come  to  his  Reso- 
lution,   before    they  reposed  confidence 
in   a    judgment  which,    upon   the  face 
of   such    transactions,    appeared    to  be 
so    unstable.       He    would    say    to   the 
Government  at    home,    that  they  took 
upon  themselves  a  heavy  responsibility  for 
their  part  in  the  proceeding.  What !  when 
they  found  the  Lord-lieutenant  urging  the 
renewal  of  the  Act  in  the  latter  end  of 
April,  not  in  common  terms,  but  searching 
the  language  to  find  terms  to  express  bis 
strong  desire  for  the  adoption  of  that  mea« 
lure^what  prevented  the  Ministers  from 
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giving  notice  of  their  intention  to  Parlia- 
ment until  the  2nd  of  July  ?  What  had 
passed  between  them  and  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment during  that  interval  ?  Had  not 
the  House  a  right  to  some  explanations 
upon  this  head  ?  With  such  an  opinion 
entertained  by  the  head  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment,  such  a  course  as  that  which  had 
been  pursued  towards  him  must  naturally 
have  the  effect  of  paralysing  all  govern- 
ment in  that  country,  and  divesting  it  of 
the  energy  indispensably  required  by  the 
circumstances  of  the  times.  He  felt  these 
considerations  powerfully  urging  him  to 
call  for  investigation,  if  the  necessary  in- 
formation should  be  withheld  from  the 
House ;  but  he  differed  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  as  to  the  propriety  of  ap- 
pointing a  Select  Committee;  and  no 
temporary  advantage  should  induce  him  to 
support  a  proposition  that  in  his  deliberate 
judgment  could  lead  to  no  good  result. 
At  the  same  time  he  admitted  the  justice 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  com- 
plaints of  the  treatment  he  had  personally 
received,  and  not  one  word  should  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  hear  from 
him  in  abatement  of  the  just  indignation 
which  he  had  expressed.  What  was  the 
situation  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  stood  towards  the  Govern- 
ment ?  On  the  first  day  of  the  Session 
the  Government  put  words  into  the  King's 
mouth,  which  he  would  take  the  liberty  to 
read  to  the  House.  The  King  was  made 
to  say: — *To  the  practices  which  have 

*  been  used  to  produce  disaffection  to  the 
'  State,  and  mutual  distrust  and  animosity 
'  between  the  people  of  the  two  countries, 
'  is  chiefly  to  be  attributed  the  spirit  of  in- 

*  subordination,  which,  though  for  the pre- 
'  sent  in  a  great  degree  controlled  by  the 

*  power  of  the  law,  has  been  but  too  per- 
'  ceptible  in   many  instances.    To  none 

*  more  than  to  the  deluded  instruments  of 
'  the  agitation  thus  perniciously  excited,  is 

*  the  continuance  of  such  a  spirit  produc- 
'  .tive  of  the  most  ruinous  consequences  ; 
'  and  the  united  and  vigorous  exertions  of 
'  the  loyal  and  welUaffected,  in  aid  of  the 
'  Government,  are  imperiously  required  to 
'  put  an  end  to  a  system  of  excitement  and 
'  violence,  which,  while  it  continues,  is 
'  destructive  of  the  peace  of  society,  and, 
'  if  successful,  must  inevitably  prove  fatal 
'  to  the  power  and  safety  of  the  United 
'  Kingdom.'  These  were  the  words  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers.  They  advised  the 
King  to  speak  to  them ;  and  who  could 


doubt,  that  they  were  pointed  at  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member?     He  thought  it  at 
the  time  derogatory  to  the  dignity  of  the 
Crown,  and  calculated  unduly  to  raise 
that  individual  into  importance.  Were  the 
Ministers  who  put  that  speech  into  the 
mouth  of  the  King,  who  said,  that  **  To 
the  practices  which  have  been  used  to 
produce  disaffection    to  the  State,  and 
mutual  distrust  and  animosity  between 
the  people  of  the  two  countries,  is  chiefly 
to, be  attributed  the  spirit  of  insubordina- 
tion,"— were  these  Ministers  the  same  who 
now  saw  no  connection  between  political 
agitation,  and  the  "spirit  of  insubordina- 
tion?"    If  so,  what  must  be  the  feelings 
of  those  loyal  and  well-affected  persons  in 
Ireland  whose  united  and  vigorous  exer- 
tions the  Grovernment  had  imperiously  in- 
voked on  the  first  day  of  the  Session, 
when  they  found  on  the  20th  of  June  the 
same  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  been  then  pointed  out  to  them  as  an 
object  of  royal  disapprobation  selected  to 
receive  the  confidential  communications  of 
the  same  Government!     And  what  must 
be  the  feelings  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself,  when  he  found  that 
the  communication  made  to  him  to  con- 
ciliate his  support  had  only  the  effect  of 
misleading  him !    When  it  was  found  that 
the  Lord-lieutenant  on  the  one  side,  and 
the  loyal  and  well-affected  people  on  the 
other  side  all  concurred  with  the  opinion 
not  long  ago  expressed  by  the  Ministers, 
that  this  measure  was  necessary;  and  when 
it  was  afterwards  found  that  this  united 
opinion   was  not  to*  be  acted  upon,  he 
would  put  it  to  any  Gentleman  conversant 
with  the  affairs  of  Ireland  or  of  any  other 
country  to  say,  whether  any  Government 
could  expect  to  secure  to  itself  the  co- 
operation of  the  loyal  and  well-affected, 
or  the  respect  and  confidence  qf  any  por- 
tion of  the  population  in  that  part  of  the 
empire? 

Mr.  Littleton  having  found  himself, 
upon  a  former  occasion,  under  the  ne- 
cessity of  making  an  unqualified  admission 
of  the  indiscretion  he  had  committed,  he 
felt  himself  relieved  from  the  duty  of  re- 
plying to  that  portion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  speech  which  related  to  the 
communication  he  had  made  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite.  Having 
done  that,  he  was  called  upon  to  say  no 
more  upon  the  subject,  and  he  should  say 
no  more  upon  it  cither  then,  or  at  any 
other  time.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
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ioveighad  m  sIroDg  tenns  against  the  in- 
jnttice  and  iiaproprtety  of  the  GoTera- 
nent  haviog  delayed  the  proposal  of  the 
measure  so  long.  With  all  respect  he 
differed  from  the  right  hoa.  Baronet.  He 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govero- 
menty  acting  under  a  natural  and  con* 
stitutional  reluctance  to  the  bringing  for- 
ward any  such  measure,  to  obtain  the 
longest  possible  retrospect  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act  before  they  decided  on  its  re- 
newal. This  was  a  principle  which,  he 
contended,  entitled  them  rather  to  the 
approbation  of  the  House  than  to  its  cen- 
sure. With  respect  to  the  necessity  of 
the  Marquess  Wellesley  explaining  his 
sentiments,  he  could  only  say,  that  he 
sent  him  (Mr,  Littleton)  the  dispatches 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
that  he  did  about  the  middle  of  last 
month,  after  two  months  had  elapsed 
from  the  time  when  those  dispatches  were 
written,  and  after  there  had  been  a  con- 
siderable abatement  of  the  meetings  in 
Ireland,  submit  to  the  noble  Marquess, 
as  a  confidential  friend,  and  as  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  to  consider  how  far  that 
portion  of  the  Bill  which  was  directed 
against  public  meetings  would  be  neces- 
sary. A  correspondence  had  ensued,  and 
there  was  much  discussion  between  the 
Members  of  the  Government  here  and  the 
noble  Marquess,  and  the  result  was,  that  it 
was  agreed  upon,  that  the  renewal  of  this 
measure,  as  proposed  in  the  other  House, 
was  desirable. 

Mr.  Shell  said,  that  the  date  of  the  18th 
of  April  was  important  to  be  borne  in 
mind  as  the  period  at  which  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  had  recommended  the  renewal 
of  the  Coercion  Bill.  The  question  was, 
did  the  Lord-lieutenant  change  his  mind 
before  the  Government  resolved  on  re- 
newing the  Bill?  They  relied  on  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord-lieutenant  in  favour 
of  coercion.  Did  they  refuse  to  act  upon 
his  opinion  when  it  was  against  its  con- 
tinuance ?  It  was  evident  there  was  some- 
thing kept  back.  There  were  other  docu- 
ments which  must  be  produced  before  the 
House  could  proceed  with  the  measure. 
They  had  some  data,  but  they  wanted 
other  data  before  they  could  possibly 
judge  of  the  necessity  for  renewing  the 
Act.  What  was  the  admission  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  Why,  that 
the  Lord-lieutenant  had  undergone  a  com- 
plete change  of  opinion  in  a  very  short 
time.    Was  that  true,  or  was  it  not  true  ? 


If  not|  thea  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  mistaken — for  he  could  never  attri- 
bute any  intentional  misiepresentatioQ  of 
anything — ^he  had  mistaken  the  opiniona 
of  the  noble  Marquess.  All  the  House 
had  to  form  its  opinion  by  was  the  letter 
of  the  18th  of  April,  and  that  recom« 
mended  the  renewsJ  of  the  Bill  with  the 
Court-martial  clause.  But  the  Ministers 
had  brought  in  a  Bill  and  left  that  out. 
They  were  therefore,  in  any  case,  not  act- 
ing upon  the  advice  and  opinion  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
objected  to  the  Motion  because  it  was  too 
late  to  appoint  a  Select  Committee. 
What !  was  any  time  too  late  to  have  a 
full  investigation  as  to  the  necessity  of 
such  an  Act  before  it  was  passed  ?  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  was,  of  course,  free  to 
blame  what  he  conceived  would  be  a  de- 
feat of  a  measure  which  he  conceived  ne- 
cessary ;  but  would  he  tell  them  that  upon 
such  despatches  as  had  been  produced, 
the  House  would  be  justified  in  renewing 
the  Coercion  Act?  If  so,  why  did  not 
the  Government  make  up  their  minds  to 
do  it  on  the  18th  of  April?  Were  they 
not  asked  again  and  again  in  the  other 
House  whether  it  was  their  intention  to  re- 
new it  or  not,  and  did  not  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  repeat  the  question  in  that  House 
until  the  noble  Lord  opposite  thought  it 
had  been  pushed  to  an  unwarrantable 
length  ?  He  could  scarcely  believe,  that 
the  members  of  the  present  Government 
had  consented  to  the  Bill.  He  saw  before 
him  the  right  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Edinburgh,  whose  opinion  the  Hoa^ 
had  heard  upon  this  Bill  long  before  he 
was  in  office.  He  opposed  such  a  Bill  in 
1822,  and  again  in  1833.  He  confessed 
he  was  very  solicitous  of  knowing  on  whj|t 
ground  it  was,  that  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  justify  his  support  of  it 
now ;  and  that  support  given  without  in- 
quiry. It  was  said,  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  put  down  agitation.  Why,  there 
was  none.  No  meetings  had  taken  place* 
and  scarcely  any  disturbance.  What  were 
the  grounds  then?  None,  as  would  be 
shown  if  thev  went  into  evidence  before  a 
Committee.  It  was  said,  they  would  have 
no  more  information  before  the  Committee 
than  in  the  House.  He  denied  it.  They 
might  demand  more,  and  have  all  the 
correspondence  placed  before  them. 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  seemed  to  insist,  and  not 
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unnatorallyyhe  admitted,  on  the  fact  of  the 
letter  of  the  Marquess  Wellesley  of  the 
18th  of  April  making  no  exception  to  the 
Court-martial  clause  in  the  renewal.  That 
arose  purely  from  the  Marquess  Wellesley 
never  having  considered  that  provision  as 
any  part  of  the  measure.  It  had  never 
been  acted  upon,  and  the  noble  Lord 
looked  upon  it  as  a  dead  letter. 

Mr,  (yConnell:  Good  God!  was  it  re- 
ferred to  the  opioloo  of  a  man  to  decide 
whether  they  should  have  this  Act  renewed 
who  had  never  thought  the  Court-martial 
clause  worth  his  attention  at  all?  Were 
they  then  to  suffer  such  an  infringement 
of  their  liberties  because  this  nobleman 
could  not  suffer  the  idea  to  disturb  his 
semi-regal  thoughts?  The  Government 
must  produce  the  whole  evidence  upon 
this  matter,  and  let  the  House  see  how  it 
stood.  There  was  the  letter  of  the  18th 
of  April  before  them ;  they  wanted  the 
next  of  the  20th  of  June,  and  Ministers 
were  afraid  to  produce  it.  Would  that 
House  submit  to  such  treatment  ?  They 
had  not  time  enough  to  consider  the  Bill, 
but  they  had  their  majority  ready  to  carry 
it  through — a  majority  of  reformed  Mem- 
bers— not  the  virtual,  but  the  actual  Re- 
presentatives of  the  people.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  not  concede  what  was 
recommended  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  member  for  Tamworth.  What  would 
they  gain  by  it  ?  Nothing.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  would  save  time  by  appointing 
a  Committee  to  make  the  necessary  in- 
vestigation. Did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man think,  that  they  who  opposed  the  Bill 
would  not  discuss  it  word  for  word,  and 
sentence  by  sentence.  Should  he  not 
have  to  deal  with  every  line  of  the  Bill, 
and  to  submit  a  distinct  Motion  upon  the 
tergiversations  and  the  practices  which 
had  been  resorted  to  to  carry  it  ?  Did  they 
think,  that  he  should  allow  any  means  of 
opposition  to  escape,  or  that  any  other  of 
those  who  represented  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  his  country  would  ?  No  man 
who  would  could  ever  again  deserve  the 
confidence  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
he  would  never  again  recommend  them  to 
it.  Oh!  were  these  the  measures  they 
were  to  receive  at  the  hands  of  men  who 
professed  so  much — who  called  themselves 
the  descendants  of  the  old  Whigs,  the 
friends  of  liberty,  the  defenders  of  free- 
dom, the  enemies  of  tyranny — who  talked 
of  having  civil  freedom  engraved  on  their 
standard  and  equal  rights  for  their  prin- 


ciples ?  Yetf  they  had  it  for  themselves ; 
but  they  had  it  not  for  Ireland.  What  be- 
came now  of  the  six  hours'  speech  ?  If  it 
had  been  six-and- thirty  hours  he  would 
meet  it  now  with  the  one  fact  of  this  Bill, 
and  there  was  its  answer.  Oh !  he  should 
be  the  basest  of  slaves  if  ever  he  submitted 
to  that  Union.  This  measure  no  longer 
left  a  question  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Union. 
To  obtain  a  separation  of  the  two  coun- 
tries was  now  the  duty  of  every  Irishman, 
and  he  would  employ  all  the  constitutional 
means  at  his  command  to  have  it  re- 
pealed. Their  speeches  would  no  longer 
prevail.  He  would  tell  them,  that  they 
might  make  up  thefir  fabricated  Returns, 
they  might  marshal  their  columns  of  false 
figures—  he  would  put  the  one  fact  of  the 
renewal  of  this  Bill  without  inquiry  before 
the  nation,  and  what  would  all  their  state- 
ments be  worth  ?  What  country  had  ever 
cursed  another  as  England  had  cursed 
Ireland?  What  country  ever  inflicted 
upon  another  so  many  evils?  For  the 
last  seven  hundred  years  she  had  pursued 
one  course  of  robbery,  burning,  murder, 
and  blood.  Talk  of  the  cruelties  of  Russia 
towards  Poland !  They  were  nothing 
compared  to  the  horrors  which  England 
had  perpetrated  upon  his  country.  Why 
did  he  speak  this  now?  Because  they 
were  still  going  on  in  the  same  career. 
Yes,  their  hands  were  still  stained  with 
blood  ;  but  there  was  not  the  boldness  of 
spoliation  in  their  acts  ;  they  only  sought 
now  to  perpetuate  the  degradation  of  his 
country.  Much  good  might  it  do  them 
with  it.  Did  they  think  it  would  last  ? 
He  would  tell  them,  that  it  would  not. 
If  England  were  to  go  to  war,  but  she 
dared  not  go  to  war,  for  Ireland  would 
then  be  her  bitterest  foe,  and  join  her  arms 
to  those  of  the  enemy.  And  could  any 
one  say  to  Ireland,  that  she  ought  not 
to  be  the  foe  of  England,  when  she  was 
goaded  to  it  by  such  treatment  as  she 
had  all  along  received  at  the  hands  of  this 
country  ?  On  the  20th  of  June  she  was 
told  that  she  was  not  to  be  governed  by 
coercion,  and  now  on  the  7th  of  July, 
because  the  Premier  chose  it,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  were  afraid  to  resist 
him — ^because  they  were  afraid  to  break 
up  the  Parliament,  and  ashamed  to  go 
back  to  their  constituents,  though  they 
were  not  ashamed  to  be  bandied  as  he 
then  bandied  them,  and  would  continue 
to  bandy  them — now,  forsooth,  coercion 
was  to  be  enforced  in   all   its   rigorous 
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provisions!  All  he  wanted  of  the  Go- 
vernment now  was,  to  allow  an  exami- 
nation to  be  had  into  their  condMct  in  this 
strange  affieiir.  If  they  were  right  in  what 
they  had  done,  they  would  sarely  have 
nothing  to  fear  from  inquiry.  But  the 
fact  unfortunately  was,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  fallen  into  the  hands  of  a 
military  police  establishment,  who  lived 
on  disorder  and  confusion,  and  got  their 
monthly  pay  during  the  continuance  of 
disturbances.  These  were  the  witnesses 
upon  whose  authority  the  Government 
now  proposed  to  act,  and  those  witnesses 
were  false.  The  assertion  of  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  also,  that  predial  disturbances 
were  fomented  by  political  agitation,  was 
false.  It  really  was  too  bad  to  have  the 
destinies  of  a  great  people  depend  upon 
the  misrepresentations  of  such  a  will-o'- 
the-wisp,  such  a  creature  whom  he  would 
not  degrade  himself  by  describing  in  bis 
full  colours.  The  Government  appreciated 
his  worth  pretty  well ;  they  would  not  ad- 
mit him  into  their  Cabinet ;  but  he  was 
good  enough  for  Ireland.  Well,  how 
stood  the  history  of  this  affair?  On 
the  18th  of  April  it  appeared,  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  was  for  the  re- 
newal of  the  Coercion  Act,  Court-martial 
clauses  and  all ;  on  the  20ch  of  June,  he 
was  of  a  different  opinion,  and  the  Court- 
martial  clauses  were  to  be  given  up ;  and 
now,  on  the  7th  of  July,  the  House  was 
called  upon,  upran  the  authority  of  the 
same  Lord-lieutenant,  to  retain,  those  very 
clauses.  But  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  pro- 
claimed it  openly  and  unhesitatingly  that 
those  Court-martial  clauses  had  not  been 
given  up  out  of  respect  to  the  Marquess 
Wellesley,  but  in  a  spirit  of  miserable 
truckling  of  one  part  of  the  Administra- 
tion to  another.  When  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Edinburgh  joined  the 
Government,  it  was  that  these  clauses  were 
sacrificed.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  undergone  the  ordeal  of  a  re-elec- 
tion, and  he  might  have  been  entertained 
there  with  a  Dudley /i?/e.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  knew  that  amongst  the 
constituency  of  Edinburgh  there  were  a 
hundred  Irish  voters.  [The  Attorney 
General :  Yes,  but  they  all  voted  against 
me.]  And  they  did  right.  They  did 
right  to  vote  against  the  prosecutor  of  the 
True  Sun:  and  one  who  was  an  officer 
of  the  Crown  under  the  former  Coercion 
Bill.  Many  Scotchmen  also  would  have 
been  found  to  vote  against  him,  had  they 


known  him  as  the  agent  of  the  Poloniiis 
Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland.  But  he  would 
not  even  yet  despair.  He  had  a  fair  re- 
liance on  the  good  sense  and  power  of  the 
instructed  part  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
They  would  wait  tlieir  time,  which  sooner 
or  later  must  come;  and  he  was  happy 
meantime  to  tell  them  that  the  county  oif 
Wexford  was  not  altogether  lost  to  th« 
good  cause.  The  repealer,  though  not 
personally  very  popular,  had  gained  the 
day.  In  conclusion,  he  would  only  once 
more  appeal  to  the  honesty  and  good 
sense  of  the  Government  and  of  the 
House.  Would  they  grant  the  inquiry 
he  asked  for?  Would  they  give  him 
an  opportunity  of  falsifying  the  interested 
witnesses  who  had  so  long  misled  them! 
By  so  doing  they  might  give  some  sa- 
tisfaction to  his  abused  and  siifiering 
countrymen,  but  do  what  they  feoald 
they  could  not  crush  the  spirit  of  liberty 
which  reigned  amongst  them. 

Mr.  Abercromby  said,  that  when  the 
proper  time  came  he  should  hold  himseff 
prepared  to  give  the  reasons  why  he 
thought  the  re-enactment  of  the  Coercion 
Act  necessary  for  Ireland.  At  the  pre- 
sent moment  he  would  only  offer  a  few 
words  in  remark  upon  one  or  two  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin.  That  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  spoken  of  the  Court-martial  clauses 
of  the  Bill  as  if  it  had  been  proposed  by 
Government  to  withdraw  those  clauses  in 
order  to  conciliate  the  opinions  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kircud- 
bright and  himself  on  the  occasion  of 
their  accepting  office.  Now  such  was 
not  the  case.  Those  clauses  were  never 
-submitted  either  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  or  himself,  and  could  not,  there- 
fore, have  met  with  their  dissent  He 
certainly  understood  that  those  clauses 
had  been  previously  withdrawn  by  the 
Government.  It  appeared  that  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
been  for  some  time  carrying  ou  a  corre- 
spondence with  the  Lord-lieutenant  upon 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  in  the  course 
of  which  some  variance  of  opinbn  had 
manifested  itself;  but  he  believed,  that 
in  the  end  they  had  come  to  a  full  un- 
derstanding and  agreement  upon  the  sub- 
ject. As  to  the  delay  in  bringing  this 
measure  forward,  which  had  been  alluded 
to  as  a  ground  for  complaint,  for  his 
own  part  he  could  not  but  think  that  hi^s 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  acted  a  wise,  a 
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JQSty  and  humane  part  towards  the  people 
of  Ifeland  in  not  pressing  this  measure 
forward  as  long  as  any  the  slightest 
ground  existed  to  hope  that  the  re-enact- 
meot  of  a  measure  so  at  variance  with  all 
the  constitutional  principles  of  the  State 
might  be  unnecessary.  They  had  now, 
however,  produced  papers  before  the 
House  containing  evidence  of  the  ne- 
cessity for  such  an  enactment.  It  was 
for  the  House  to  consider  whether  that 
evidence  was  sufficient  to  justify  such  a 
measure  of  coercion  ;  if  they  did  not 
think  it  sufficient  let  them  act  upon  that 
opinion,  and  refuse  to  re-enact  the  Bill. 
But  at  any  rate  do  not  let  them  appoint 
a  Committee  which  could  be  productive  of 
no  good  result  in  itself,  and  would  effec- 
tually prevent  the  possibility  of  legislating 
at  nil  upon  the  subject  during  the  present 
Session. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  if 
anybody  thought  this  Bill  ought  to  be 
renewed  without  the  clauses  against  po- 
litical agitation,  he  considered  that  the 
particular  tone  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  night  should  undeceive 
him.  When  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  so  .vehement  against  Government 
for  renewing  this  Act,  he  begged  the 
House  to  consider  what  it  was  that  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  agreed  to  in 
the  Act  of  last  year.  He  was  willing  to 
permit  the  peasantry  of  Ireland  to  be 
compelled,  in  certain  districts,  to  remain 
inside  their  houses  at  night,  and  to 
answer  when  their  names  were  called  over 
by  a  policeman.  This  it  would  not  be 
denied,  was  a  great  infringement  of  the 
liberties  of  the  subject.  And  be  really 
considered  it  as  no  further  infringement 
of  those  liberties  to  say,  that  in  a  country 
where  people  were  not  allowed  to  be  out 
at  night,  no  person  should  have  the  op- 
portunity or  the  power  of  exciting  them 
to  acts  of  outrage.  He,  for  one,  was  not 
disposed  to  propose  a  Bill  which  should 
strike  merely  at  the  lower  classes,  and  not 
affect  those  who  excited  them  and  in* 
fluenced  them  to  acts  of  outrage.  With 
respect  to  the  law  itself  there  would  be 
plenty  of  time  to  discuss  it.  As  regarded 
the  Committee,  called  for  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  it  must  be  for 
one  of  two  purposes — to  ascertain  whether 
the  accounts  of  predial  outrage  were  well 
founded— a  fact  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  never  doubted  before, 
or  else  to  inquire  if  such  a  thing  as  po- 
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litical  a^tation  had  been  and  was  again 
to  be  apprehended.  Neither  could  that 
be  necessary;  the  facts  were  before  the 
world  ;  it  was  notorious  that  agitation  had 
gone  on  in  Dublin  and  elsewhere,  and 
who  could  doubt  that  it  would  be  renew- 
ed? With  respect  to  the  observation 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
as  to  the  return  of  the  repeal  candidate 
for  Wexford,  he  begged  to  say,  that  he 
was  glad  the  Repealer  had  succeeded,  be- 
cause it  took  away  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  his  only  ground  of 
complaint  against  his  right  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  O'Connell  begged  to  say  a  few 
words  in  explanation  of  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat 
down.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated,  th^t 
he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  had  last  year  admitted 
the  necessity  and  propriety  of  keeping  the 
peasantry  within  their  homes  after  night- 
fall, and  placing  them  under  the  surveil- 
lance of  the  police.  Now  he  had  ad- 
mitted no  such  thing.  He  certainly  did 
give  his  consent  to  a  clause  in  the  Coer- 
cion Bill  by  which  in  any  district  which 
had  been  duly  proclaimed  as  a  disturbed 
one,  no  man  was  allowed  to  be  out  of  his 
house  without  some  lawful  business ;  but 
that  was  a  very  different  thing  to  shutting 
everybody  up  in  his  house,  as  had  been 
alleged  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  Stormont  wished  to  put  a  straight- 
forward question  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
to  which  he  expected  to  receive  an  equally 
candid  and  straightforward  answer.  He 
wished  to  inquire  what  were  the  senti- 
ments of  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland 
on  the  20th  of  June  ?  The  House  had 
already  been  informed  what  were  his  Ex- 
cellency's opinions  on  the  18th  of  April, 
and  on  the  7th  of  July.  At  those  two 
dates  his  Excellency's  sentiments  were  the 
8ame,  but  they  appeared  to  differ  from 
those  he  entertained  at  the  intermediate 
date  of  the  20th  of  June.  He  wished, 
therefore,  to  ask,  for  the  sake  of  the  re- 
putation of  his  Majesty's  Government — 
ay,  he  repeated  it,  for  the  sake  of  the  re- 
putation of  the  Government,  for,  though 
that  might  be  a  subject  of  great  ridicule 
to  those  Members  opposite,  it  was  not  so 
to  the  country  at  large,  who  too  well 
knew  that  when  the  government  of  any 
state  lost  its  reputation  it  lost  its  moral 
strength,  and  that  state  must  fall.  He 
thought  it  right  that  the  country  should 
be  informed  what  it  was,  that  had  occurred 
to  induce  Lord  Wellesley  to  change  his 
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BeDtiments,  first  between  the  18th  of 
April  and  the  20th  of  June,  and  again 
between  the  20th  of  June  and  the  present 
date,  the  7th  of  July.  He  thought,  that  in 
justice  to  ail  parties  all  letters  and  papers 
tending  to  throw  any  light  upon  this 
curious  question  should  be  produced. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  that  if  the  present 
question  was  one  of  a  personal  nature 
between  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land and  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Dublin,  and  he  was  almost  afraid  that 
it  was  not  much  else,  he  should  have 
very  little  difficulty  in  making  up  his 
mind  how  to  act.  He  had  never  yet  act- 
ed in  concert  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin,  but  on  the  present 
occasion  he  must  say,  that  he  felc  very 
much  inclined  to  vote  with  him.  It  was 
very  true,  as  had  been  urged  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  that  it  would  be  a 
considerable  inconvenience  to  appoint  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  at  so  late  a  period 
of  the  Session.  But  it  was  not  the  fault 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dub- 
lin, nor  was  it  the  fault  of  the  House, 
that  the  question  had  not  been  brought 
on  earlier.  He  must  say,  that  from  a  full 
consideration  of  the  importance  of  the 
question  on  which  they  were  called  to 
legislate,  he  should  most  sincerely  vote 
for  the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin, 
unless  his  Majesty's  Ministers  could  im- 
mediately show  some  reason  why  the 
Lord -lieutenant  of  Ireland  should  have 
changed  his  opinion  in  the  way  he  ap- 
peared to  have  done  about  the  20th  of 
June,  or  consent  to  lay  before  the  House 
such  papers  as  could  best  illustrate  this 
singular  inconsistency.  It  had  been  pre- 
tended that  these  papers  were  of  a  private 
nature ;  but  he  could  not  understand  what 
was  meant  by  private  correspondence  be- 
tween public  functionaries,  aqd  upon  mo- 
mentous public  questions;  at  least  he 
could  not  see  why  such  private  corre- 
spondence should  be  brought  forward  at 
all  to  influence  the  Legislature  in  their 
decision  upon  such  questions. 

Lord  AUhorp  in  reply  to  the  question 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stormont)  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  as  to  what 
were  the  opinions  of  the  Marquess  Wei  • 
lesley  on  the  20th  of  June,  in  respect  to 
the  Court-martial  clauses  of  the  present 
Act,  and  what  had  occurred  to  induce  his 
Excellency  to  change  those  opinions, 
.said,  that  the  fact  was,  that  a  discussion 


had  been  entered  into  upon  Ike  Aibgect  of 
those  clauses  between  the  right  hon.  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  and  his  Excellency,  in 
the  course  of  which  his  Excellency  might 
have  made  use  of  expressioni  such  as 
would  justify  the  right  hon.  Secretary, 
with  his  own  previously  conceived  notioBs, 
in  conceiving  his  Excellency  favourable  to 
the  milder  course  of  omitting  the  clauses 
in  question.  For  his  own  part  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say,  that  on  a  perusal  of  the 
correspondence  of  the  date  referred  to  he 
should  have  formed  a  similar  notion  of  the 
sentiments  of  Lord  Wellesley.  In  fact 
he  did  not  think  that  any  person  reading 
that  correspondence  could  interpret  it  in 
that  way.  The  hon.  member  for  Wor- 
cester said,  that  there  ought  to  be  no  pri- 
vate correspondence  between  public  func- 
tionaries and  upon  public  matters.  But 
it  would  be  perfectly  impossible  to  carry 
on  any  Government  without  such  con- 
fidential communication,  an()  it  would  be 
quite  impossible,  consistent  with  their 
public  duty,  to  lay  such  correspondence 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Commons 
any  time  it  might  be  called  for. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  felt  himself  impressed 
with  the  necessity  of  making  a  few  obser- 
vations if  only  out  of  justice  to  Lord  Wel- 
lesley, who  was  mixed  up  in  their  disputes. 
If  correspondence  on  public  matters  conld 
always  be  suppressed  by  simply  endorsing 
them  with  the  word  '*  private,''  here  would 
be  a  very  simple  way  of  at  once  avoiding 
all  inquiry.  He  trusted  in  the  present 
case  that  in  justice  to  the  Lord-lieutenant 
of  Ireland  his  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
see  the  necessity  for  the  production  of  the 
correspondence  which  had  been  demand- 
ed. He  had  just  sent  for  the  printed 
paper  relative  to  Kilmainham  hospital, 
and  he  there  found  copies  of  letters  which 
bore  every  internal  evidence  of  having 
originally  been  of  a  private  nature.  There 
was  one  for  instance,  ending  'Mn  haste, 
ever,  ray  dear  Ellice,  very  truly  yours." 
Now  that  was  very  like  a  friendly  private 
letter.  There  was  another  equally  free, 
beginning  *<  Dear  Ellice,"  yet  all  these 
letters  had  been  produced  without  the 
slightest  hesitation. 

Mr.  Ellice  begged  to  explain,  that  all 
the  letters  in  question  had  been  published 
with  consent  of  the  parties. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  exclaimed,  "  That  will 
quite  satisfy  me !"  He  had  read  what 
the  noble  Marquess  had  written  on  the 
18th  of  April.    He  had  heard  what  the 
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noble  Marquesi's  opinion  was  upon  the 
7th  of  July ;  but  he  was  told  that  on  the 
20th  of  June  the  noble  Marquess  held  a 
different  opinion.  They  had  Lord  Welles- 
ley's  opinion  in  favour  of  the  renewal  of 
the  Act.  They  asked  for  his  opinion 
against  it !  Would  they  refer  to  the  Mar- 
quess Wellesley,  and  ask  him  if  he  had 
any  objection  to  the  production  of  that 
part  of  his  correspondence  with  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  which  might  bear  upon 
this  point  ? 

Mr.  EUice  had  only  made  the  statement 
respecting  the  published  letters  as  a  justi- 
fication of  himself. 

Sir  George  Murray  observed,  that  the 
matter  became  more  and  more  obscure, 
the  more  that  was  said  about  it  by  the 
Government,  and  the  more  reason  there 
was  for  inquiry.  One  thing  he  could  say, 
and  that  with  perfect  truth,  and  it  was — 
that  if  this  Bill  were  for  Scotland,  as  it 
was  for  Ireland,  nothing  would  ever  induce 
him  to  vote  for  it  without  inquiry.  Certain 
of  the  Mepabers  of  the  Government,  in- 
deed, had  taken  credit  to  themselves  be- 
cause they  so  long  delayed  the  Motion 
upon  the  Coercion  Bill,  and  because  no 
announcement  of  its  renewal  had  been 
given,  except  in  the  private  communica- 
tion by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  effect, 
that  the  anxious  desire  of  Government  was, 
if  possible,  to  spare  the  people  of  Ireland 
the  infliction  of  this  measure ;  but  see  the 

Eredicamentinto  which  the  Administration 
ad  brought  the  House  and  the  people  of 
Ireland  by  not  giving  any  intimation  of 
their  intention  to  renew  the  Bill  until  it 
was  too  late  for  preliminary  inquiry  as 
to  the  fact  whether  there  was  a  necessity 
for  the  renewal  or  not.  Under  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  he  felt  bound 
to  follow  the  example  of  his  right  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Tarn  worth;  be- 
cause he  saw  perfectly  that  if  the  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  were  granted,  it  would 
be  impossible  that  that  measure,  or  any 
such  measure,  could  be  renewed  before 
the  end  of  the  Session.  But  in  so  doing, 
he  reserved  to  himself  the  right  of  con- 
demning any  portion  of  the  measure  which 
he  did  not  dunk  necessary. 

Mr.  0*Dwyer  remarked,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  it  appeared,  was  willing  to 
let  that  be  done  by  Ireland  which  he  would 
resist  to  the  utmost,  if  it  were  directed 
against  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  content  to   sacrifice    Ireland 


rather  than  put  hon.  Members  to  the  in- 
convenience of  remaining  for  some  time 
longer  in  town,  though  he  would  be  willing 
to  stay  for  months  or  years  if  the  interests 
or  the  liberties  of  Scotland  were  at  stake ! 
The  Government  wanted  to  put  down  the 
question  of  Repeal,  but  that  was  not  to  be 
done  by  unconstitutional  legislation. 

Mr.  Gillon  agreed  with  the  premises  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet;  but  he  differed 
from  him  as  to  the  conclusion  at  which  he 
had  arrived,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon., 
Baronet  would  reconsider  it.  He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be  in- 
duced to  regard  oar  fellow-subjects  of 
Ireland  in  the  same  light  that  he  did  his 
own  countrymen. 

Sir  George  Murray  explained,  that  he 
had  not  objected  to  the  Committee  of  In- 
quiry on  account  of  the  inconvenience  to 
hon.  Members  remaining  in  town  longer 
than  they  otherwise  might,  but  there  was 
no  time,  for  the  inquiry,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  called  for  before  the 
Coercion  Act  would  expire. « 

Mr.  Ranayne  said,  it  was  quite  clear 
from  what  had  fallen  from  certain  Mi- 
nisters that  night,  that  the  Coercion  BUI 
was  required  by  the  Government,  not  so 
much  for  the  purpose  of  suppressing 
agrarian  disturbances,  as  putting  down 
political  agitation. 

Mr.  A.  Lefroy  said,  that  he  felt  im- 
pelled by  a  conscientious  sense  of  duty  to 
support  the  re-enactment  of  the  Coercion 
Bill ;  but  he  entirely  concurred  in  the  cen- 
sures which  had  been  passed  upon  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Mr.  Ruthven  said,  that  Ministers  pro- 
posed the  re-enactment  of  this  odious  mea- 
sure by  way  of  compensating  the  Conser- 
vatives for  the  protection  which  they  af- 
forded them. 

Mr.  WilRam  Roche  said,  that  the  re- 
newal of  the  Bill  was  a  wanton  and  un- 
called-for act  of  oppression. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment 
—Ayes  73;  Noes  156  ;  Majority  83. 

The  original  Motion  was  agreed  to. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


ENGLAND. 

Aglionbv,  H.  A. 
Atlwood,  T. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackburne,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S« 
BulUr,C. 
Bulwer,  U.  L. 
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Clay,  W. 
Dash  wood,  G.  H. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Grote,  G. 
Guest,  J,  J. 
Gully,  J« 
Hall,  B. 
Hardy,  J. 
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Hawkins,  J.  H. 
liurst,  R.  H. 
James,  W. 
Jervis,  J. 
Langton,  Col.  G. 
Palmer,  General 
ParrottjJ. 
Potter,  R. 
Richards,  J. 
Rippoo,  €• 
HobinsoD,  G.  R. 
Rom  illy,  J. 
Scholeneld,  J. 
Siaveley,  T.  K. 
Thompoon,  Aid. 
Turner,  W. 
Walter,  J. 
Warbarton,  H. 
Wason;  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Williams,  Colonel 

8C0TLA1ID. 

£w]ng,J. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 

TEELAIID, 

Bany,  G.  S. 
Bellew,  R.  M« 
Blake,  M. 
Browne,  D. 
Callaghan,  D. 


Chapman,  M.  L. 
Dobbin,  L. 
Evans.  G. 
Fituiroon,  C. 
Gratun,  11. 
Grattan,  J. 
Jacob,  R. 
Lynch,  II. 
Martin,  T.  B. 
MuUios,  F.  W. 
Na^le,  Sir  R. 
O'Connell,  Maurice 
O'Connellj  Morgan 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
O'Dwyer,  A.  C. 
O'Reilly,  W. 
Ronayne,  D. 
Ruthren,  £. 
Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Roche,  D. 
Roche,  W. 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Sullivan,  R. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Walker,  C.  A, 
Wallace,  T. 

TELLERS. 

O'Connell,  O. 
Hume,  J. 


Agricultural  Distress.]  On  the 
Order  of  Ibe  Day  being  moved  for  bring- 
ing up  the  Report  on  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities (Ireland)  Act, 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  rose  to  move 
as  an  Amendment,  a  Resolution  on  the 
distressed  state  of  the  agricultural  inter- 
est. He  had,  he  said,  a  number  of 
petitions  from  Buckinghamshire  on  the 
subject  of  Agricultural  Distress,  which 
he  should  defer  presenting  until  another 
opportunity.  He  should,  perhaps,  apolo- 
gise to  the  House  for  again  occupying 
their  attention  upon  the  subject  of  agri- 
cultural distress.  But  the  importance  of 
the  question  would,  he  hoped,  be  a  suffi- 
cient justification  for  again  introducing 
the  present  subject,  and  at  so  late  a  period 
of  the  Session.  The  smallness  of  the  ma- 
jority against  his  Motion  upon  a  former 
occasion  inspired  him  with  con6dent  hopes 
that  the  decision  upon  the  present  Motion 
would  lead  to  a  result  beneficial  to  the 
agricultural  interests.  He  was  convinced, 
that  the  Government  would  feel  them- 
selves called  upon  to  grant  some  relief 
— particularly  as  the  subject  had  been 
adverted  to  in  his  Majesty's  Speech  at  the 
opening  of  the  Session.  In  reply  to  a 
question  asked  some  time  ago,  the  noble 

tord  opposite  declared,  ths^t  iiotbing  pould 


be  done  for  the  relief  of  the  agriciiltiiml 
classes  more  than  was  already  done.  That 
declaration,  he  confessed,  excited  his  re- 
gret and  his  surprise,  after  the  declara- 
tion in  his  Majesty's  Speech,  and  it  coo- 
stituted  another  reason  for  his  agaio 
bringing  the  subject  under  the  consi- 
deration of  Parliament.  When  he  last 
addressed  the  House  upon  this  subject,  he 
had  to  congratulate  himself  on  having  the 
assistance  of  a  right  hon.  Baronet  in  the 
Cabinet,  whose  secession  since  had  left 
him  almost  without  hope  that  the  agri- 
cultural interests  had  any  supporters  io 
the  Ministry.  When  pressed  to  give  re- 
lief to  the  agricultural  classes,  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  said,  that  there  were  too 
measures  of  relief  which  would  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Houses  in  the  course  of  the 
Session.  The  noble  Lord  alluded  to  the 
Poor*]aws  Amendment  Bill,  and  to  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act.  One  of  these 
Bills  the  noble  Lord  had  certainly  pasted 
through  the  House,  and,  without  at  present 
entering  into  any  discussion  as  to  whetiier 
or  not  that  Bill  would  ultimately  affi>fd 
such  relief  to  the  agricultural  classes,  he 
should  simply  observe,  that  even  the  re- 
lief contemplated  by  the  noUe  Lord  could 
not  be  afforded  for  some  years  —  until 
after  the  Bill  had  come  into  full  and  effi- 
cient operation.  Why,  the  very  6rst  effect 
of  that  Bill  upon  the  farmer  would  be,  to 
call  for  an  additional  outlay  of  money  for 
the  purpose  of  building  workhouses.  Could 
that  be  regarded  as  a  measure  of  relief? 
Then  with  respect  to  the  Tithe  Commuta- 
tion Bill.  That  Bill  had  been  by  some 
extraordinary  arrangement,  given  up  by 
the  noble  Lord.  When  he  saw  other 
classes  of  the  people  relieved  from  taxa- 
tion, he  thought  it  too  bad,  that  the  Ses- 
sion should  be  allowed  to  come  to  a  close 
without  some  relief  being  afforded  to  the 
agricultural  classes.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  he  had  no  surplus  of  revenue  to  jus- 
tify him  in  a  reduction  of  taxes  upon  the 
agricultural  classes.  Had  not  the  noble 
Lord  consented  to  vote  away  large  sums  of 
money  to  purposes  inBnitely  less  import- 
ant ?  Had  not  the  noble  Lord  consented 
to  grant  money  to  the  Poles — to  the 
Danish  claimants — to  the  Irish  Church » 
and  to  Greenwich  Hospital.  It  would 
not  do,  he  could  assure  hon.  Memben,  to 
pass  this  subject  over  as  one  of  any  second- 
ary importance.  True,  a  Committee  had 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  local  tax- 
ation, and  be  did  not  mean  to  deny,  ib%t 
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relief  might  be  given  by  the  labours  of  that 
Committee.  But  as  their  report  was  not 
as  yet  before  the  House,  it  was  obvious 
that  any  measure  of  relief  must  be  dis- 
tant, if  it  were  afforded  at  all.  He  would 
not  then  enter  into  a  detail  of  the  dis- 
tress which  existed  through  the  country. 
These  details  must  be  still  fresh  in  the 
minds  of  hon.  Members— for  they  were 
recently  submitted  to  their  consideration. 
He  would  only  ask  any  hon.  Member 
who  heard  him  to  look  abroad  amongst  the 
agricultural  classes,  and  judge  for  himself 
if  distress  did  not  exist,  and  to  a  very 
alarming  extent,  amongst  the  agricultural 
classes.  Nor  was  that  distress  likely  to 
be  relieved  by  the  drought  of  the  present 
season.  Relief,  he  thought,  ought  to  be 
afforded  to  the  agriculturists,  not  only 
from  those  taxes  which  pressed  upon  the 
farmer,  but  those  which  pressed  upon  the 
country  at  large.  He  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  ascertaining  the  opinions  of 
many  different  classes  upon  this  question, 
and  all  concurred  in  hoping,  that  the 
Session  would  not  be  allowed  to  pass  over 
without  some  relief  being  afforded  to  the 
agriculturists.  The  noble  Lord  was  about 
to  give  the  farmers  and  labourers  of  Eng- 
land a  Bill,  which  by  many  was  regarded 
as  a  measure  of  considerable  harshness ; 
and  he  would  implore  the  noble  Lord 
not  to  allow  the  winter  to  pass  without 
giving  some  relief  to  those  upon  whom 
the  peace  and  quietness  of  the  country 
so  much  depended.  He  could  tell  the 
noble  Lord,  that  it  would  he  impossible 
to  maintain  peace  under  the  new  Poor 
Act,  unless  the  farmers  were  placed  in  a 
condition  to  enable  them  to  employ  the 
labourers.  He  would  submit  the  case  to 
the  House,  and  he  «vas  sure  he  would  have 
in  favour  of  his  Motion,  if  not  a  majority, 
at  least  such  a  minority  as  would  show  the 
Noble  Lord  that  before  long  he  would 
be  compelled  to  afford  relief  to  the 
agricultural  classes.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess concluded  by  moving,  ''That  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  his  Ma- 
jesty, expressing  the  deep  regret  the 
House  felt  at  the  continuance  of  the 
distressed  state  of  agriculture,  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  House  had  been 
called  by  his  Majesty's  gracious  Speech 
at  the  opening  of  the  Session,  and  humbly 
representing  to  his  Majesty  the  anxious 
desire  of  the  House  to  have  the  attention 
of  his  Majesty's  Qovemment  particularly 
directed  to  tb«  aubjeot,  with  a  view  to  the 


removal  of  some  of  the  pressure  as  to 
land  by  lightening  the  general  and 
local  taxation  peculiarly  affecting  it.'' 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. He  felt  quite  convinced  that  all 
who  were  connected  with  or  friendly  to 
agriculture  would  be  strongly  impressed 
with  a  sense  of  deep  obligation  to  the 
noble  Marquess  for  the  untiring  per- 
severance and  great  ability  with  which  he 
advocated  the  just  interests  of  the  farmer. 
Representing,  as  he  did,  a  large  agricul- 
tural constituency,  he  was  naturally 
anxious  to  second  the  Motion,  and  also  to 
support  it  by  his  voice  as  well  as  he  was 
able.  So  universal  was  the  admission 
of  the  distress  under  which  the  agricul- 
turist suffered  that  it  must  be  unnecessary 
for  him  to  trouble  the  House  with  proofs 
of  that  fact.  That  distress  had  been  for 
the  first  time,  in  as  far  as  his  experience 
went,  fairly  and  fully  admitted  by  the 
Government  in  the  speech  delivered  by 
his  Majesty  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session.  The  declaration  contained  in 
that  Speech,  was  regarded  by  the  agricul- 
tural body  at  large  as  an  evidence,  a  pro- 
mise that  the  Government  intended  to 
afford  some  considerable  relief  to  the  suflVr- 
ing  body.  He  knew  that  in  many  pans 
of  the  country  meetings  had  been  dv vised 
for  the  purpose  of  petitioning  the  Ciown 
and  the  Parliament  for  relief,  and  that 
those  meetings  had  been  forc);one  in  conse- 
quence of  the  impression  effected  by  the 
King's  Speech.  When  that  Speech  w* nt 
abroad  it  was  generally  hoped,  expcilcl, 
and  lx*lieved  that  the  Governmeiit  Houkl 
afford  some  positive  and  considerable  lelief 
to  the  farmer.  He  was  sorry  to  say,  however, 
that  those  hopes  had  been  disappointed, 
and  that  in  consequence  great  dissatisfac- 
tion had  arisen  tn  many  parts  of  the 
country.  The  noble  Lord  had,  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion,  admitted  the  distress  of 
the  farmer,  and  expressed  his  regret  at 
not  being  able  to  relieve  it  by  any  large 
reduction  of  taxation.  But  the  noble 
Lord  had  added,  that  he  had  measures  to 
propose  which  would  afford  material 
relief;  and  that  he  considered  the 
farmer  must  be  relieved  rather  through 
an  abatement  of  local  taxation  than 
through  that  of  general  taxation.  One 
of  the  projected  measures  alluded  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  was  the  commutation  of 
tithes.  He  certainly  thought,  that  if  the 
commutation  of  tithes  was  arranged  upon 
a  fair  baiisiit  would  be  a  ^reat  advantage 
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to  the  agricuUurUt;  and  therefore  he 
regretted  much  that  no  such  settlement 
had  been  come  to.  The  subject  had  now 
been  under  discussion  for  two  Sessions, 
and  it  was  most  desirable  that  it  should 
be  settled.  Indeed,  while  left  in  its  pre- 
sent state,  it  had  a  very  injurious  effect, 
for  it  was  impossible  for  parties  wishing  to 
sell  land,  or  parties  wishing  to  buy,  to 
conduct  their  transactions  with  anything 
like  certainty  and  satisfaction.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  in  the  next  Session,  at  all 
events,  the  present  state  of  doubt  would  be 
put  an  end  to.  Another  measure  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  alluded  to  as  one  of 
anticipated  relief  to  the  agriculturist  was 
the  roor-law  Amendment  Bill.  That 
measure  had  now  passed  that  House; 
and,  although  he  was  perfectly  ready  to 
give  the  Government  credit  for  good  in- 
tentions, he  could  not  help  feeling  great 
difficulty  and  doubt  as  to  the  practical 
working  of  that  measure.  He  thought 
so  much  would  depend  upon  the  persons 
who  would  have  authority  to  put  the 
machinery  into  action,  that  every  one 
must  entertain  great  doubt  as  to  the 
success  of  the  scheme.  The  greatest 
virtue,  as  the  case  appeared  to  him,  that 
those  who  would  have  to  put  the  Act 
into  force  could  practise  would  be  for- 
bearance, for  without  that,  and  without 
they  sought  assistance  and  advice  at  the 
hands  of  the  local  authorities,  their  in- 
terference would  be  most  injurious. 
Another  point  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  adverted  as  one  upon  which  relief 
might  be  afforded  to  the  agriculturist  was 
the  county  rates.  Upon  that  subject  he 
feared  that  no  satisfactory  result  could 
be  anticipated  from  the  inquiries  of  the 
Committee  this  Session.  There  was  yet 
one  point  to  which  he  wished  particularly 
to  advert,  and  that  was  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  with  respect  to  the  Corn- 
laws.  The  cultivators  of  the  soil  did  not 
feel  any  confidence  from  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government  that  the  Corn -laws 
would  not  be  assailed,  and  with  the 
countenance  of  the  Government,  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament ;  for,  although 
the  Government  had  voted  against  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
still  the  opposition  was  so  slight  that  it 
gave  reason  to  believe  it  promised  no  very 
long  endurance.  He  could  not  say,  that 
if,  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament  the 
Government  should  be  induced  to  admit 

foreign  cocQi  upon  the  principle  which  the 


noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  and  some 
others  contended  for,  that  it  would  be  fl 
benefit  to  the  agriculturist — it  would 
speedily  be  found  that  the  complaints  of 
tne  farmer  would  be  more  general  and 
more  pressing  than  ever.  He  should  be 
most  happy  to  hear  from  the  noble  Lord, 
that  his  Majesty's  Government  were  pre- 
pared at  once  to  afford  substantial  relief 
to  the  agriculturists ;  but  failing  that,  an 
assurance  that  at  the  earliest  practicable 
period  assistance  should  be  afforded  would 
be  received  with  satisfaction  and  with 
gratitude. 

Lord  Althorp  had  no  intention  to  com- 
plain, admitting  as  he  did  that  the  dis- 
tress of  the  landed  interest  still  continued 
that  the  subject  had  upon  the  present 
occasion  been  introduced  by  the  noble 
Lord  to  the  attention  of  the  House ;  in 
making  the  motion,  however,  the  noble 
Lord,  aware  of  the  difficulty  there  was  of 
shaping  it  so  as  to  secure  the  support  of 
those  who  on  a  variety  of  topics  held 
somewhat  conflicting  sentiments,  had 
adopted  a  most  prudent  course,  by  sub- 
mitting it  in  as  general  terms  as  possible ; 
at  the  same  time,  that  was  a  mode  of  pro- 
cedure to  which  he,  in  his  experience  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  had  not 
nn frequently  had  recourse,  and  he  was 
therefore  ready  to  admit  its  perfect  fair- 
ness and  justice.  But  it  was  also  easy 
for  him  to  call  upon  those  who  supported 
this  Motion  to  point  out  in  what  way 
they  expected  the  relief  which  they  de- 
manded could  be  given.  For  his  own 
part,  he  confessed  it  was  extremely  diffi- 
cult, looking  at  the  general  taxation  of 
the  country,  to  discover  those  taxes  which 
peculiarly  pressed  on  the  landed  interest. 
He  had  formerly,  as  the  House  was  aware 
stated  his  intention  to  apply  himself  to 
the  examination  of  all  those  burthens 
which  peculiarly  affected  that  class ;  and, 
having  done  so,  he  would  state  to  the 
House  some  of  those  points  on  which  he 
meant  to  give  relief,  although  he  very 
much  feared  it  might,  in  a  pecuniary  point 
of  view,  from  the  difficulty  to  which  he 
referred,  appear  to  many  of  a  trifling 
amount.  He  was  inclined  to  think,  as  he 
had  stated  more  than  once,  that  the 
severe  pressure  on  the  landed  interest 
arose  from  local  more  than  from  general 
taxation ;  and  that  they  would  obtain  re- 
lief, not  only  from  the  Amendment  of 
the  Poor4aws,  but  also  from  the  commu* 
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complained  that  he  had  abandoned  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Bill;  but  any   hon. 
Gentleman   who    looked    at   the  period 
when  he  did  give  it  up  must  be  satis- 
fied, that  he  had  been  induced  to  do  so 
only  from  the  extremely  slight  chance  of 
being   able  to  carry   it  in    the   present 
Session.     That  was  a  measure  to  which 
he  had  more  applied  his  individual  atten- 
tion before  the  sitting  of  Parliament  than 
to  any  other  subject  which  had  been  in- 
troduced   to    the    consideration    of    the 
House — indeed,  if  he  might  be  allowed 
to    say   so,  it  was    peculiarly    his   own 
measure;  and  if  he   had   thought  there 
was  a  probability  of  being  able  to  bring  it 
to  a  successful  issue  before  the  Session 
terminated,  he  should  have    been   most 
unwilling  to  abandon  it.     The  discussions 
in  Committee  on  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Bill    had    extended    to    so   much 
greater  length  than   he  had  auticipated 
(although  he  did  not  complain  of  the  at- 
tention wl)ich  had  been   thus   occupied, 
having   endeavoured  to   make   us   much 
progress  as  they  could),  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  go  on  as  he  wished  with  the 
other  measures.     He  did  not  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord,  or  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  seconded  his  motion,   in 
thinking  that  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Bill,   if  passed   into   a  law,  would  have 
little  effect  in  relieving  agriculture.     He 
knew  that  in  those  parishes  where  an  im- 
proved system  had  been  adopted,  relief 
had  followed,  and  therefore  he  believed 
that    immediate     advantage    and    relief 
would  result  from  the  general  adoption  of 
that  measure.     Allusion  had  been  made 
to  the  Committee  on  County-rates ;  and 
he  was  inclined  to  think,  from  what  he 
had   seen  of  its  proceedings,  that  con- 
siderable advantage  might  be  derived  from 
some  of  the  suggestions  which  had  been 
thrown  out.    The  recommendation  par- 
ticularly in  relation  to  criminal  prosecu- 
tions  and   the  mode  of  charging  their 
expenses,  would  be  a  decided  improve- 
ment'; it  was  founded  in  justice ;  and  he 
believed  considerable  relief  would  result 
from  its  adoption  to  the  landed  interest. 
At  the  same  time  it  would  be  necessary, 
if  that  recommendation  should  be  adopted 
to  devise  a  system  of  efficient  checks  in 
order  to  carry  it  into  convenient  operation, 
and  that  he  feared    was  impossible,  at 
this  advanced  period  of  the  Session.     He 
had  been  taunted,  and  he  thought  not 
vtry  fairlyi  with  the  grants  of  money  which 


at  different  times  had  been  made;  but 
the  noble  Lord  was  quite  aware  that  they 
had  been  forced  upon  Government,  and 
in  several  instances  in  opposition  to  his 
expressed  inclination  and  vote.      As  far 
as  the  terms  of  the  Address  were  concerned', 
he  was  quite  ready  to  agree  to  it ;  but  the 
speech  by  which  it  was  introduced,  and 
the  criticisms  by  which   it  was  accom- 
panied, were  certainly  by  no  means  so 
friendly,  and   as    the   noble  Lord   con- 
sidered it  as   holding  out  an   immediate 
prospect     of     considerable     relief,      he 
was  not  prepared  to  consent  to  it.     The 
noble  Lord  had  alluded   to  the  surplus 
revenue  likely  to   be  in  hand  at  the  end 
of  tlie  present  quarter;  at  the  present 
moment,  however,  he  could  not,  until  the 
accounts  were  made  up,  state  any  thing 
very  explicitly,   beyond    holding   out  a 
prospect  that  a  surplus  at  the  end  of  the 
financial  year,  in  April,  would  be  found. 
This  being  only  the  first  quarter,  and  the 
accounts  not  being  completed,  it  would 
be  rash  to  calculate  on  a  much  greater  in- 
crease.    But  as  far  as  that  surplus  extend- 
ed he  hoped  the  House  would  do  him  the 
justice  to  believe  that  he  would  not  scruple 
to  reduce  the  taxation  of  the  country. 
When,  however,  he  came  to  apply  himself 
to  those  burthens  which  peculiarly  pressed 
on  the  agricultural  population,  he  had,  as 
before  stated,  found  considerable  difficulty. 
The  first  burthen  which  he  proposed  to  re- 
move was  the  Window-tax  on  farm-houses 
below  a  certain  amount.     [The  Marquess 
of  Chandos  :  What  amount?]      He  was 
not  prepared  to  enter  into  the  details  of 
his  financial  arrangement,  his  object   at 
present  was  only  to  refer  to  the  principles 
of  the  relief  which  he  proposed  for  the 
agricultural  interest.     The  details  would 
more    conveniently   be    entered  into   on 
another  occasion.     Another  species  of  re- 
lief to  rural  parishes,  and  in  reality,  he 
thought,  to  the  farmer,  was  to  allow  boys 
under  fifteen  years  of  age  to  be  employed 
as    househola     servants    without    being 
taxed    as    servants.    That,    as  he    had 
stated,  would  afford  great  relief  to  parishes 
by  enabling  them  to  employ  those  who 
otherwise  would  remain  out  of  work,  and 
the  advantage  would  also  extend  in  a  con- 
siderable degree  to  the  farmer.  He  should 
also  propose,  that  husbandry  horses  occa- 
sionally employed  in  other   occupations 
should  be  relieved  from  the  tax  after  a 
certain  time,  that  farmers  below  a  certain 
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eiDploved  in  agriculture  as  riding  horses, 
and  that  they  should  have  the  power  of 
occasionally  letting  for  hire  their  horses, 
without  being  subject  to  the  usual  tax.  He 
also  proposed  to  take  away  the  taxes  ou 
horses  employed  by  shepherds,  and  on 
shepherds'  dogs.     He  had  stated,  that  he 

3uite  admitted  the  existence  of  agricultural 
istress,  and  that  the  duty  of  Parliament  and 
the  Government  was  to  apply  themselves 
to  give  as  much  relief  as  possible,  and 
accordingly  he  was  prepared  to  face  the 
question  of  local  taxation,  to  which  that 
distress  was  principally  owing,  as  liberally 
as  he  could  without  imposing  unnecessary 
burthens  on  the  public  purse.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Palmer)  had  complained 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  Corn-laws,  but  every  Cabinet 
Minister  had  in  fact  voted  against  the 
Motion  for  the  repeal  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  for,  look- 
ing at  the  state  of  the  agricultural  interest, 
and  considering  the  consequences  which 
would  ensue  from  such  a  measure  being 
only  carried  through  that  House,  he  had, 
notwithstanding  his  theoretical  opinions 
on  the  subject,  felt  himself  bound  to  vote 
so.  He  thought  after  the  division  which 
had  taken  place  on  that  occasion,  although 
it  had  been  said,  the  object  of  the  Reform 
Bill  would  be  to  entirely  destroy  all  care 
for  the  landed  interests  of  the  country, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  no  reason  to 
complain  of  the  state  in  which  the  Corn- 
law  Question  now  stood.  At  all  events, 
those  who  held  the  opinion,  that  it  was 
for  their  advantage  that  the  law  should 
continue  as  it  now  stood,  although  he  did 
not  think  they  were  altogether  right  in 
their  opinion,  had  no  ground  of  complaint 
against  the  course  which  Ministers  on  the 
occasion  alluded  to  had  adopted.  In 
conclusion,  the  noble  Lord  declared  his 
determination  to  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Heathcoie  approved  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  County-rate  Commit- 
tee, and  trusted,  that  if  the  proposed 
changes  were  not  made  this  Session,  they 
would  be  completed  next.  With  respect 
to  the  Corn-laws,  he  did  not  think  the 
allusions  to  them  judicious.  As  the  sub- 
ject had  been  introduced,  he  must  say, 
that  he  thought  too  low  a  ground  had  been 
taken.  The  Corn-laws  were  supported  by 
the  judgment  of  a  large  majority  in  that 
House,  and  by  a  larger  majority  out  of  it. 
In  the  county  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,   he    knew    that   AgricttUural 


AsaociatiODs  were  generally  formed,  and 
that  they  had  come  to  a  deterrainatioii  to 
maintain  the  protection  now  received. 
As  he  was  anxious  to  aopport  the  agh- 
cultural  body,  he  should  vote  with  the 
noble  Marquess. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  his  joy  at  finding 
a  fixed  ground  taken  for  the  landed 
interest,  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  addressed  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  appeared  to  think,  that  the 
people  were  favoarable  to  the  Corn-laws. 
That  was  a  question  which  would  soon 
be  tried.  The  hon.  Member  too  rejoiced 
in  Agricultural  Associations,  and  yet, 
when  the  labouring  classes  formed  Unions, 
they  were  exclaimed  against.  The  Corn* 
laws  were  an  odious  monopoly.  He  con- 
tended, that  the  land  paid  no  taxes  at  all. 
They  made  the  public  pay  6d.  for  a  loaf, 
which  ought  to  cost  only  4<i.,  and  out 
of  the  surplus,  they  paid  what  they  called« 
exclusive  taxes.  The  noble  Lord  spoke 
of  reducing  the  local  taxation  of  counlief^; 
but  he  begged  on  the  part  of  the  boroughs 
and  towns  of  England  to  put  in  aclaioi 
for  some  portion  of  that  reduction.  Local 
taxation  might  not  press  to  an  equal 
extent  on  the  borough  population,  as  on 
the  agricultural  community,  but  still  the 
former  was  not  devoid  of  all  claim  on  the 
noble  Lord's  kindly  intentions.  The  great 
evil  of  the  county  local  taxation  originated 
in  the  gross  mismanagement  of  those  to 
whom  its  levying  was  intrusted.  At  pre* 
sent,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  no  kind 
of  check,  or  control  over  its  levy,  or  in- 
deed in  its  expenditure,  was  exercised. 
The  Government  some  time  ago  gave  hope, 
that  the  subject  would  receive  their  atten- 
tion, but  as  yet  no  steps  were  taken  to 
place  it  on  a  better  or  more  satisfactory 
footing.  He  would  recommend  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  interfere  at  all  with  it, 
but  leave  it  to  the  country  gentlemen 
themselves,  the  parties  naturally  most 
interested  in  the  proper  management  of 
the  local  taxes,  to  msike  the  requisite  re* 
duction  in  the  expenditure,  and  to  arrange 
a  proper  system  of  control  over  the  col- 
lection. Of  one  thing,  he  was  sure,  if  the 
Government  attempted  to  exonerate  the 
counties  from  local  taxation,  they  would 
find  it  impossible  to  avoid  coming  before 
Parliament  for  grants  of  the  public  money. 
The  noble  Lord  had  been  at  some  trouble 
to  account  for  his  having  voted  against/ 
and  spoken  in  favour  of  the  Motion  which 
^  he  submitted  to  the  House  on  tbe.preseot 
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subject,  but  he  feared » beyond  himself,  the 
noble  Lord  bad  failed  iti  attaining;  his 
object.  All  he  had  to  say  upon  the  point 
was,  that  if  in  future,  instead  of  speaking 
for,  and  voting  against  him,  the  noble 
Lord  would  vote  for,  and  speak  against 
bioiy  which  he  might  do  as  often  as  he 
pleased,  he  would  never  think  of  upbraid- 
mg  him  with  the  apparent  inconsistency 
of  the  proceeding.  Upon  the  subject  of 
the  Corn-laws,  he  did  hope  the  House 
of  Commons  would,  during  the  next  Ses- 
Mon,  see  the  necessity  of  doing  justice  to 
the  people.  If  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  only  give  him,  and  those  with  whom 
be  coincided,  fair  play,  he  was  confident 
a  majority  of  that  House  would  be  found 
favourable  to  a  free  trade  in  corn ;  a 
measure  which  would  do  more  for  the  real 
advancement  of  the  agpricultural  interests, 
than  all  the  financial  projects  the  noble 
Lord  bad  just  announced. 

Mr.  Cayley^  in  commencing  his  observ- 
ations, said  he  was  very  sorry  to  differ 
with  his  noble  friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  had  attacked  the  Agricultural 
Associations,  and  had  adverted  to  the 
Unions.  But  he  would  beg  leave  to  ask, 
whether  a  great  distinction  was  not  to  be 
drawn  between  those  Associations  which 
met  for  the  purpose  of  petitioning  Parlia- 
ment peaceably  on  the  subject  of  their 
distress,  and  those  Unions  which  paraded 
the  streets  in  formidable  array.  The  agri- 
cultural interest,  he  maintained,  was  taxed 
by  low  prices.  And  the  hon.  Gentleman 
proceeded  to  read  a  Letter  which  had  been 
written  by  an  operative  of  Manchester, 
which  said,  that  the  anti-Corn- law  men 
dared  not  call  a  meeting  in  that  town,  be- 
cause they  knew  that  if  they  did,  they  would 
be  defeated — that  the  operatives  there 
were  not  to  be  gulled ;  and  that  they  knew, 
if  such  tax  were  taken  off,  they  (the  oper- 
atives) would  derive  no  benefit,  as  the 
money  would  go  into  the  pockets  of  the 
master-manufacturers,  instead  of  their 
own.  To  show  the  animus  which  directed 
certain  persons,  the  hon.  Member  said, 
that  that  very  morning  they  had  a  witness 
before  the  Committee  on  the  hand-loom 
weavers,  who,  having  expressed  a  wish, 
that  the  Corn-laws  should  be  done  away, 
was  asked,  whether,  in  such  an  event,  he 
might  not  be  as  much  prejudiced  in  respect 
to  bis  home  custom,  as  he  would  be  bene- 
fited by  foreign  trade  in  corn  ?    To  this, 

fcQ  repliedi  that  certaiolf  the  feeling  wwi 


that  such  was  the  agricultural  strength 
in  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  House 
of  Lords,  that  the  operatives  confidently 
expected  the  result  would  be,  that  the 
agriculturists  would  complain  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  interest  of  the  National 
Debt.  He  thanked  the  noble  Lord  for 
his  intention  to  take  off  the  duty  on  shep- 
herds' dogs,  because  it  was  a  vexatious 
tax.  He  believed,  that  nothing  but  relief 
from  taxation  would  be  of  use,  and  be 
hoped  that  local  taxation  would  be  reduced. 
He  would  also  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  the  tax  on  memorials  for 
registration,  in  the  counties  of  York  and 
Middlesex.  There  was  a  strong  impression 
abroad,  that  foreign  corn  was  smuggled 
into  this  country  through  Jersey  and 
Guernsey,  and  that  it  was  smuggled  in 
through  certain  channels,  from  the  United 
States,  &c. ;  and  he  wished  his  right  hon. 
friend,  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
would  look  to  this  matter.  It  had  been 
urged,  as  an  objection  to  the  Resolution 
of  the  noble  Lord,  that  it  would  lead  to  no 
practicable  result ;  but  he  thought  its  effect 
would  be,  to  show  that  that  House  were  re- 
solved, at  all  hazards,  to  protect  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  it  would  give  great  satis- 
faction to  the  country.  Low  prices,  were 
the  cause  of  the  pressure— a  fact  which 
was  stated  in  a  petition  which  he  had 
hoped  to  have  presented  to  the  House. 
The  agricultural  interest  wanted  higher 
prices ;  and  the  two  alternatives  left  were, 
either  to  elevate  prices,  or  to  effect  a  re- 
duction of  taxation.  He  knew  this  was 
an  unpopular  doctrine — and  that  there 
was  only  one  doctrine  more  so,  and  that 
was,  political  economy.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man here  referred  to  some  of  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Agricultural  Committee, 
to  show,  that  that  interest  required  relief. 
If  the  labourers  expected  relief  from  any 
other  source  than  that  of  the  capital  of 
their  employers,  they  were  mistaken.  He 
thought,  that  an  increased  silver  currency, 
and  allowing  the  issue  of  paper  1/.  notes, 
managed  under  proper  restrictions  and 
safeguards,  would  be  an  advantage  to  the 
country.  He  prayed  the  noble  Lord  to 
do  something  efficient  for  the  landed 
interest,  for  otherwise,  he  believed,  that 
disaffection  would  rise  up  in  this  country, 
and  that  the  Government  would  be  vested 
in  other  hands  than  those  in  which  it  was 
now  placed,  because  they  would  lose  their 
seats  from  disappointing  the  hopes  of  thv 
landed  interest* 
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Mr.  Baring  thought  the  agriCulturistB 
of  the  country  owed  a  deep  debt  of  grati- 
tude to  the  noble  Marqueu  for  again 
bringing  under  discussion  the  condition  of 
their  interests,  endeavouring  once  more 
to  extract  from  Government  some  promise 
of  relief.  The  distress  of  the  fanning 
population  had  now  continued  for  a  longer 
period  than  distress  had  ever  previously 
been  endured,  and  it  became  in  conse- 
quence the  more  necessary  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Legislature  should  be  earnestly 
and  forcibly  directed  to  it.  Than  the 
degree  of  relief  just  promised  by  the  noble 
Lord ,  noth  ing  could  be  more  unsatisfactory, 
nay,  nothing  could  be  more  insulting. 
The  distressed  condition  of  the  agricultural 
interest  at  the  commencement  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  had  been  deemed  of  such 
importance  as  to  be  worthy  of  mention  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne;  and,  not- 
withstanding that  circumstance,  and  not- 
withstanding the  noble  Lord  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)* was,  up  to  the 
present  time,  unable  to  say,  that  the  con- 
dition of  that  interest  was  improved,  or 
improving,  it  appeared  that  all  which  they 
had  to  expect  from  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
was  the  repeal  of  the  tax  on  shepherds' 
dogs.  Undoubtedly  the  relief  which  the 
noble  Lord  proposed  giving  was  something ; 
but  it  could  not  for  a  moment  be  expected 
to  satisfy  the  farmers,  who,  more  especially 
since  the  recognition  of  agricultural  dis* 
tress  both  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
and  in  the  speeches  at  various  times  made 
by  Ministers,  very  naturally  expected  that 
some  portion  of  the  noble  Lord's  financial 
savings  would  have  been  appropriated  to 
their  relief.  The  noble  Lord  repeatedly 
promised,  that  as  soon  as  the  finances  of 
the  country  permitted  it,  the  agricultural 
interests  should  be  relieved,  but  unfortu- 
nately  when  the  proper  time  for  carrying 
the  promise  into  effect  arrived,  either  from 
forgetfulness,  or  from  a  desire  to  stop  the 
mouths  of  some  more  clamorous  claimants, 
the  noble  Lord  invariably  passed  over  the 
agriculturists,  and  turned  his  savings  into 
diffennt  channels.  Whether  the  noble 
Lord  was  or  was  not  sensible  of  this  breach 
of  promise,  he  could  not  positively  say ; 
but  it  would  appear  that  the  noble  Lord 
vras  sensible  of  it,  for,  although  the  proper 
period  had  long  since  elapsed — ^up  to  the 
present  hour  the  noble  Lord  had  shirked 
<— he  (Mr.  Baring)  could  not  use  a  more 
appropriate  term — making  any  exposition 
respecting  the  taxation  of  the  coontry. 


and,  apparently  fearful  lest  some  financial 
statement  should  be  required  of  him  before 
the  surplus  revenue  was  exhausted,  he 
had  commissioned  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
to  announce  the  intended  reduction  of 
several  taxes.  Now,  he  thought  the  agri- 
cultural interests  had  great  reason  to 
complain  of  such  treatment.  Every  prac- 
ticable reduction  in  taxation,  ought,  under 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  to 
have  been  applied  to  those  taxes  which 
pressed  on  the  farming  population ;  and 
when  the  Bill  embodying  the  Resolution 
agreed  to  the  other  night  was  brought  in, 
be  would  certainly  give  it  every  opposition 
in  his  power.  Than  the  Resolution  for 
the  reduction  of  taxation,  to  which  he 
alluded,  anything  more  futile  in  itself — 
or  directed  to  more  useless  oljects — could 
not,  in  his  opinion,  have  been  framed; 
and  he  confidently  expected  the  public 
would,  ere  long,  be  of  the  same  opinion. 
When  the  great  mass  of  the  agricultural 
population  were  in  a  state  bordering  on 
starvation,  the  attention  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  was  directed  to  the  reduction  of 
the  duties  on  the  dry  fruits  imported  into 
the  country.  When  the  great  interest  of 
agriculture  was  threatened  with  a  ruin  which 
it  could  only  escape  by  a  speedy,  nay,  he 
would  say,  an  immediate  reduction  of  tax- 
ation, down  came  his  Majesty *s  Ministers  to 
Parliament  and  proposed,  that  the  duties 
on  currants,  raisins,  and  olive  oil,  should 
be  reduced.  If  he  (Mr.  Baring)  were 
called  on  to  select  out  of  the  whole  list  of 
Customs  duties  the  reduction  of  which 
would  give  the  least  possible  relief  to  the 
public,  he  declared  on  his  honour,  he 
would  have  named  those  selected  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  With  the  exception 
of  the  duty  on  oil  used  in  manufactures, 
not  one  of  those  proposed  to  be  reduced 
would  benefit  the  community.  With  that 
sole  exception  they  belonged  exclusively 
to  articles  of  luxury,  alone  consumed  by  the 
wealthier  classes.  Whenever  the  Bill  came 
before  the  House,  he  repeated  he  would  give 
it  every  opposition  in  his  power,  and  he 
would,  at  the  same  time,  attempt  to  show 
that  the  regulation  which  would  allow  of 
the  exportation  of  British  coal  to  countries 
competing  in  manufactures  with  England 
was  not  only  ill-advised,  but  extremely 
clangerous.  He  would  be  prepared  to 
contend,  that  the  selection  announced  by 
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the  circumstances,  the  most  wanton  and 
absurd  that  could  possibly  have  been 
made.  To  the  speech  the  noble  Lord  had 
made  that  evening,  he  had  listened  with 
the  greatest  attention.  All  he  would  say 
of  it  was,  that  it  was  perfectly  in  cha- 
racter with  its  predecessors  on  the  same 
subject.  Although  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  vote  against  the  agricultural  interests, 
he  took  good  care  on  every  possible  oc- 
casion to  do  them  as  much  injury  as 
he  possibly  could  by  the  speeches  with 
which  his  votes  were  accompanied.  On 
no  occasion  did  the  noble  Lord  omit  to 
say,  how  very  little  the  agricultural 
interest  was  in  his  opinion  entitled  to 
protection.  Taking  this  circumstance 
into  consideration,  and  also  taking  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  Government  by  the  exercise 
of  its  iufluence  in  that  House  to  com- 
mand a  majority  on  any  question  brought 
before  it,  he  thought  it  was  not  surprising 
that  the  landed  interest  of  the  country 
should  look  with  jealousy  and  mistrust, 
as  well  on  the  Ministry  who  could  so 
far  control  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  as  on  the  House  of  Commons 
which  permitted  itself  to  be  so  blindly 
led  by  the  Ministry.  How  far  the  noble 
Lord  conscientiously  discharged  his  duty 
in  so  frequently  availing  himself  of  his 
chance  power  to  meet  every  question  with  a 
prepared  majority  of  two  to  one  he  left  it 
to  himself  to  determine.  It  was  undoubt- 
edly true,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  last,  that  the  great  difficulty 
under  which  the  farmer  laboured,  was  in- 
sufficiency of  prices.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, agree  with  him  in  opinion,  that  the 
farmer  would  be  benefited  by  such  a 
change  in  the  currency  as  would  make  him 
receive  for  a  quarter  of  corn  eighty  pieces 
of  silver,  each  of  the  value  of  sixpence,  in- 
stead of  receiving  for  the  same  Quantity, 
as  at  present,  forty  pieces,  value  one 
shilling  each.  The  mcrease  in  the  supply 
of  corn  from  Ireland,  and  the  price  at 
which  the  growers  of  corn  there  were  able, 
owing  to  the  cheapness  of  labour  and  the 
absence  of  poor-rates,  to  send  it  into  the 
market,  had  tended  much  to  increase  the 
distress  of  the  English  farmer.  The  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  had  complained  of 
the  farmers  forming  associations  ;  but  in 
his  humble  opinion,  nothing  could  be  more 
harmless  than  those  very  associations.  The 
topics  discussed  at  their  meetings  related 

exduiively  to  agricultural  pursuits ;  an4 


if  the  hon.  Member  would  trust  himself  at 
one  of  them,  he  would  soon  be  convinced 
of  their  superiority  in  every  respect  over 
the  meetings  of  town  societies.  They 
had  at  all  events  one  merit  at  least  in  his 
eyes,  on  no  occasion  was  treason  or  dojp- 
trines  tending  to  the  injury  of  any  other 
class  in  the  community  ever  broached 
among  their  members.  Allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  price  of  French  corn  in  con- 
trast with  that  of  English  growth ;  but  he 
cautioned  the  House  against  being  led 
away  by  the  argument  which  was  founded 
on  the  difference.  The  public  papers 
were  teeming  with  articles  founded  on  this 
comparison ;  but  he  knew  well  from  what 
party  such  articles  sprung.  They  ori- 
ginated  entirely  with  those  who  sought 
to  disturb  the  existing  laws ;  but  who,  in 
their  eagerness  to  attain  their  object,  never 
thought  it  worth  while  inquiring  how  far 
the  arguments  they  used  were  based  on  a 
solid  or  defensible  foundation.  The  differ- 
ence between  the  prices  of  French  and 
English  corn  he  took  to  be  very  trifling, 
all  things  considered.  In  the  northern 
parts  of  France — at  Rouen  and  at  Havre 
— the  average  price  of  corn  was  40s.  per 
quarter,  while  in  England  it  was  47s.  or 
48s.;  but  when  it  was  taken  into  con- 
sideration that  the  taxation  of  the  latter 
country  was  nearly  double  that  of  the 
former,  it  must  appear  that  prices  were  not 
as  high  in  England  as  in  France.  In 
France,  moreover,  the  prices  were  con- 
stantly fluctuating,  while  in  England  they 
remained  for  the  most  part  constant.  The 
great  misfortune  attending  the  taxation  of 
the  farmer  was,  that  his  taxes  were  for  the 
most  part  of  a  character  not  immediately 
reducible  by  Parliament.  Nearly  all 
the  high  roads  of  the  country,  the  main- 
tenance of  the  police,  the  execution  of  cri- 
minal justice^  the  support  of  the  Church, 
were  charged  upon  the  farmers.  The  Par- 
liamentary taxes  were  small  in  amount  as 
compared  to  the  local  taxes,  and  yet  the 
farmer  contributed  quite  as  much  to  the 
State,  if  not  more  than  his  town  neighbour. 
It  was  urged,  that  the  price  of  bread  ought 
to  be  made  as  low  as  possible.  He  thought 
so  too;  but  still  he  would  caution  the 
House  not  to  reduce  its  present  amount  in 
compliance  with  the  demands  of  those  who, 
as  soon  as  they  obtained  their  professed 
object,  would  turn  their  combination  to 
secure  a  participation  in  luxuries  not 
necessary  for  their  comfort  or  station. 
While  on  the  subject  of  the  Com«lawS| 
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he  woulc}  take  the  opportunity  to  observe, 
there  was  a  subject  connected  with  them 
well  worthy  of  more  attention  than  his 
Majesty's  Gofernment  seemed  disposed 
to  afford  it:  he  meant  the  general  be- 
lief that  foreign  corn  was  surreptitiously 
imported  in  large  Quantities  as  the  pro- 
duce of  Canada  and  the  Channel  Islands. 
Although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
nied, that  there  was  any  ground  for  the 
rumour,  he  felt  called  upon  to  say  he 
believed  the  fact  was  as  stated.  Indeed, 
if  proof  were  wanting  of  the  fact,  at  all 
events  as  far  as  the  Isle  of  Man  was  con- 
cerned, it  was  to  be  found  in  the  circum- 
stance, that  several  establishments  in  that 
island,  which,  a  few  years  ago,  were  worth 
nothing,  had  of  late  years  become  ex- 
tremely wealthy.  It  might  be  true,  that 
DO  very  great  amount  of  corn  found  its 
way  surreptitiously  into  England ;  but  if 
only  a  single  quarter  made  its  way  in  such 
a  manner  it  spoke  very  much  against  the 
svstem,  and  demanded  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  proper  authorities.  As  far,  at 
all  events,  as  the  Isle  of  Man  was  con- 
cerned, he  repeated,  the  case  was  capable 
of  proof,  and  he  submitted  that  a  restric- 
tion should  be  imposed  either  on  foreign 
com  imported  into  that  island,  or  on  all 
corn  exported  from  it  to  England.  He 
was  not  just  then  prepared  to  say  how  far 
the  islands  of  Guernsey  and  Jersey  were 
chargeable  with  the  surreptitious  intro- 
duction of  foreign  corn  ;  but  he  believed 
it  was  an  ascertained  fact,  that  both  those 
Islands  sent  into  England  the  whole 
amount  of  their  produce,  and  depended 
upon  the  foreign  markets  for  a  supply  for 
home  consumption.  Such  a  proceeding 
might  not  be  illegal ;  but  it  certainly  was 
in  direct  contravention  of  the  spirit  and 
intention  of  the  Corn- laws.  The  inten- 
tion of  the  law  in  sanctioning  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Channel  Island  produce 
was  to  afford  a  market  for  the  excess  of 
produce  over  the  home  consumption,  not 
that  the  entire  produce  should  be  exported 
to  England,  and  that  the  hpme  consump- 
tion of  those  Islands  should  be  supplied 
by  the  foreign  market.  With  regard  to 
Canada,  a  similar  cause  of  ^complaint  ex- 
isted. In  the  year  1828,  Canada  did  not 
send  more  than  4,000  or  5,000  quarters  of 
corn  to  Great  Britain,  while  nt  preseut  it 
contributed  no  less  than  100,000  quarters. 
Such  an  increase  could  only  be  accounted 
for  by  what  in  his  own  mind  he  was  satis- 

^ed  was  the  fact  s  namely^  that  tbe  United 


States  supplied  by  far  the  greatest  por- 
tion of  it.     Surely,  however,  such  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Corn-laws  in  sanc- 
tioning   the    introduction    of  Canadian 
grain  ?  The  agriculturists  bad  a  right  to 
look  with  jealousy  towards  a  Oovemmeot 
that  could    permit  such  a   system,  and 
was  formed  upon  a  theory  correspondent 
with  it.     It  was  impossible  for  men  to  di- 
vest themselves  of  the  notion  that  this 
subject  could  not  be  looked  after  very 
closely  by  those  who  did  not  approve  of 
protecting  duties.     He  had  many  doabts 
if  any  pains  were  taken  in  Canada  to  pre- 
vent the  corn  coming  from   the  United 
States  being  shipped  for  England.    It  was 
impossible  to  provide  against  this  course 
of  trade,  unless  the  bonding  system  were  to 
be  introduced  into  Canada.     Where  there 
was  a  boundary  of  1 ,200  miles  it  was  im- 
possible to  prevent  such  a  violation  of  the 
law.     If  it  were  really  the  inteotkni  of 
Parliament  that  no  protection  shouM  be 
afforded  to  the  agricultural  inleresti  let 
Parliament  at  once  say    so;  but  if  the 
law  said  the  reverse,  it  was  the  dutjof 
the   Government   to  see,    that   the  ta« 
was   respected   and   duly   enforced.    In 
the  Isle  of  Man,  in  the  Channel  Islands, 
the  Isles  of  Guernsey  and  Jersey,  and  in 
the  colony  of  Canada,  would  be  foond  a 
case  in  pomt.  The  noble  Lord  had  brou^t 
in  a  Bill  last  year  on  the  subject  of  Com- 
mutation   of  Tithes   which    had  died  a 
natural  death,  and  he  had  brought  in  an- 
other this  year  which  would  meet  with 
the  same  fate ;  and  therefore  he  would  say, 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  raised  expecta- 
tions throughout  the  country  that  he  had 
not  realized.     The  noble  Lord  thought  to 
meet  ail  difficulties  by  his   Bill  for  the 
alteration  of  the  Poor-laws.     He  zffetd 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  that  great  mea- 
sure, however  it  might  ultimately  ^rk  for 
the  general  good,  could  not  have  an  imme- 
diately beneficial  effect.     It  could  not,  in 
the  first  instance,  effect  a  reduction  of 
rates,  for  at  its  commencement  it  wooki 
impose  upon  every  parish  the  necessity  of 
a  considerable  outlay.    The  noble  Lord 
was  mistaken  with  reference  to  this  Bill. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  the  system 
which  his  Bill  was  to  introduce  had  been 
partially  tried,  and  that  it  had  been  found 
to  work  well  in  small  parishes ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  ought  to  reflect  that  when  it 
came  to  be  applied  to  the  whole  of  Eng- 
land it  would  prove  impracticable.    1/  ^^ 
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parish  what  had  been  its  effect  ?  It  had 
made  the  poor  shift  for  themselves^  and 
had  obliged  them  to  move  into  other 
parishes ;  but  if  the  Bill  were  to  be  tried 
universally  throughout  England,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  poor  to  move  from 
parish  to  parish,  or  to  provide  for  them- 
selves. It  was,  therefore,  fallacious  to 
argue  that  because  the  system  worked  well 
in  an  isolated  parish,  it  was  applicable  to 
the  country  at  large.  After  the  manner 
in  which  agricultural  distress  had  been  in- 
troduced into  the  speech  at  the  opening  of 
the  Session,  he  conceived  that  the  House 
might  do  great  good  in  sending  up  the 
proposed  Address  to  the  Crown.  It  would 
show  his  Majesty  who,  in  his  Speech,  had 
met  the  House  with  an  expression  of  his 
sense  of  the  distresses  under  which  the 
agricultural  interests  laboured,  that  no- 
thing had  been  done  to  relieve  those  dis- 
tresses, and  he  thought  it  would  only  be 
becoming  in  the  House  to  express  to  his 
Majesty  a  hope  that  these  distresses  might 
yet  be  remedied. 

Mr.  Fryer  reprobated  the  course  pur- 
sued. Nothing  could  be  done  to  bene- 
fit the  country  unless  they  left  the  tiller  of 
the  soil  a  fair  proportion  of  its  produce. 
If  the  tiller  of  the  land  improved  the  land, 
it  was  but  fair  that  he  should  have  the 
reward.  Agriculture  was  not  flourishing. 
The  capital  of  the  farmer  had  diminished, 
and  the  labourers  could  not  be  employed. 
What  was  the  reason  of  this  ?  This  was 
the  question.  Ay,  the  question.  Why 
was  it  so  ?  Why  was  it  so  f  Why,  because 
the  farmers'  contract  had  been  made  in 
paper-money,  which  had  been  alteredin 
value  by  a  certain  Bill.  The  landlords 
had  kept  the  farmers  to  their  bargains. 
[*^  No^  no.'"]  He  said,  yes,  yes.  He 
maintained  that  they  had.  They  puffed 
themselves  off  for  reducing  rent  this  per 
cent,  or  that  per  cent ;  but  this  was  only 
to  prevent  their  being  obliged  to  rescind 
the  contracts.  The  Gorn*laws  were 
not  repealed  only  because  rent  must 
be  kept  up;  but  what  had  the  people 
to  do  with  rents?  The  people  had 
nothing  to  do  with  rents,  mortgages, 
and  debts;  no,  nothing  to  do  with 
the  national  debt.  The  national  debt 
belonged  to  the  landlords,  and  the  people 
had  no  right  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  it. 
The  landlords  deceived  the  tenants  by 
holding  out  to  them  that  the  Corn-laws 
would  keep  up  the  price  of  corn  to  80s.  a 
<}uaf  ter.   Every  thing  bad  been  taken  away 


from  the  working  classes,  in  order  to  give 
to  the  drones.  Then  came  the  remedy  to 
reduce  tithes;  but  the  House  had  rejected 
this,  and  yet  when  the  proposition  was 
made  to  rob  the  poor  by  the  Poor  Law 
Bill,  the  House  received  it  with  acclama- 
tion. The  Lord  Chancellor  said  to  the 
nobility  take  care  of  your  estates.  He 
said  to  the  nobility  pass  the  Poor  Law 
Bill,  and  they  would  lose  their  estates  and 
their  lives.  The  poor  in  open  day  would 
set  ricks  on  fire  in  sight  of  each  other. 
The  people  were  ripe  for  rebellion ;  they 
were  ripe  for  incendiarism.  What  should 
he  say  to  the  people?  Some  hon.  Member 
said  *  Coercion  ;  they  would  not  submit  to 
Coercion;  they  would  fight  against  it. 
There  would  be  a  Revolution ;  there  was 
16,000,000/.  in  the  savings'  banks,  and  a 
demand  for  gold  would  cause  a  stoppage 
of  payments."  There  was  but  one  way 
for  the  House  to  proceed — to  throw  over- 
board the  agricultural  interests;  he  meant 
the  landowners.  The  House  had  to  look 
to  the  people,  and  not  to  any  partial  in- 
terest. The  only  way  to  make  the  agri- 
culturists again  prosper  was  to  make  them 
independent  of  the  landlords.  Whether 
they  repealed  the  Poor-laws  or  not,  nothing 
would  save  the  owners  of  poor  lands.  The 
Corn-law-  was  a  wicked  Bill.  It  was  an 
offence  against  God  and  man ;  a  crime 
which  ought  to  be  punished. 

Mr.  Gisborne  had  always  pressed  upon 
Government  the  necessity  of  removing 
those  taxes  which  pressed  upon  the  land. 
The  landed  interest  had  been  enamoured 
of  its  burthens,  whilst  they  were  a  plea  for 
claiming  protection.  Now  they  wished  to 
get  rid  of  their  burthens,  he  should  like  to 
know  if  they  would  be  equally  willing  to 
get  rid  of  the  protection  ?  He  recollected 
the  speech  which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  Tam- 
worth,  upon  the  subject  of  agricultural 
distress.  He  had  represented  himself  as 
taking  a  walk  with  the  farmer,  and  in 
which  their  attention  was  called  to  all 
subjects  around  them,  and  upon  an  inves- 
tigation, in  the  course  of  their  discussion, 
it  was  proved,  that  there  was  not  one 
article,  which  the  farmer  consumed  from 
the  manufacturer,  that  was  not  more 
highly  protected  than  agricultural  produce. 
He  (Mr.  Qisbome)  contended,  that  the 
smuggler  was  the  great  benefiter  of  man- 
kind. He  was  the  only  corrector  of  absurd 
and  injurious  commercial  protection. 

Mr.  Hi$w9S  said,  that  if  an  answer  were 
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wanted  to  thetpeeches  at  present  delifered  i 
by  some  Membert  of  the  House,  all  that  | 
was  necessary  was  to  refer  to  the  speeches 
of  the  same  hon.  Members  previous  to  the 
year  1828,  which  generally  contained  a 
complete  answer  to  their  arguments. 
Thus  he  found,  that  on  the  25th  of  April, 
1828,  an  hon.  Member,  now  a  great  landed 
proprietor,  and  the  Representative  of  a 
large  agricultural  constituency,  but  then  a 
great  merchant,  and  the  Representative  of 
the  borough  of  Callington,  was  represented 
to  have  said,  in  speaking  of  the  provinces  of 
Holland,  *  They  were  still  populous,  and 
had  once  been  extremely  opulent  and 
powerful  as  a  manufacturing  nation; 
nor  let  hon.  Gentlemen  ever  forget,  that 
from  that  opulence  and  power,  they  had 
declined  absolutely  from  levying  enormous 
duties  upon  the  corn  consumed  by  their 
subjects.  The  same  fate,  resulting  from 
the  same  cause,  as  irresistibly  awaited 
this  country  asone  day  succeeded  another. 
As  to  the  telk  about  high  prices,  the 
danger  of  our  present  system  arose,  not 
from  positive,  but  from  relative  prices. 
He  owned  he  was  amazed  at  the  course 
which  so  many  Gentlemen  had  pursued 
upon  this  question.  How  was  it  possible 
that  any  men,  having  the  powers  of 
reasoning  or  reflection,  could  come  down 
to  that  House,  day  after  day,  and  talk 
about  protection  to  corn,  protection  to 
wool,  protection  to  oak  bark — the  differ- 
ence meanwhile  in  the  price  of  bread 
between  Great  Britein  and  the  Continent 
being,  as  the  difference  in  favour  of  the 
latter,  between  25t.  and  64s.  How  is  it 
possible,  that  they  should  expect  we 
could  go  on  exportmg  manufactures,  as 
we  now  did,  to  the  amount  of  between 
50,000,000/.  and  60,000,000/.  a-year, 
there  being  this  frightful  disproportion  be- 
tween the  relative  pricesof  com  amongour- 
selves  and  our  continental  neighbours.'* 
If  he,  connected  as  he  was  with  manu- 
factures, were  to  make  such  an  observatiou, 
it  might  p^ossibly  be  attributed  to  inter- 
ested motives;  but  in  supporting  such 
doctrines,  he  could  protect  himself  under 
the  distinguished  sanction  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Essex.  The  hon.  Member 
went  on  to  say,  *  Heartily  did  he  wish,  that 
'  some  man  among  them,  with  honesty  in 
'  bis  heart,  would  come  down  and  tell 
'  them  plainly,  it  was  their  duty  to  consider, 
'  not  how  they  might  get  in  their  own 
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*  proper  rente  forthatpaTticnlaryearor  so, 

*  but  how  the  country  was  to  subsist  with 

*  its  establisbmente  for  the  next  twenty  or 

*  fifty  years.  But,  on  the  contrary,  he 
'  declared  with  pain,  that  whenever  the 
'  Corn  Question  came  on  for  diKasikio, 

*  it  was  argued  by  them  on  the  most  selfish 
'  and  narrow-minded  principles,  that  aoy 

*  Legislature  ever  condescended  to  liits& 
'  to.'*  He  fully  agreed  with  the  boo. 
Member,  that  the  country  was  sacrificed 
to  selfish  and  narrow-minded  views;  and 
he  would  say  no  more  than  that  he  opposed 
the  doctrines  of  the  hon.  member  for  Enex 
by  those  of  the  hon.  member  for  Cal- 
lington. 

Mr.  Baring  explained,  that  the  speech 
alluded  to  had  been  made  by  him,  not  in 
opposition  to  a  protecting  duty,  but  in  re- 
sistance of  a  demand  to  augment  the  then 
rate  of  protection.  He  did  not  now  posseis 
a  single  acre  of  land  that  he  had  not  pos- 
sessed in  1828,  and  therefore  he  cook! 
have  no  interested  motives  for  the  view  he 
had  just  taken  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  WiUiam  Peter  said,  that  tlioogh 
he  did  not  believe  that  the  agrkultunl 
distress  was  either  so  overwhelming,  or  lo 
universal  as  had  been  described  b^  the 
noble  Marquess,  still  he  feared  that  it  did 
INrevail  in  many  parts  of  the  kingdom,  sod 
to  a  considerable  degree.  Widelyas  Gen- 
tlemen might  differ  about  caase  sod 
remedy,  there  could  be  little  doubt,  he  it- 
gretted  to  say,  as  to  the  existence  of  the 
fact.  Various  causes  had  been  aisi||[oed 
for  it.  In  some  of  the  petitions  then  Ijiog 
on  the  Table,  it  had  been  ascribed  to  free 
trade — to  the  system  of  bonding  and  ware- 
housing foreign  corn  without  payment  of 
duty — and  to  the  great  importation  of  cattle 
and  grain  from  Ireland.  In  other  petitions, 
with  more  reason,  the  causes  stated  were 
taxes,  tithes,  poor-rates,  and  cunencj; 
and  some  of  these,  more  especially  taxes, 
currency,  and  mal-administration  of  the 
Poor-laws,  might,  without  doubt,  haye 
been,  more  or  less,  accessory  to  the  evil* 
But  there  was  likewise  another  cause-j 
one  which  he  had  not  yet  iieani  assigned, 
but  which  had  much  to  do  with  the  present 
distressed  state  of  the  agriculturists- 
he  meant  a  bad  system  of  husbandry— 
a  reluctance  on  the  part  of  fanners  to 
adopt  improvements  and  to  keep  P^^ 
with  the  times.  No  doubt  but  agriculture 
had  everywhere  more  or  less  improw, 
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but  not  in  proportton  to  the  improvements 
wliicb  had  taken  place  in  other  arU.  What 
would  have  been  the  situation  of  our 
miners  and  our  manufacturers,  had  they 
advanced  no  faster?  Why,  instead  of 
being  in  their  present  comparatively  flour- 
ishing condition-*-instead  of  enjoying,  as 
they  did,  the  markets  of  the  world — they 
would  have  been,  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
say,  in  even  a  worse  state  than  any  of  the 
agriculturists.  He  was  confirmed  in  this 
view  of  the  case  by  what  he  had  himself 
seen  in  different  parts  of  the  country. 
He  had  seen  lands  enjoying  every  natural 
advantage— a  good  soil — a  good  climate 
— a  good  situation — and  yet  with  all 
around,  landlords,  tenants,  and  labourers 
— all  discontented,  all  impoverished  and 
wretched.  Again,  he  had  seen  other  lands, 
possessed  of  few  or  none  of  these  advan- 
tages, where  the  picture  was  altogether 
the  reverse,  where  the  landlords  were  re- 
ceiving their  full  rents,  the  tenants  grow- 
ing rich,  and  the  labourers  employed  and 
happy.  He  had  visited  one  large  district 
in  particular,  the  soil  of  which  was  natu- 
rally poor,  and  fifty  years  ago  did  not 
average  to  its  proprietor  5s.  an  acre,  but 
which  now  returned  more  than  20s.  an 
acre.  And  yet  there  was  not  a  single 
complaint.  The  landlord,  the  occupiers, 
and  labourers,  were  all  equally  satisfied 
and  happy.  The  former  stated,  that  there 
was  not  a  shilling  of  his  rents  in  arrear ; 
the  latter  said,  that  although  they  had 
heard  of  distress  in  some  parts  of  England, 
they  knew  nothing  of  the  kind  in  their 
neighbourhood.  Now,  to  what  was  this 
striking  and  extraordinary  difference  in 
different  parts  of  the  same  island  to  be 
attributed  ?  Why,  chiefly,  to  the  difference 
of  the  mode  of  husbandry.  In  the  one 
case,  there  had  been  introduced  a  new  and 
improved  system;  in  the  other,  all  the 
vices  of  the  old  system  were  still  allowed 
to  prevail.  In  the  one,  by  improved  ma- 
chinery, and  more  skilful  labour,  they  had 
not  only  reduced  the  expense  of  cultiva- 
vation,  but  they  had  multiplied  their  pro- 
duce, increasing  it  two,  three,  and  in  some 
cases,  even  fourfold ;  in  the  other,  they 
had  improved  little,  or  not  at  all,  but  had 
gone  plodding  on  in  the  ways  of  their 
fathers — enemies  to  all  change — trembling 
at  every  breath  of  innovation.  This  alone 
would,  in  a  great  degree,  account  for  the 
difierent  condition  of  the  agriculturists  in 
different  parts  of  the  kingdom.  And  if 
Gentlemen  would  but  refer  to  the  evi* 


dence  given  before  the  Agricultural  Com- 
mittee last  year,  they  would  find  that  the 
greatest  distress  uniformly  prevailed  in 
those  districts  where  there  had  been  least 
improvement  in  husbandry.  With  respect 
to  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce,  Gen- 
tlemen had  no  right  to  complain.  Wool 
and  cattle  sold  well.  It  was  true  that 
corn  had  been  low;  but  he  did  not  see 
how  its  price  was  to  be  raised  except  by 
severer  monopolies,  which  no  free  country 
— and  especially  a  manufacturing  and 
commercial  one — would  be  found  quietly 
to  submit  to.  There  were  already  com* 
plaints  enough  against  the  Corn-laws, 
without  rendering  them  still  more  ob- 
noxious to  the  people.  But  though  the 
price  of  corn  could  not  be  augmented, 
the  quantity  might.  By  a  better  system 
of  agriculture  than  that  which  prevailed 
throughout  three  parts  of  the  kingdom,  the 
land,  he  was  confident,  might  be  made  to 
produce  two  or  three  bushels,  where  it 
now  returned  only  one ;  and  thus  would 
the  farmer  be  enabled,  by  the  increased 
quantity,  to  compensate  himself,  in  some 
degree  for  the  diminished  value  of  his 
produce.  But  whilst  he  thus  contended, 
that  much  of  the  distress  was  to  be 
imputed  to  the  fault  of  the  agriculturists 
themselves,  he  was  not  insensible  to 
the  hardships  of  their  situation,  and 
to  the  difficulties  with  which  they  had, 
in  many  instances,  to  struggle.  There 
were  local  and  general  burthens  to 
a  fearful  amount — there  was  the  interest 
of  an  immense  Debt — a  Debt  rendered 
doubly  grievous  by  the  alterations  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  value  of  the  cur- 
rency. All  these,  no  doubt,  pressed 
heavily  upon  national  industry,  and  con- 
tributed more  or  less,  to  the  distress  under 
which  agriculture,  in  many  parts  of  the 
kingdom,  had  been  so  long  labouring.  But 
whilst  he  admitted  and  deplored  these 
evils,  he  did  not  see  things  in  that  gloomy 
and  desponding  view  which  had  been  taken 
by  one  of  the  hon.  members  for  North 
Yorkshire  (Mr.  Cayley).  However  grievous 
our  burthens,  however  aggravated  the 
sufferings  of  the  people  as  described 
by  that  hon.  Gentleman  and  other 
Members  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  be 
(Mr.  William  Peter)  was  not  amongst 
those  who  would  ever  despair  of  the  for- 
tunes of  his  country.  Had  any  one,  in  the 
reign  of  Queen  Anne  or  George  1st,  or 
even  fifty  years  ago,  ventured  to  foretel  the 
present  state  of  affairs,  had  anyone  spoken 


of  the  bnrtheni,  of  the  800,000,000/.  of 
Debt  which  we  were  destined  to  endure — 
how  would  his  prophecies  have  been  de- 
rided ! — how  would  he  have  been  taunted 
with  the  utter  impracticability  of  the  thing, 
with  the  impossibility  of  the  people  ever 
being  able  to  sustain  one-half  of  the 
burthen!  Fortunately,  however,  our  re- 
sources had  gone  on  increasing  with  our 
wants.  The  prc^ess  of  invention — the 
improvements  in  machinery — ^the  dis- 
coveries in  the  arts — the  increase  of  pro- 
duction,— had,  in  most  instances,  kept 
pace  with  the  demand,  and  enabled  us  to 
meet  and  bear  up  against  the  increased 
difficulties  of  our  situation.  But  he  trusted 
that  the  time  was  not  far  distant  when  we 
should  see  those  difficulties  greatly  miti- 
gated and  reduced — when  with  a  wise  and 
economical  administration  of  affairs  at 
borne,  and  a  free  and  enlightened  system 
of  commercial  policy  abroad,  we  should 
behold  this  country,  so  long  the  fore- 
most in  military  valour  and  renown, 
equally  distinguished  for  the  internal  con- 
dition, for  the  comfort,  the  moral  intelli- 
gence, and  contentment  of  its  population. 
When  he  considered  the  intimate  connex- 
ion between  agriculture,  and  commerce, 
and  manufactures,  and  when  he  saw  the 
vast  fields  which  were  opening  on  our  in- 
dustry and  speculations  in  all  quarters  of 
the  globe;  when  he  looked  at  South 
America,  rescued  from  the  dark  thraldom 
of  ages — emerging  from  intestine  war — 
and  settling  down  into  just  and  tranquil 
Government; — when  he  looked  at  the 
vast  regions  of  the  East — at  countries 
with  such  population,  with  such  extent  of 
coast,  and  with  such  resources,  as  India 
and  China — when  he  saw  these  vast,  these 
boundless  regions,  unbarring  their  golden 
portals  to  the  spirit  of  British  Enterprise 
— opening  their  harbours  to  our  ships — 
and  their  markets  to  bur  manufactures — 
he  would  say,  that  however  grievous  our 
existing  burthens,  however  difficult,  in 
many  respects,  our  present  situation — we 
could  not,  we  ought  not  to,  despair  of  the 
fortunes  of  our  country.  With  respect  to 
the  propositions  of  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Chandos)  they  were  so 
vague  and  indefinite,  and  so  little  calcu- 
lated to  promote  the  object  which  the  noble 
Marquess  professed  to  have  in  view,  that, 
even  if  he  had  not  heard  the  speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  should 
vote  against  them.  He  saw  no  practical 
benefit  or  result  to  which  the  proposed 
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address  cmild  posaiUy  lead.  There  were 
two  sets  of  theorists  on  the  subject  of 
agricultural  distress,  both  of  whom  lie 
thought  equally  erroneous.  There  wete 
some  political  eoonomistSy  who  thought  to 
relieve  the  agriculturist  by  throwing  all 
inferior  soils  out  of  cultivation ;  there  were 
others  again,  the  anti-economists,  mm 
they  styled  themselves,  who  called  for 
new  Corn-laws  and  severer  monopo- 
lies, in  order  to  keep  those  eoils  in  cuUi- 
vat  ion*  With  both  these  sets  of  specii- 
latists  he  ventured  to  disagree.  He 
thought  them  both  equally  mistaken. 
He  thought,  that  with  a  gradual  dimion- 
tion  of  general  and  local  taxation,  with  m 
better  administration  of  the  Poor4aws, 
with  a  fair  commutation  of  tithes,  and 
above  all,  with  an  improved  system  of 
husbandry,  he  thought,  that  agricaltnre 
might  again  lift  up  her  head,  and  that 
few  soils  would  be  found,  which  oiigbc 
not,  under  such  circumstances,  be  owie 
capable  of  yielding  a  due  and  gratefal 
return  to  the  capital,  the  indastiy,  and 
the  skill  of  their  cultivators. 

Major  HandUy  said,  that  he  should  be 
surprised  if  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp) 
entertained  the  opinions  which  he  express^ 
ed.  If  he  did  entertain  such  opinioRs, 
the  agriculturists  were  insulted  with  a 
cruel  mockery  when  a  sentence  was  in- 
serted in  the  King's  Speech  expressing 
his  anxious  wish  to  relieve  them  from  dis- 
tress. He  had  seen  the  observation  made 
in  a  certain  periodical,  that  the  King's 
Speech  was  like  the  Royal  touch  in  die 
King's  Evil,  namely,  a  panacea,  and  the 
insertion  of  a  few  words  in  it  was  sufficient 
to  remove  distress.  Probably  the  noble 
Lord  entertained  this  opinion.  The  noble 
Lord  promised  in  the  early  part  of  the 
Session  that  some  relief  should  be  afforded 
by  the  remission  of  taxes  pressing  heavily 
on  the  agricultural  interests,  and  that 
relief  would  also  be  afforded  by  the  change 
in  the  Poor-laws  and  by  the  commutation 
of  tithes.  What  relief  had  been  afforded 
to  that  interest  by  the  remission  of  taxes  ? 
The  effect  which  would  be  produced  by 
the  alterations  in  the  Poor-laws  was  doubt- 
ful ;  certainly  any  relief  from  that  source 
would  not  be  immediate.  The  commuta- 
tion of  tithes  was  likely  to  afford  relief, 
but  that  had  been  thrown  overboard, 
and  there  was  no  probability  of  its  being 
carried  into  effect.  The  noble  Lord  might 
afford  relief  in  some  respect,  namely,  by 
putting  a  stop  to  the  present  system  of 
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Burehargeft.  This  evil  prevailed  to  a  great 
and  most  vexatious  extent  id  his  part  of 
the  cbuntry.  He  recollected  that  in  his 
county  (Lincolnshire)  an  innkeeper  bought 
an  old  carriage  of  a  gentleman^  which  he 
used  as  a  postchaise.  He  forgot  to  erase 
the  armorial  bearings,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  he  was  surcharged  for  armorial 
bearings.     He  should  support  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Methuen  felt  anxious  as  the  Re- 
presentative of  a  large  agricultural  county 
to  state  the  reason  why  he  could  not  sup- 
port the  Motion.  He  was  on  all  occasions 
anxious  to  promote  the  benefit  and  ad- 
vantage of  his  constituents ;  but  he  could 
not  support  this  Motion  because  it  was  in 
a  great  measure  a  party  question. — [**  No, 
no.**]  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  say  "  No :" 
they  were  right  if  they  believed  he  was  in 
error,  but  it  was  his  conscientious  belief, 
and  on  that  account  he  should  oppose  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  WiUiam  Duncombe  thought,  that 
the  imputation  cast  upon  his  noble  friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Chandos),  and  those  who 
supported  the  Motion,  were  the  most  un- 
just that  could  be  uttered.  [Mr.  Methuen 
had  not  imputed  motives  to  any  hon. 
Member.]  He  understood  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  charge  the  noble  Marquess  with 
having  brought  forward  the  Motion  for 
party  purposes,  and  of  course  all,  accord- 
ing to  the  hon.  Member,  who  voted  for 
the  Motion  were  actuated  by  the  same 
views.  He  (Mr.  Duncombe)  rose  to  deny 
the  truth  of  any  such  imputations — and 
to  say,  that  the  charge  was  most  unjust ; 
and  he  was  convinced  that  if  there  was 
one  man  more  than  another  who  was 
actuated  by  high  and  pure  motives  in  his 
public  conduct  it  was  the  noble  Marquess. 
His  noble  friend  had  not  brought  forward 
the  Motion  to  benefit  the  landlords,  but 
the  farmers,  and  he  deserved  the  thanks 
of  the  country  for  his  conduct.  He 
thought  the  repeal  of  the  Malt-tax  was 
well  worthy  the  consideration  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  The  noble  Lord 
had  given  the  House  to  understand  that 
he  was  favourable  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn*laws;  but  would  the  noble  Lord 
vote  for  the  repeal*  of  the  Corn-laws,  as 
long  as  the  agricultural  portion  of  the 
country  was  so  much  more  heavily  taxed 
than  the  other  classes?  The  whole  amount 
from  the  Malt-tax  that  went  into  the 
Exchequer  was  5,000,000/.,  and  at  the 
same  time  not  less  than  12,000,000/.  was 
taken  from    the   pockets  of  the  people. 
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Taking  into  consideration  the  vexatious 
interference  in  the  manufacture,  the  repeal 
of  that  tax  was  both  politic  and  just.  It 
could  not  be  repealed  during  the  present 
year,  but  he  trusted  that  another  year 
would  not  pass  over  without  something 
being  done.  If  they  consented  to  repeal 
the  duty  on  the  importation  of  corn  they 
must,  as  a  matter  of  justice,  repeal  the 
Malt-tax.  Until  he  saw  a  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  relieve  the 
agricultural  interests  from  taxes  pressing 
so  heavily  on  them,  he  should  oppose  all 
change  in  the  Corn-laws. 

Sir  Robert  Price  did  not  suppose,  that 
the  Motion  had  been  brought  forward 
with  any  party  feelings,  but  he  did  not 
think  that  any  advantage  would  attend 
their  agreeing  to  it  at  the  present  time. 
At  that  late  period  of  the  Session  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  repeal  any  taxes, 
either  local  or  general ;  but  he  thought 
that  it  was  most  satisfactory  that  his  noble 
friend  (Lord  Althorp)  had  promised  to 
consider  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  and  see  whether  he  could  not 
grant  some  relief.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  was  hard  to  press  him.  He 
would  not  go  the  leno;th  of  saying,  that 
this  was  a  party  question,  or  brought  for- 
ward for  any  party  purposes,  but  he  must 
say,  that  he  looked  upon  it  as  an  ad  cap- 
tandum  question,  in  order  that  certain 
individuals  might  have  to  say,  '*  See  how 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  political  friends 
have  voted  in  favour  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  and  see  how  that  vote  was  nega- 
tived by  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House." 
On  these  grounds  he  could  not  support 
the  Amendment,  and  still  less  as  he  be- 
lieved that  it  could  not  produce  any  prac- 
tical result. 

Mr.  Walter  said,  that  having  voted 
against  a  previous  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord's  of  a  somewhat  similar  tendency,  he 
hoped  he  might  be  permitted  to  explain 
his  reason  for  voting  in  favour  of  the  pre- 
sent proposition.  It  was  simply  because 
the  present  Resolution  was  more  definite 
and  specific  in  its  nature.  It  proposed  to 
diminish  agricultural  and,  he  hoped  he 
might  add,  every  other  species  of  distress, 
where  it  existed,  by  the  diminution  of 
taxation.  With  respect  to  general  tax- 
ation, he  had  no  doubt  but  that  it  might 
be  materially  reduced  if  the  House,  in 
compliance  with  the  call  and  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  country,  would  undertake  the 
task  in  a  more  energetic  and   decisive 
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manner  than  it  litd  hitherto  done.  He 
was  less  sanguine  about  local  taxation, 
though  many  schemes  had  been  suggested 
on  that  head  ;  but  he  bad  seen  none  yet 
which  promised  much  relief  to  the  rate- 
payer :  nor  did  he  apprehend  that  any 
general  relief  could  be  procured  by  a  mere 
transfer  of  local  taxation  to  general  tax- 
ation. This  would  not  be  a  diminution 
of  burthens  but  a  shifting  of  burthens. 
He  also  considered  that  there  were  too 
many  projects  afloat  for  taking  oif  minor 
taxation,  and  clapping  the  charge  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mr.  Plumptre  said,  that  he  would  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord; 
for  unless  the  House  upheld  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  it  must  go  to  ruin. 

Major  Keppel  said,  that  in  voting  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
he  must  protest  against  its  being  supposed 
that  he  was  at  all  inimical  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest.  No  man  was  more  anxious 
for  the  promotion  of  that  interest  than  he 
was,  but  he  did  not  think  tl)at  the  present 
Motion  could  affect  it  practically  in  any 
way.  He  acknowledged  the  great  distress 
of  the  agriculturists,  and  had  anxiously 
hoped  to  have  heard  some  remedy  suggest- 
ed ;  he  had  heard  none.  The  speeches  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  were  as  vague  and 
delusive  as  the  Motion  itself. 

Mr.  Hodges  said,  that  at  this  time  he 
thought  tlie  Motion  ill-advised,  as  he  con- 
sidered it  improper  to  disarrange  the 
financial  operations  of  the  year,  and  on 
that  account  he  would  oppose  it ;  but  he 
hoped  that  before  next  Session  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  into  its  consideration 
the  necessity  of  affording  some  relief  to 
the  country  by  a  diminution  of  the  duty 
on  malt. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  said,  that  at 
that  hour,  and  after  the  discussion  which 
the  subject  had  undergone,  he  did  not  feel 
it  necessary  to  trespass  on  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  by  any  reply  to  the  remarks 
of  those  hon.  Members  who  had  taken  a 
different  view  of  the  question  from  him- 
self, but  he  must  beg  leave  to  deprecate 
the  notion  iliat  he  bad  brought  forward 
this  proposition  from  any  parly  motives. 
He  had  not  on  the  present,  or  on  any 
occasion,  introduced  the  subject  from 
party  nioiives. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  Marquess  of  Chandos — 
Ayes  174;  Noes  190:  Majority  16. 
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On  the  Qoestion  that  the  Resolution 
be  read  a  second  time, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  should  oppose 
the  Motion  for  agreeing  to  the  Resolu- 
tion ;  and  he  thought  that  every  hon. 
Member  who  voted  for  the  last  Motion, 
for  an  Address  to  the  Crown  praying  for 
a  general  reduction  of  the  taxation  of  the 
country,  was  bound  to  support  him  in  this 
instance.  The  landed  interest,  as  well  as 
every  other  class  of  persons  in  the  com- 
munity, would  be  greatly  relieved  by  a 
general  reduction  of  taxation,  for  taxation 
affected  all  interests  alike.  The  Govern- 
ment had  no  right  to  call  upon  the  people 
of  this  country  to  contribute  to  the  sup- 
port of  a  sinecure  Church  Establishment ; 
and  he  repeated,  that  those  who  supported 
the  last  Motion  were  bound  to  vote  with 
him  on  the  present  occasion.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  not  consent  to  make  any 
such  grant  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
for  any  such  purpose  as  that  to  which  this 
money  was  to  be  applied. 

An  Hon,  Member  denied  that  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  meant  a 
reduction  of  taxation  generallv. 

Mr.  Hume  insisted  that  it  did. 

The  Hon,  Member  asserted  that  it  did 
not.  The  reduction  of  taxation  proposed 
by  the  noble  Marquess  had  reference  only 
to  the  landed  interest,  and,  therefore,  the 
word  "  general  "  was  a  humbug. 

Mr.  Curteis  said,  that  for  his  part  be 
never  would,  and  he  was  satisfied  his  con- 
stituents never  would,  consent  to  pay  any 
portion  of  the  Irish  tithes.  He  was  bound 
to  give  such  a  proposition  every  possible 
opposition,  and  he  must  say,  that  he 
thought  it  most  unjustifiable  to  call  on  the 
people  of  England  to  pay  any  portion 
of  a  burthen  which  ought  to  fall  exclu- 
sively on  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 

The  House  divided— Ayes  181;  Noes 
106:  Majority  75. 

The  Resolution  agreed  to,  and  the 
Committee  on  the  Tithes  Bill  (Ireland) 
directed  to  make  provision  accordingly. 
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Church  Temporalities  (Ireland).] 
The  Original  Question,  '*  That  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  receiving  the  Report  of  the 
Church  Temporalities  (Ireland)  Act,  be 
now  read,"  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Reso- 
lution reported  as  follows  :>— 

Resolved, — That  it  is  the  opinion  of 
this  Committee,  that  any  defect  which 
may  arise  in  the  funds  accruing  to  the 
Commissioners  of  his  Majesty's  Woods, 
Forests,  Land  Revenues,  Works,  and 
Buildings,  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act 
which  mvf  be  passed  during  the  present 
Session  oi  Parliament,  and  applicable  to 
the  payments  to  be  made  under  such  Act, 
to  the  parties  now  entitled  to  tithe  com- 
posttioni  in  Ireland,  shall  be  advanced  and 
made  good  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  that  so 
much  of  the  money  so  advanced  as  shall 
be  applicable  to  any  payments  to  be  made 
to  ecclesiastical  persons,  shall  be  repaid 
out  of  the  monies  arising  to  the  credit  of 
the  Ecolesiastica]  Commissioners  for  Ire- 
land, in  the  Perpetuity  Purchase  Fund 
account,  to  be  kept  by  the  said  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  mtituled  *'  An  Act 
to  alter  and  amend  the  laws  relating  to 
the  Temporalities  of  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land.'' 


Lord's  Day  Observance  (No.  2).] 
Mr.  Poulter  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Lord's  Day  Bill  (No.  2). 

Mr.  (yDwyer  objected  to  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill  being  brought  on  at 
that  late  hour  (half-past  two). 

Mr.  Tooke  also  objected  to  proceeding 
with  the  Bill  at  so  late  an  hour. 

Mr.  Poulter  said,  he  should  persist  in 
his  Motion. 

2T2 


1987 


0/ 


{LORDS} 


iki  Pari. 


»tt 


Mr.  Tooke  moved,  that  the  thifd  reading 
be  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

The  House  divided  on  tbi<  Motion — 
Ayes  39;  Noes  19  :  Majority  20. 

The  third  reading  was  then  fixed  for 
the  ensuing  Monday. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  8,  1834. 

XiNvns.]  BiUf.  RflMl  a  lint  tiroet—ReUgiout  AMcm- 
Uiei. — Read  a  Moond  tima ;— County  Coronen.— RomI  a 
thfad  ttBwt— Sacuiitlfla  (bviml)  s  Vwa'fuK:^^  Amol- 


Peatlons  iiwaiinlfd  By  tha  Earl  of  ILAUCBaauET,  Lord 
SKautBaaDALB,  tha  Earl  of  Haddihotoit,  Uia  Earl  at 
WmcNiLaaA,  Laid  Famtham.  tba  Duka  of  Gi4Miean'Ba, 
tha  Duka  of  YfuLUMoron,  and  Lord  BaxuiT,  from 
various  Plaooi,— for  ProCection  to  the  EiUblbhcd  Church, 
and  agalnit  the  Chrims  of  the  Diiaenten.— By  Lord  PAair • 
■AM,  ftom  vaiAoua  Plaon  in  Inland,  for  tha  Praienratiao 
of  the  Privileges  guaranteed  to  the  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland  at  the  Union. — By  the  Bishop  of  Lohdok. 
ftom  Shopkeepers  of  London,  In  flivour  of  the  Sabbath 
Obserranae  BilL— By  tha  Earl  of  MAUCBaBunr,  ftom  St. 
ICary^,  Whitachapeli  and  firom  St.  Martin's,  i«[ainst  the 
Poor-Laws'  Amendment  BUL — By  the  Rarl  of  Powta, 
ftom  Salop,  tot  Rdkttotbm  Agiiculturiilsi  ftom  Nattl*' 
■tead,  Salop»  tat  an  AUaration  in  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act, 
and  against  the  Admission  of  Dissenters  to  the  Uni- 
versities.— By  Lord  Wwroab,  ftom  AsdMiry  and  other 
Plaoes  I  by  ttia  I^it  of  HADOiirvroiv,  ftom  Braadway  and 
Ewelme  Dorsetshire,  with  the  same  Prayer. — By  the  Earl 
of  Lrranpooi.,  ftom  Lindfidd,  In  (kvour  of  the  Poor-Law 
Amendment  Bitt. 

Privileges  op  the  Peers.]  The 
Earl  of  WinchUsea  said,  that  he  bad  a  pe- 
tition to  present,  to  which  he  called  their 
Lordships' particular  attention.  It  was  in 
favour  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
came  from  Dissenting  congregations  meet- 
in^i^  in  the  city  of  Dublin ;  it  was  signed  by 
500  individuals ;  and  he  wished  it  to  be 
read  at  length,  as  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  it  spoke  the  general  opinion  of  the 
Dissenters  of  Ireland. 

The  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  peti- 
tion ;  when  he  came  to  a  passage  in  the 
petition  in  which  the  petitioners  alluded 
to  the  reported  sentiments  of  an  exalted 
personage  connected  with  his  Majesty *s 
Government — namely,  that  "  the  spirit  of 
the  age  must  be  followed,"  and  further, 


'Hhat  certain  individaals  of  tkt  Ronaa 
Catholic  religion,  who  had  sworn  not  to 
use  any  political  power  which  might  be 
granted  to  them  to  distnrb  or  overthrow 
hereafter  the  Protestant  rehgioB,  had  not 
adhered  to  that  oath." 

Earl  Orey  desired  the  passage  to  be  read 
again,which  havingbeen  dooe,the  nobleEarl 
said,  it  could  not  be  doubted,  that  this  pe- 
tition referred  to  certain  expressions  that 
were  used  by  him  in  that  House.  To  al- 
lude to  such  expressions  was  contrary  to 
their  Lordships' privileges,  and  therefore 
he  was  of  opinion,  that  the  petitkm  cooU 
not  be  received. 

The  Earl  of  ITtnciUZsea  contended,  that 
it  was  the  right  of  the  petitioners  to  ani- 
madvert on  any  expressioo  that  might  fall 
from  the  noble  Earl  or  any  other  indiri- 
dual  in  that  House,  and  which  had  gooe 
forth  to  the  public,  especially  if  thej  con- 
ceived that  It  was  likely  to  affect  great  in- 
terests in  the  State. 

The  Lord  ChamceUor  said,  he  shooM 
not  discharge  his  do^  to  the^  Lordships, 
as  Speaker  of  that  Houae,  if  he  did  not 
dissent  entirely  from  the  doctrine  of  the 
noble  Eari.  Nobody  was  more  ready 
than  he  was  to  give  credit  to  the  noble 
Earl  for  the  candour  which  he  evinced  on 
all  occasions,  and  he  would  rely  on  that 
candour  for  having  a  proper  interpretation 
put  upon  the  few  words  which  he  should 
offer  to  their  Lordships.  It  was  a  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  that  House  to  make 
known  the  sentiments  of  any  of  its  Mem- 
bers; therefore  no  person,  strkitly  an<i 
legally  speaking,  could  learn  what  was 
transacted  within  those  waUs  except  by 
their  Lordships'  votes.  It  was  dear,  then, 
that  nobody  had  a  right  to  publish  their 
proceedings,  and  still  less  to  comment  on 
them.  This*  however,  in  reality  took  no 
right  from  the  King's  subjecto,  because  if 
they  chose  to  couch  or  draw  up  their  pe- 
titions with  a  little  more  dexterity,  they 
could  evade  (and  he  was  sorry  for  it)  their 
Lordships' privileges,  just  as  effectually  as 
their  Lordships  exposed  themselves  by  the 
publicity  of  their  proceedings  to  animad- 
version. With  respect  to  remarks  made 
at  out-of-door  meetings,  or  comments  in 
pamphlets  or  newspapers^  nobody  ever 
thought  of  objecting  to  them ;  but  it  was 
not  consistent  with  their  privileges  to  re- 
ceive petitions  in  which  their  expressions 
were  thus  noticed.  This  was  the  doctrine 
on  which  he  acted  last  night  when  be  pre- 
sented the  petition  of  John  Lawless.    He 
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then  stated,  that  he  could  not  allow  that 
petition  to  be  received,  because  it  con- 
tained a  passagfe  from  a  speech  delivered 
in  their  liordships'  House. 

The  Earl  of  WinckUsea  admitted,  that 
the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  correct ;  but  he  objected 
to  its  being  only  partially  acted  on.  He 
could  not  see  why  that  which  was  allowed 
to  be  given  to  the  public  might  not  be 
quoted  in  a  petition.  If  it  were  declared, 
that  not  one  word  of  their  proceedings 
riiould  go  out  to  the  public,  he  could 
understand  the  principle,  and  he  would 
bow  to  it;  but  if  they  allowed  their  pro- 
ceedings to  be  used  in  one  respect,  he 
could  QOt  conceive  why  they  should  not 
allow,  the  same  latitude  in  another.  If 
acted  on  at  all,  let  the  principle  be  acted 
on  generally.  He  certainly  was  not  aware 
that  the  words  alluded  to  were  in  the  pe- 
tition when  he  presented  it.  He  laid  it 
before  their  Lordships  as  emanating  from 
a  body  of  Dissenters  who  expressed  their 
anxiety  to  support  the  established  institu- 
tions of  the  country. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  the  differ- 
ence between  the  mere  publication  of  their 
proceedings  and  the  noticing  them  in  a 
petition  was  this — they  shut  their  eyes  on 
what  appeared  out  of  doors — they  had  no 
right  to  know  anything  about  it;  but 
when  matter  of  this  nature  was  inserted  in 
a  petition,  it  was  thrust  directly  into  their 
faces. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  if  this  pe- 
tition had  expressly  recited  any  words  as 
having  been  used  in  that  House  by  a 
Member  of  the  House,  such  a  proceeding 
would  be  irregular,  and  it  ought  to  be 
rejected;  but  the  petition  did  not  state 
that  they  were  uttered  by  a  Member  of 
that  House;  and  though  the  noble  Earl 
claimed  them  as  his,  it  did  not  follow  that 
other  persons  might  not  have  advanced 
the  same  sentiments.  For  his  own  part, 
be  had  no  doubt  that  the  petitioners 
alluded  to  what  had  occurred  in  that 
House;  but,  while  he  respected  every- 
thing that  was  connected  with  their  Lord- 
ships* privileges,  he  thought  that  in  a  case 
of  this  nature,  when  a  petition  related  to  a 
subject  the  most  precious — the  subject  of 
religion — their  Lordships  ought  to  be  very 
tardy  in  rejecting  a  petition  on  any  other 
than  the  most  indisputable  grounds.  But, 
supposing  that  this  petition  did  not  recall 
any  words  which  had  been  used  in  that 
Houae,  or  by  any  Member  of  that  House, 


still  he  thought  that  the  petition  must  be 
rejected  on  another  ground,  because 
(though  the  passage  had  not  excited  the 
notice,  or  called  forth  the  animadversion, 
of  the  noble  Earl)  the  petitioners  charged 
certain  Members  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment with  perjury.  That  was  the  part 
which,  in  his  opinion,  rendered  the  peti- 
tion unfit  to  be  received  by  that  House. 
He  therefore  should  not  object  to  its  re- 
jection on  the  latter,  but  not  on  the  former, 
ground. 

The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  stated  his  con- 
viction, that  consistently  with  their  Lord- 
ships* privileges,  the  petition  could  not  be 
received. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  had  no  doubt  at 
all  about  the  fact,  that  allusion  was  made 
in  the  petition  to  what  had  been  said  by  a 
Member  of  that  House,  where  the  expres- 
sion **  the  spirit  of  the  age  must  be  fol- 
lowed" was  quoted ;  but  let  the  House 
consider  the  situation  in  which  they  were 
placed,  when  they  allowed  their  sentiments 
to  be  noticed  in  one  shape  and  not  in  an- 
other. 

Earl  Chrey  said,  he  had  never  been 
willing  to  stand  in  the  way  of  any  petition ; 
and  in  this  instance  he  was  not  inclined 
to  make  an  objection  on  his  own  account. 
He  had  noticed  the  matter,  lest  a  pre- 
cedent might  be  established  for  permitting 
allusion  to  be  made  in  petitions  to  what 
had  occurred  in  that  House.  With  re- 
spect to  what  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
had  stated « he  did  not  think  that  it  removed 
the  difficulty.  The  ri^ht  rcvcrenfl  Prelate 
said,  that  it  was  not  expres^ily  »ei  forth  in 
the  petition  that  the  words  quoted  wi»re 
used  by  a  Member  of  that  House,  but  he 
affirmed  the  proposition,  when  ho  stated 
that  the  words  were  of  such  a  nature  as 
to  leave  no  doubt  on  his  mind  that  they 
had  been  used  by  a  Member  of  that 
House.  Now,  in  a  Court  of  Common  law, 
if  it  could  be  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Court  and  Jury,  that  the  general 
meaning  and  intent  of  certain  word«  were 
such  as  to  leave  no  doubt  that  they  hiid 
been  used  in  a  certain  place,  and  on  a  cer- 
tain occasion,  such  evidence  was  deemed 
conclusive.  When  those  words  were  used 
which  had  been  referred  to,  the  individutd 
who  used  them  was  speaking  in  the 
disrhartre  of  his  duty  in  that  House. 
It  therefore  appeared  to  him«  that  with 
a  due  regard  to  their  privileges,  they 
could  not  receive  this  petition,  *  With 
respect  to  the  other  point  of  which  the 
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right  revereod  Prehte  had  taken  notice* 
he  did  not  put  the  same  constroction  on 
the  passage  as  the  right  rererend  Prelate 
bad  done.  The  allegatioQ  there  nade 
was  quite  general.  The  petitioners  al- 
legedy  that  certain  persons  professing  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  had  acted  in  a 
manner  contrary  to  their  oath»  which 
bound  them  not  to  use  any  power  that 
might  be  granted  to  them  for  the  purpose 
of  overthrowing  the  ProtesUnt  religion. 
Such  a  statement  was  too  vague  to  be 
noticed. 

The  petition  was  withdrawn. 

Suppression  or  DisTURBAKCEs  (Ire- 
land).] Earl  Grey  rose  to  postpone 
until  to-morrow  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
taking  into  consideration  the  Report  of 
the  Irish  Coercion  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  Buckingham  expressed 
his  surprise  at  the  postponement  with- 
out any  reason  having  been  assigned  for 
taking  such  a  course.  It  roust  1^  in  the 
recollection  of  their  Lordships,  that  the 
day  had  very  nearly  arrived  when  the  Bill 
now  in  existence  would  expire.  They 
had  been  told  of  the  absolute  necessity 
for  the  renewal  of  that  Bill  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  now  a  delay  was  requested. 
It  bad  been  rumoured  that  doubts  at  one 
time  had  arisen  as  to  the  necessity  which 
existed  for  passing  this  Bill ;  but  it  bad 
since  been  collected  from  other  sources, 
that  the  necessity  was  admitted  still  to 
exist.  A  delsy  of  even  twenty-four  hours 
was  important  with  reference  to  a  measure 
which  was  stated  to  be  indispensable  for 
the  preservation  of  the  security,  safety, 
and  peace  of  the  country.  He  was  sur- 
prised, that  the  noble  Earl  had  offered  no 
explanation  on  the  subject,  and  he  felt 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  bound,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  to  state  some 
reason  for  his  very  extraoidinary  request. 

Earl  Grey  said,  that  if,  by  the  delay  of 
twenty- four  hours,  the  safety  of  the  coun- 
try was  likely  to  be  affected,  that  certainly 
would  be  a  sufficient  reason  to  justify  the 
noble  Duke  in  calling  for  an  explanation. 
The  short  way,  however,  to  meet  that 
point  was,  to  state  his  conviction  that  the 
delay  called  for  could  have  no  such  effect. 
He  did  not  think  it  possible,  that  the 
noble  Duke  could  conceive  that  he  would, 
at  this  period,  ask  even  for  a  day's  post- 
ponement of  the  measure,  without  having 
sufficient  reasons  for  doing  so.  Those 
reason»|  however^  he  omit  decline  itating 


the  necessity  of  passing  this  measore  is 
its  present  form,  with  all  its  pronsioiit 
and  all  its  powers.  He  hoped,  theiefoie, 
that  their  Lordships  would  extend  to  bin 
that  indulgence  which  he  required,  ssd 
postpone  the  oonsideratkm  of  the  Repoit 
until  to-morrow. 

The  Duke  of  Bmckmgham  said,  if  the 
noble  Earl  would  state  what  the  ressos 
was  which  rendered  this  delay  ntcetrf, 
he  should  have  no  olijection  to  it  The 
noble  Earl  bad  declared  the  absolute  ne- 
cessity of  the  measure  yesterdsy,  and  he 
should  like  to  know  what  was  his  ressos 
for  putting  it  off  to-day. 

The  Motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Poor-laws'  Amendment  Bill  *» 
also,  on  the  Motion  of  Eail  Grey,  post- 
poned. 
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PeUtiom  prawntod.  By  Mr.  Gkotb,  Mr.  Ht'MB,  nd  Hi. 
Baimb,  from  Alehouw  Keeper*  and  othcn  of  rmn$ 
PtoBM.  ^■hMrUwSateof  BferAct  AiwMlwii»mP>- 
By  Mr.  Di vcrr,  fhmi  Dliakia  at  Chudldgh.  for  UabtC 
'-By  Sir  G.  Gmy,  from  Dcvonpoxt*  wffuasi  thcCUimo' 
Uie  DlmiittiB. 


Friendly  Societies.]  On  the  Mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Ord,  the  House  resolved  iuelf 
into  a  Committee  on  the  Frieodlj 
Societies  Bill. 

On  the  2nd  Clause  being  put, 
Mr.  Bernal  took  that  opportunity  to 
make  several  objections  to  the  geoenl 
principle  of  the  Bill.  Few  subjects  were 
more  difficult  to  legislate  upon  than  tbat 
of  Friendly  Societies ;  scarcely  any  two 
societies  were  agreed  among  themselves  as 
to  the  rules  and  regulations  by  which  they 
should  be  governed.  *  All  which  the 
Legislature  had  to  do  with  the  question 
was,  to  see  that  the  operation  of  the  rules 
which  were  made  by  them  was  not  in- 
jurious to  the  rest  of  the  community. 
Several  Representatives  of  Friendly  So- 
cieties had  waited  upon  him  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Bill,  and  the  great  objection 
they  entertained  to  this  clause  was,  that 
it  proposed  a  separate  account  should  be 
kept  of  all  monies  expended  by  the  FrieodlT 
Societies  for  any  other  purposes  than  ai- 
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there  wm  no  diminotion  of  toch  noticet, 
aad  tbftt  the  public  butinen  was  in  everj 
way  Teuided.  He  thoogfat»  that  under 
foch  circamttances  Parliament  would  be 
justified  in  adopting  some  definite 
arrangement  upon  the  subject  for  future 
Sessions.  In  his  opinion  the  practice 
that  had  been  adopted  in  regard  to  private 
business  might  be  advantageously  extend- 
ed to  the  public  business  of  the  Uouie. 
The  Motion  which  be  was  about  to  submit 
was,  however,  limited  to  the  present  Ses- 
sion. As  might  be  expected,  each  in- 
dividual Member  who  had  a  notice  on  the 
books  was  always  ready  to  admit,  that  the 
public  business  should  take  precedence  of 
all  other  notices  but  his  own.  In  fact,  no 
one  would  give  up  his  own  Motion, 
and  the  public  business  was  retarded.  To 
get  rid  of  such  Motions  the  House  was 
frequently  counted  out  as  on  the  8th  and 
16th  of  May,  the  10th,  17tb,  and  24th 
of  June,  and  the  3rd  of  July,  and  thus  in 
the  Tcry  heart  of  the  Session,  a  whole 
week  was  lost.  On  all  such  occasions 
too  the  House  was  counted  out  at  an 
early  hour.  He  could  not  be  charged 
with  having  taken  the  House  by  surprise, 
and  his  proposition,  which  he  should  con- 
clude by  moving,  was,  **  that  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session,  Orders  of  the 
Day  should  take  precedence  of  notices  of 
motion." 

Mr.  Humemd^  tbatiftheHouse'should 
adopt  the  Resolution  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  it  would  preclude  the  pos- 
sibility of  hon.  Members  bringing  forward 
any  new  matter,  however  important,  be* 
cause  the  Bills  which  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment now  had  before  the  House  would 
occupy  every  hour  of  the  time  which  yet 
remained  of  the  present  Session.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  hesitate  before 
it  adopted  the  Resolution,  as  it  would 
drive  hon.  Members  to  the  inconvenient 
alternative  of  bringing  forward  their  Mo- 
tions as  Amendments  upon  the  Ordera  of 
the  Day.  ft  had  been  very  convenient 
for  the  Government  to  have  the  House 
counted  out  upon  any  discussion  that  was 
unpalatable  to  them,  and  the  adoption  of 
this  proposition  would  enable  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  deftT  bringing  in  their 
Bills  for  the  future  until  towards  the  end 
of  the  Session,  and  then  get  some  Mem- 
ber to  assist  them  by  moving  such  a  pro- 
position as  the  present.  For  his  own 
part,    he  would  rather  that  the  House 

should  sit  for  the  »ext  two  mootba  thao 


thai  so  important  a  pfiritege  of  the  Re* 
preseotativcs  of  the  people  slwold  be 
given  up.  He  should  thesefaie  Boat 
certainly  oppose  the  Motioo. 

Mr.  aOnmeU  said,  that  if  he  stood 
alooe  he  would  divide  the  Uoose  ogaioat 
the  pfopositioD.  It  was  m  corioos  ooaa- 
cidence  that  this  propomtioa  ahoold  be 
made  just  as  it  was  proposed  to  faorvy  tbo 
Bill  through  the  House  which  took  away 
the  liberties  of  the  people  of  If^hiwJ. 
He  could  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  hia 
plan  could  not  succeed  if  carried,  nor 
should  it  succeed,  for  hon.  Memben 
would  certainly  take  the  flMxeiDOooveoiefit 
course  of  movrog  the  Motions  which  they 
contemplated  by  way  of  Amendments 
upon  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  Foimeiiy 
motions  always  took  precedenos,  bat  at 
length  three  days  were  appropriated  to 
Orders,  and  now  the  remaining  two  daya 
were  sought  to  be  added,  though  on  those 
days  when  the  Motions  to  be  brooeht 
forward  were  unpalatable  to  the  Go- 
vernment, the  House  had  been  conoted 
out.  llie  Government  whipper-in  bad 
then  stood  at  the  door  of  the  House  to 
prevent  Members  from  entering,  and  thaa 
even  now  the  House  was  deprived  of  its 
old  constitutional  mode  of  proceeding. 
He  hoped  either  that  the  Motion  wooM 
be  abandoned  by  the  noble  Lord,  or  tint 
the  House  would  reject  it. 

Mr.  Buckingham  had  suffered  from  the 
House  having  been  counted  out ;  but  he 
would  not  complain,  though  he  conceived 
it  to  be  a  mean  course  of  defeating  or 
evading  the  discussion  of  a  qnestion*. 
He  deprecated  such  a  practice  on  im- 
portant motions  such  as  that  submitted 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Liverpool  on  the 
subject  of  the  East  India  trade,  and  that 
with  reference  to  the  currency.  Witb 
respect  to  the  Motion  now  before  the 
House  he  should  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  repelled  the 
charge,  that  the  Government  had  obtained 
the  counting-out  of  the  House  on  the  two 
occasions  which  had  been  alluded  to.  On 
both  occasions  he  had  been  present,  and 
with  respect  to  one — he  meant  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Liverpool — he  felt 
deep  regret,  that  the  discussion  had  been 
so  internipted,  because  it  allowed  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Liver- 
pool to  go  forth  to  the  public  without  a 
reply  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Tennyson  said,  the  Motion  would 

interfere  with  the  ancient  and  undonbted 
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H,  in  hatteaiDg  forward  the  CoercioD  BiU-, 
be  could  not  of  course  expect  that  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  place 
more  reliance  on  his  verbal  disclaimer 
than  on  the  intimation  he  gave  the  bon. 
and  learned  Member;  but  he  could  say, 
that  he  gave  notice  of  this  Motion  before 
the  Government  had  determined  to  bring 
forward  the  Coercion  Bill;  namely,  on 
the  18th  of  June.  He  was,  however,  will* 
ing  to  suspend  his  Motion  for  the  present, 
if  a  farther  experiment  of  tlie  discretion 
of  Members  would  be  attended  with  any 
advantage. 
The  Motion  was  withdrawn. 

Divisioirs  Of  THE  House.]  Mr. 
Ward^  on  bringing  up  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  appointed  to  consider  the  best 
mode  of  taking  authentic  Lists  of  the  Di- 
visions in  the  House,  after  recapitulating 
the  plans  which  had  fallen  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee,  and  been  re- 
jected by  them,  proceeded  to  explain  the 
mode  which  the  Committee  recommended 
for  the  adoption  of  the  House.  As  long 
as  the  Members  met  in  the  building 
which  was  at  present  appropriated  to 
their  Debates,  it  was  impossible  that  the 
plan  which  the  Committee  thought  the 
best  could  be  carried  into  execution. 
That  plan  was,  that  the  ayes  and  the 
noes  should  both  leave  the  body  of  the 
House,  and  retire  into  rooms  at  the  oppo- 
site ends  of  it,  and  as  they  re-entered  the 
House  the  name  of  each  Member  might 
be  declared  aloud  by  one  of  the  clerks  of 
the  House  statbnedat  each  door,  and  taken 
down  by  a  person.  But  as  this  method 
was  at  present  impracticable,  the  Com- 
mittee thought  it  best,  that  those  Members 
who  were  presumed  to  be  the  minority 
should,  as  was  the  rule  at  present,  go  into 
the  lobby,  and  then  the  names  of  those 
in  the  House  having  been  taken  down, 
the  names  of  the  minority  should  be  col- 
lected and  written  down.  He  need  say 
nothing  of  the  inconvenience  resulting 
from  the  present  method  of  preparing 
these  lists.  There  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers a  constant  succession  of  protests 
from  Members  against  their  inaccuracy, 
and  he  had  sometimes  seen  as  many  as 
eight  or  nine  letters  in  one  day,  to  correct 
the  mistakes  that  had  been  made.  The 
editor  of  The  Timet  had  been  so  pestered 
with  the  applications,  that  notices  con- 
tinually were  appearing  in  that  periodical 
Oil  the  ittlyfct.  Go  one  occasion  he  read, 


*'  We  have  repeated  uique  md  iMtueoM 
that  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  making 
out  these  lists;  why  does  not  the  House 
find  the  means  of  correcting  this  anomaly  f" 
To  be  sure,  why  did  not  the  House  adopt 
some  method  to  authenticate  the  lists? 
He  hoped  that  they  would  agree  to  his 
experiment,  and  he  should  therefore  oiove 
that  the  House  take  the  Report  into  ooa- 
sideration  with  a  view  to  the  adoption  of 
its  recommendation  at  the  commencement 
of  the  next  Session. 

Mr.  //otc^i  hoped,  that  the  independent 
Members  of  the  House  would  unite,  and 
work  out  one  good  measure  at  least  dunng 
their  prolonged  session.  He  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  Hume  considered  the  question  of 
very  great  importance.  Lists  had  been 
made  out  for  a  considerable  period  ;  but 
hitherto,  for  want  of  some  authorised 
system,  it  had  been  done  very  partially 
and  incorrectly.  They  had  been  prepared 
with  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and  had  occa- 
sioned much  loss  of  time  to  those  Memben 
who  bad  undertaken  the  task. of  furnishing 
them.  He  himself  had  for  many  years 
taken  as  much  trouble  to  make  out  lists 
as  any  Member  in  the  House.  Indeed,  it 
was  only  within  the  last  twelve  months 
that,  having  been  anxious  to  get  other 
Members  to  attend  to  the  matter,  he  had 
given  to  it  comparatively  less  attention. 
He  hoped  that  no  man  who  came  to  this 
House  was  afraid  of  its  being  known  how 
he  voted.  Every  Member  ought  to  fte 
prepared  to  defend  his  vote,  be  it  in 
accordance  with  or  against  the  views  of 
his  constituents.  He  believed,  that  the 
eflect  of  publishing  the  divisions  would  be 
to  cause  a  fuller  attendance  of  Members, 
though  the  limited  attendance,  deficient 
as  were  the  present  accommodations  of 
the  House,  was  rather  in  favour  of  those 
who  were  the  more  hard-working  Mem- 
bers, and  who  regularly  discharged  their 
duties  there.  They  ought,  however,  to 
have  regard  to  what  was  the  intention  of 
the  Reform  Act,  which  unquestionably 
was,  that  every  Member  should  be  at  his 
post.  His  opinion  was,  that  till  a  new 
House  of  Commons  was  built,  it  would 
be  impossible  that  divisions  could  be  taken 
in  the  manner  that  was  most  desirable. 
Several  plans  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Committee,  and  only  one  of  them  met 
with  unanimous  approbation ;  but  it  was 
impossible  to  carry  it  into  effect  for  want 
of  more  room.    According  to  thii  plan 
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pat  to  the  trouble  of  writing  letters  to 
correct  them,  and  he  could  easily  under- 
stand why  they  should  be  desiroos  of 
relieving  tDemselTes  from  the  performance 
of  this  task ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if 
they  adopted  either  of  the  plans  proposed 
to  remedy  the  evil,  he  feared  that  the 
sacrifice  of  time  on  the  part  of  the  House 
would  be  considerable. 

Mr.  Kennedy  thought  the  thanks  of  the 
country  eminently  due  to  the  hon.  member 
for  St.  Alban's,  for  his  zeal  in  bringing 
this  subject  before  the  House,  and  trusted 
he  would  persevere  and  bring  it  to  a 
happy  conclusion.  Whoever  had  seen 
the  facility  with  which  names  were  taken 
in  such  large  assemblies  as  the  halls  of 
Lincoln's  Inn  and  the  Middle  Temple, 
could  have  no  doubt  of  the  practicability 
of  the  reoommendatioo  of  the  Committee. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
measore,  and  carry  it  into  effect,  as  he 
consideried  it  only  next  in  impoitance  to 
Triennial  Parliaments. 

Mr.  Wynn  opposed  the  plan.  He 
thought,  firstly,  that  it  was  impracticable 
to  any  good  purpose ;  and  secondly,  that 
the  attempt  to  carry  it  into  effect  would 
only  cause  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
divisions,  and  the  consequent  obstruction 
of  public  business. 

Sir  Matikew  White  Ridley  wished  the 
consideration  of  the  question  to  be  put  off 
until  next  Session* 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  76;  Noes 
32— Majority  44. 

Mr.  Ward  then  moved,  "  That  the  plan 
proposed  by  the  Committee  be  acted  upon 
before  the  close  of  the  present  Session, 
and  that  clerks  be  appointed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  it  into  effect." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Baines,  E. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Beauclerk,  A.  W. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
BerDard,  Hon.  W. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackburoe,  J. 
Blake,  M. 
Blamtre,  W. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
BrotbertoD,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Clay,  W. 
Dirett,  E. 
Dobbin,  D. 
Dundss,  J,  W.  D, 


Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  G. 
Kwan,  W. 
Faithfull,  G. 
Fenlon,  L. 
Fergusson,  R.  C. 
Fitzsitnon,  C. 
Fleetwood,  P.  H. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Goring,  li.  D. 
Grote,  G. 
llawes,  B. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Hume,  J. 
Hurophery,  J. 
Jacob,  E. 

Jamesi  W, 


Jerris,  J. 
Kennedy,  J. 
Lister,  E.  C* 
Doyd,  J.  H. 
Lynch,  A.  W. 
Murray,  J.  H. 
Na(;le,  Sir  R. 
O'Conoell,  D. 
O'ConneU,  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
0*Conor,  Don 
G'Dwycr,  A.  C. 
O'Reilly,  W. 
Oswald,  J. 
Parrott,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Phillipps,  C.  M. 
Plumptre,  J. 
Potter,  R. 
Richards,  J. 
Rider,  T. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roche,  D. 


Rothven,  £.  S. 
Shawe,  R.  N. 
Sbeil,  R.  L. 
Sullivan,  R. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tennyson,  Rt.  Hon.C. 
Torrens,  Colonel 
Tower,  C. 
Vigofs,N.A. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  T. 
Walter,  J. 
Ward,  H.  O. 
Wason,  R 
WilUanis,  ColoMl 
Williams,  A. 
Wood,  Alderman 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLEKS. 

Waid,  H.  G. 
Hawes,  B. 


List  of  ike  Nobs. 


Berkeley,  Hon.  C. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bmce,  C  L. 
Calvert,  N. 
Cart  Wright,  W.  R. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
Elliot,  Hon.  Capt.  G. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Gladstone,  W. 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Hardy,  J. 
Ilarland,  W.  C. 
KnatchbuU,  Sir  £. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lefroy,  T. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Littleton,Rt.Hon.E.  J . 


Lyall,  O. 
Mangles,  J. 
IJewark,  Vtseouot 
Peel,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  R. 
Pepys,  Sir  C. 
Reid,  Sir  J. 
Uice,  Ut.  Hon.T.  S. 
Ridley,  Sir  M. 
Ross,  C. 
Rumbold,  C.  £. 
Tracy,  C.  H. 
Tyrell,  C. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Villiers,  Viscount 
Wynn,  Rt.  Hon.  C. 

TELLERS. 

Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ross,  C. 


The  Royal  Marriage  Act.]  Colo- 
nel Williams  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  '*  to  repeal  the  12th  Geo.  drd,  ell, 
called  the  Royal  Marriage  Act,  for  the 
purpose  of  restoring  to  the  Members  of 
the  Royal  Family  their  just  and  natural 
rights,  and  to  afford  a  prospect  that  the 
Government  of  England  will,  in  time,  be 
under  an  influence  entirely  English." 

The  Attorney  Genera/  said,  that  he 
could  hardly  believe  the  hon.  Member  w«a 
serious  in  submitting  such  a  Motion  under 
existing  circumstances,  and  at  a  tiiM 
when  there  were  so  many  practical  mea* 
sures  waiting  for  discussion.  At  all 
events,  he  would  enter  into  no  debate 
upon  the  subject.  He  would  merely  ob- 
serve, that  it  was  a  gross  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  members  of  the  Brittsb  Ro]pl 

Family  were  prevented  by  the  Roytl 
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Marriage  Act  from  marrying  any  but 
foreigners.  The  fact  was,  they  might 
marry  with  any  British-born  subject  if  they 
obtained  the  King's  consent. 

Mr.  O'Cmmell  thought,  that  the  Royal 
Marriage  Act  operated  oppressively*  and 
ought  to  be  repealed.  It  did  not  prevent 
disputed  claims,  and,  in  fact,  a  serious 
case  of  that  nature  at  present  existed. 
He  believed,  that  the  operation  of  the  Act 
was  much  more  limited  than  was  gene- 
rally supposed,  and  that  it  did  not  touch 
marriages  made  out  of  England. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


p  «<»«>#««««• 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Wednesday,  July  9,  1834. 

HiKOTM.]    Bill.    Read  a  aeoond  timtz^London  Ward 


I^tkmi  prawnted.  By  Lord  KaifTOir,  Lord  Rollm,  the 
Maxquea  of  LoNDOivDaRRT,  L<ml  Colcrbbtib.  the 
Earl  of  FALMOvrR,  Earl  Cawvoii,  the  Marquoi  of 
SAuaeuiT,  the  Duke  of  Gu>ucc8rj(R,  Lord  Stbad- 
BBOKi,  and  Lord  Foley,  from  a  Number  of  Places, — for 
Protection  to  the  Established  Church. — ^By  the  Duke  of 
Wblun«tow.  ftom  seveial  Plaees  in  Irekmd.  to  secure  to 
the  Prolcstaat  Churdi  the  PriTilcBes  gnmted  at  the  Union. 
—By  Viaoount  STBAMOfOAD.  from  ShareholdeEs  of  the 
London  and  Westminster  Bank,  in  fiivour  of  the  Bill  for 
Inoorporating  that  Bank. 

Resignation  of  Earl  Grey.]  On 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  receiving  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Suppress- 
ion of  Disturbances  (Ireland)  Bill  having 
been  read,  and  the  Report  having  been 
brought  up. 

Earl  Grey  said,  I  rise  my  Lords — when 
his  Lordship  had  uttered  these  words  be 
was  so  much  affected  as  to  be  unable  to 
proceed.  The  House  cheered  him.  After 
a  short  interval  he  repeated  the  expression, 
and  again  stopped.  The  House  again 
cheered,  but  the  noble  Earl  could  not  pro- 
ceed, and  he  resumed  his  seat. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  rose,  and  by 
presenting  several  petitions  for  protection 
to  the  Established  Church,  afforded  the 
noble  Earl  time  to  recover  himself.  After 
a  few  minutes. 

Earl  Grey  again  rose,  and  at  first  spoke 
feebly  and  tremulously  as  if  he  were  still 
overpowered  by  his  feelings.  As  he  went 
on  he  gathered  strength,  his  words  were 
to  the  following  effect : — My  Lords,  I  feel 
quite  ashamed  of  the  sort  of  weakness  I 
show  on  this  occasion,  a  weakness  which 
arises  from  my  deep  sense  of  the  personal 
kindness  which,  during  my  having  been 
in  his  service,  I  have  received  from  my 
Sovereign.    However,  my  Lords,  I  have  a 


duty  to  perform  which,  painful  as  it  may 
be,  I  must  discharge;  and  in  rising  to 
propose  to  your  Lordships  to  agree  to  the 
Report  which  has  iust  been  read,  I  have 
to  state  that  I  no  longer  do  so  as  a  Min- 
ister of  the  Crown,  but  as  an  individual 
Member  of  Parliament,  strongly  impressed 
with  the  necessity  of  passing  this  Act,  to 
invest  the  Government,  in  whatever  hands 
the  Government  may  be  placed,  with  the 
powers  given  by  this  Bill,  and  which  I 
believe  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  peace  of  Ireland.  I  should  be 
unworthy,  of  the  situation  I  have  held  in 
his  Majesty's  Councils,  and  unworthy  of 
a  seat  in  the  House,  if,  in  the  performance 
of  my  duty,  I  did  not  take  upon  myself, 
under  the  disagreeable  circumstances  of 
the  moment,  at  the  risk  even  of  misrepre- 
sentation, at  the  risk  of  any  obloquy 
that  may  be  cast  upon  me — I  say  I  should 
be  unworthy,  if  in  the  situation  which  I 
have  held  in  his  Majesty's  Councils,  I 
shrunk  at  this  moment  from  proposing  to 
your  Lordships  to  agree  to  this  step  in  the 
progress  of  a  Bill  which  I  believe  to  be 
indispensable  to  the  peace  and  safety  of 
Ireland.  The  ground  on  which  this  opin- 
ion is  founded,  I  have  before  had  the 
opportunity  of  stating  to  your  Lordships — 
reflection  has  confirmed  me  in  that  opinion 
— which  has  been  painfully  wrung  from 
me  by  a  careful  consideration  of  all  the 
circumstances  attending  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, as  they  have  come  before  me  in  the 
various  dispatches  received  from  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  that  country,  from  various 
communications  from  different  quarters, 
and  from  the  documents  now  on  your 
Lordships'  Table,  and  the  result  of  the 
whole  is  a  sincere  conviction  that  Ireland 
cannot  safely  be  left  to  the  ordinary  pro- 
tection of  the  law,  but  that  the  Govern- 
ment must  be  intrusted  with  the  extra- 
ordinary powers  for  the  preservation  of 
peace  in  that  country  which  are  conferred 
by  this  Act.  Having  gained  your  Lord- 
ships' assent  to  that  opinion  on  a  former 
occasion,  it  is  not  now  necessary  that  I 
should  address  your  Lordships  more  on 
that  part  of  the  subject,  especially  as,  when 
I  introduced  the  Bill,  I  went  into  a  state- 
ment of  considerable  length  of  all  the 
circumstances  which,  in  my  opinion, 
proved  the  necessity  of  the  measure.  But 
on  this  occasion,  it  will  naturally  be  ex- 
pected by  your  Lordships  that  I  should 
enter  into  some  explanation  of  the  cir- 
cumstances   which    have  occurred,  and 
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which  have  placed  me  ia  the  new  tituaikm 
in  which  I  now  move  your  Lordships  to 
agree  to  the  RepcMrt.  I  need  not  refer 
your  Lordships  to  what  has  recently  passed 
in  this  House  on  certain  questions  being 
put  and  answered  when  I  was  asked 
whether  in  any  communication  made  on 
this  subject,  with  a  person  who  is  known 
for  the  strong  part  he  takes  in  the  affairs 
of  Ireland,  (I  will  not  stay  to  describe  him 
in  any  other  terms),  when  I  was  asked, 
my  Lords,  whether  I  was  a  party  to  that 
communication,  I  stated  then,  and  repeat 
it  nowy  that  those  communications  were 
not  only  made  without  my  concurrence, 
but  without  my  knowledge,  and  that  if  I 
had  been  previously  apprised  of  them, 
there  was  no  power  or  influence  that  I 
possess  which  I  would  not  have  used  to 
prevent  them,  for  I  knew,  as  the  event 
itself  has  proved,  that  communications  of 
any  description  whatever,  even  of  the  very 
slightest  nature,  could  not  safely  be  made 
to  that  quarter,  and  I  should  have  impress- 
ed on  any  Member  of  the  Qovernment 
who  had  proposed  such  a  commuuication 
to  me,  that  it  was  not  for  the  honour  of 
tlie  Government  and  could  not  be  for  the 
benefit  of  the  country,  that  any  communi- 
cations whatever  should  be  made  to  the 
person  in  question.  Having  repeated  the 
opinbn  I  before  gave  of  the  necessity  of 
the  measure  which  I  now  propose  to  your 
Lordships,  the  next  statement  I  have  to 
make  is,  that  from  the  time  the  opinion  of 
this  necessity  was  formed  by  me,  on  the 
grounds  I  have  already  stated,  it  never 
has  for  one  moment  undergone  the  slight- 
est change  or  variation ;  and  I  have  never 
had  any  doubt  as  to  the  necessity  of  re- 
enacting  all  the  clauses  which  now  remain. 
Up  to  the  23rd  of  June  I  had  no  reason 
to  believe  that  any  doubt  upon  the  subject 
was  entertained  by  any  Member  of  the 
Cabinet;  I  had  no  idea  that  anybody 
differed  in  opinion  with  me.  It  was  the 
opinion  of  myself  and  all  my  colleagues, 
in  consequence  of  previous  communica- 
ttons^  that  it  was  indispensable  the  Act 
should  be  renewed.  I  myself  instructed 
the  Attorney  General  to  prepare  a  Bill  for 
its  renewal,  which  is  now  on  the  Table  of 
your  Lordships'  House;  but  upon  the 
23rd  of  June  a  new  set  of  circumstances 
took  place.  It  is  extremely  painful  to 
me  to  go  into  the  statement  of  circum- 
stances, of  which  no  part  should  have 
been  made  public  ;  but  as  part  has  been 
published,  and  has  produced  certain  un- 


pleasant and  important  feaulti,it  is 
sary  that  I,  standing  here  as  charged  with 
the  non*performance  of  my  duty,  and  beia^ 
answerable  to  my  Sovereign,  and  respon- 
sible for  my  own  character,  should  state, 
in  the  clearest  manner,  and  without  die* 
guise,  the  real  nature  of  all  those  circum- 
stances.   On  the  23rd  of  June  I  received 
a  letter  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, a  private  and  confidential    letter, 
which  I  never  would  have  mentioned  out 
of  the  Cabinet  had  I  not  been  obliged  to 
do  so  by  the  necessity  of  tlie  circumstanoea 
in  which  I  am  placed,  in  which  letter  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  did  appear  to  take  a  new 
view  of  the  subject,  and  which,  therefore, 
I  did  think  it  necessary  should  be  laid 
before  my  colleagues.    This  letter  appear- 
ed to  be  produced  not  by  any  original 
view  of  the  subject  taken  by  that  illustri- 
ous Person,  of  whom  I  cannot  speak  too 
highly,  and  who,  in  this  part  of  the  trans- 
action, as  in  every  other,  acted  from  the 
most  conscientious  desire  to  discharge  his 
duty.    That  letter,  I  say,  appeared  to  be 
produced,  not  so  much  by  any  origmai 
view  taken  of  the  state  of  Ireland,  as  by 
certain  considerations  which  were  suggest- 
ed to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  from  this  coun- 
try, without  my  knowledge  or  coneunence ; 
considerations  affecting  rather  the  political 
state  of  parties  in  this  country  thaa  of 
Ireland.    I  thought  the  view  taken  in  that 
letter  was  completely  erroneous.    I  tmme- 
diately,  and  without  the  loss  of  a  single 
post,  wrote  to  the  noble  Marquess  request- 
ing him  to  reconsider  the  matter  solely  ta 
relation  to  Ireland,  and  telling  him  that 
the  circumstances  to  which  he  had  advert- 
ed ought  not  to  be  taken  into  account. 
Subsequent  letters  arrived  from  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  the  result  of  the  whole 
was,  that  the  noble  Marquess  did  express* 
an  opinion  that  if  it  would  be  of  advantage 
in  the  political  state  of  this  country,  the 
three  clauses  might  be  dispensed  with,  as 
he  would    undertake    without  them    to< 
govern  Ireland ;  and  more  especially  if, 
by  dispensing  with  those  clauses,  an  ex- 
tension of   the    term  of  the  Bill  were 
obtained.     From  the  view  taken  in  that 
letter,  which  the  noble  Marquess  submit- 
ted for  consideration,  but  not  as  a  matter* 
of  recommendation,  I  must  say  I  did  feel 
myself  compelled  completely  to  dissent 
through  it  became  a  subject  of  asuch  de- 
liberation in  the  Cabinet.     I  must  now 
speak  of  circumstances  which  oug^t  never 
to  have  been  made  known,  and  of  which' 
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il  it  painfal  to  me  to  speak^  and  ought 
to  be  painful  to  others  who  have  left 
roe  no  choice  but  to  go  into  this  expla- 
nation. There  was,  as  has  been  already 
stated,  andy  therefore,  it  cannot  now  be 
concealed,  a  considerable  division  of  opin- 
ion in  the  Cabinet  on  this  subject,  but, 
ultimately,  it  was  agreed  that  this  Bill 
should  be  introduced  as  I  have  introduced 
it  to  your  Lordships ;  and  as  it  was  intro- 
duced it  has  since  received  the  full  sanction 
and  concurrence  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
as  well  as  your  Lordships'  sanction.  It 
is  a  new  practice,  and  such  a  circumstance, 
I  think,  has  never  before  happened  in  the 
political  annals  of  this  country,  that  a 
question  should  arise,  and  a  disclosure  be 
called  for  of  the  confidential  communica- 
tions of  Ministers  of  the  Crown  between 
themselves,  or  with  the  subordinate  officers 
of  the  Government.  It  has  never  been  the 
practice  that  such  communications  should 
be  made  known  to  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament;  the  result  alone  is  that 
which  the  Houses  of  Parliament  have 
generally  thought  it  sufficient  to  know. 
You  have  a  right  to  be  made  acquainted 
with  public  documents ;  but  to  ask  what 
has  occurred  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion of  any  particular  measure  in  the 
Cabinet — what  particular  opinions  have 
been  entertained  there— what  different 
views  have  been  taken — at  what  differ- 
ent periods  different  circumstances  have 
prevailed  to  alter  the  opinions  of  any 
of  the  different  members  of  the  Admi- 
nistration— to  require  these  things,  I  say, 
is  to  require  that  which,  if  conceded, 
would  render  the  task  of  Government, 
difficult  at  all  times,  and  especially  diffi- 
cult at  a  time  like  the  present,  absolutely 
impossible.  It  was  with  considerable  pain 
and  surprise,  that  1  heard  there  had  been 
a  statement  made  by  those  who  ought  to 
be  anxious,  at  all  events,  to  preserve  the 
peace  of  Ireland,  who  ought  to  desire  to 
retain  unimpaired  the  privileges  and  the 
power  of  the  Government,  and  not  to 
throw  impediments  in  the  way  of  such 
purposes,  or  to  retard  the  passing  of  this 
most  necessary  Act — it  was,  I  say,  my 
Lords,  with  surprise,  I  heard  that  they 
supported  the  Motion  of  an  hon.  Member 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  for  the 
production  of  documents  which  were  of  a 
nature  that  rendered  them  un6t  to  be  laid 
before  the  House,  which  certainly  ought 
never  to  have  been  called  for,  and  which 
I  will  venture  to  say,  never  were  before 


demanded.  These  were  letters  not  ad- 
dressed to  the  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
with  whom  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land ordinarily  communicated  in  his 
official  capacity,  but  addressed  to  me; 
and  with  whatever  imprudence  the  nature 
of  them  might  have  been  suffered  to  trans- 
pire, that  did  not  alter  the  circumstances 
which  made  it  improper  to  call  for  the 
production  of  the  documents.  I  come 
now  to  the  result.  I  have  already  stated 
to  your  Lordships,  that  certain  communi- 
cations were  made  without  my  knowledge 
or  concurrence ;  that  the  making  of  such 
communications  was  impnidence — was  the 
extreme  of  imprudence — I  can  hardly  do 
otherwise  than  acknowledge ;  but  the 
effect  of  that  communication  was,  that  a 
Member  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
having  been  put  in  possession  of  the 
facts  referred  to,  made  use  of  them  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  a  charge  against 
the  Government  of  not  producing  the 
necessary  documents  to  enable  the  House 
to  judge  of  the  Protection  Bill.  Further, 
Ministers  were  charged  with  a  breach  of 
faith,  followed  by  vacillation  and  incon- 
sistency, and  the  production  of  private 
documents  was  insisted  on,  contrary  to  all 
precedent  and  propriety.  The  conse- 
quence was,  that  my  noble  friend  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  —  I  have 
his  Majesty's  permission  to  state  these 
facts,  and  I  will  not  state  more  than  is  ab- 
solutely necessary — the  noble  Lord  who 
has,  up  to  this  time,  conducted  the  affairs 
of  Government  in  the  House  of  Commonsi 
and  who  was  one  of  those  most  fully  im- 
pressed with  the  opinion  entertained  by 
the  Lord-lieatenant  of  Ireland,  and  who 
felt  how  much  of  the  ground  on  which 
this  Bill  had  been  proposed  waa  swept 
from  under  him — my  noble  friend  felt,  in 
consequence  of  what  had  passed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  night  before, 
that  he  could  not  with  satisfaction  to  him- 
self, or  with  utility  to  the  Government 
and  to  the  public,  continue  in  the  situ- 
ation which  he  had  hitherto  occupied. 
The  consequence  was,  that  yesterday 
morning  I  received  a  letter  from  the 
noble  Lord,  containing  his  resignation, 
and  having,  subsequently,  in  a  personal 
interview  with  my  noble  friend,  ascer- 
tained that  his  resolution  was  final  and 
unalterable,  I  did  what  it  was  my  duty  to 
do,  I  transmitted  the  resignation  to  his 
Majesty.  It  then  became  necessary  for 
me  to  consider  what  I  should  do.  '  It  is 
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long  since  I  have  felt  the  difficulty  of  my 
situation  so  painfully  increase,  and  so 
much  above  any  remaining  strength  or 
energy  that  I  may  still  possess — that  cer- 
tainly for  some  time  I  have  entertained  a 
strong  wish  to  retire  from  office.  My  col- 
leagues know,  that  this  wish  was  aniiously 
expressed  at  the  close  of  the  last  Session. 
They  know  that  it  was  then  my  most 
earnest  desire  to  withdraw,  not  from  any 
disposition  to  shrink  from  the  laborious 
duties  of  office,  but  from  a  sense  that  my 
remaining  energies,  if  they  were  ever 
equal  to  it,  were  no  longer  sufficient  to 
enable  me  to  discharge  them.  I  gave 
up  that  determination  in  consequence  of 
the  strong  aod  united  representations  of 
my  colleagues,  Who  stated  that  my  retire- 
ment would  not  only  occasion  the  imme- 
diate dissolution  of  the  Government,  but 
might  also  throw  considerable  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  his  Majesty  and  the  coun- 
try. I  met  Parliament,  therefore,  at  the 
commencement  of  this  Session  still  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown,  still  anxious  to  carry 
into  effect  those  further  measures  of  im- 
provement and  reform  which  the  situation 
of  the  country  appeared  to  require;  but 
not  long  since  an  event  occurred  which 
produced  an  important  division  in  the 
Cabinet,  and  I  need  not  remind  the 
House  that  on  that  occasion,  some  of 
the  most  powerful  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment retired.  1  felt  that  separation 
most  painfully,  on  personal  as  well  as  on 
public  grounds  ;  and  I  still  feel  it  most 
painfully,  particularly  with  respect  to  two 
of  my  late  colleagues,  who  are  Members 
of  your  Lordships*  House.  Feeling  how 
unable  I  was  to  continue  satisfactorily  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  my  office,  I  again 
made  up  my  mind  at  once  to  retire ;  and 
to  state  to  Parliament  and  the  public  that 
I  was  willing  to  go  on  while  the  Adminis- 
tration continued  united,  but  that  with 
such  a  division  in  it,  I  felt  it  impossible 
to  proceed.  That  resolution  was  so  de- 
cidedly taken,  that  I  thought  nothing 
could  divert  me  from  it;  but  again, on 
the  representation  of  my  remaining  col- 
leagues, and  in  consequence,  of  an  appli- 
cation, of  which  your  Lordships  may  have 
heard,  from  a  great  number  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons;  but, 
above  all,  desirous  to  avoid  the  difficulties 
in  which  his  Majesty  might  have  been 
placed  by  a  dissolution  of  the  Government 
at  that  period,  and  actuated  by  an  anxious 
desire  to  carry  through  the  measures  then 
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in  progress,  which  I  cooceivttd  to  be  es- 
sential to  the  most  important  interests  of 
the  country — actuated  by  all  these  eensi- 
derations,  I  was  prevailed  on  to  abaadon 
the  resolution  which  circumstances  had 
induced  me  to  form,  and  which  they  ap- 
peared to  justify.  In  March  last,  1  000- 
pleted  my  70th  year,  and  at  that  period 
of  life,  a  man  though  he  mig^t  be  able  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  the  office  which 
I  hold  under  ordinary  and  easy  ciicnm- 
stances,  vet,  considering  the  present  oon- 
dition  of  affairs,  I  felt,  that  the  duties 
imposed  on  me  were  too  mnch  for  asy 
strength,  and  that  I  should,  therefore, 
be  justified  in  retiring.  That  inteation, 
however,  for  the  reasons  I  have  stated, 
I  abandoned.  The  places  of  those  wko 
left  the  Administration,  were  filled  op, 
and  I  was  in  hopes  that  we  should  ba?e 
gone  on  at  least  till  the  measures  then 
before  Parliament  were  completed,  and 
the  Session  was  concluded.  But  this  sew 
state  of  affairs  deprived  me  of  the  assist- 
ance of  my  noble  friend,  the  Cbaneeilor 
of  the  Exchequer,  the  leading  member  of 
Government  in  the  Commons,  the  indi- 
vidual on  whom  my  chief  coofidance 
rested,  whom  I  considered  as  my  right 
arm,  and  without  whose  assistance  I  lelt 
it  impossible  for  the  Government  to  go  on. 
Former  breaches  had  considerably  weak- 
ened the  Government;  this  new  breach 
placed  it  in  a  situation  in  which  I  coold 
not  well  hope  to  retain  my  place  at  its 
head,  with  any  view  to  serve  the  Crown  or 
the  country  to  any  useful  purpose.  On 
receiving  my  noble  friend's  resignation, 
therefore,  I  saw  no  alternative,  but  felt 
impelled  by  irresistible  necessity  to  tender 
my  own  to  his  Majesty  at  the  same  time. 
Those  resignations  have  been  accepted  by 
his  Majesty,  and  I  now  stand  liere  dis- 
charging the  duties  of  office  only  till 
such  time  as  his  Majesty  shall  be  enabled 
to  supply  my  place.  I  trust  that,  in  this 
painful  statement — in  this  last  scene  of  my 
political  life,  I  may  experience  your  Lord- 
ships' indulgence.  I  have  stated  the 
circumstances  candidly  to  your  Lordships, 
— i  wish  to  disguise  nothing ;  and  I  shall 
be  ready  to  submit  to  your  Lordships* 
censure,  if  you  think  me  in  fault ;  but  I 
claim  your  Lordships*  indulgence,  if  my 
errors  admit  of  excuse.  I  call  on  your 
Lordships  and  the  public  for  a  just  and 
even  kind  consideration  of  the  difficult 
circumstances  in  which  I  have  been  placed. 
I  came  into  the  Government  at  a  period 
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done  nothing.  Was  Reform  of  Parlia- 
ment nothing?  Was  the  passing  of  that 
delicate  and  difficalt  measure,  the  aboli- 
tion of  Colonial  Slavery,  nothing  ?  Was 
the  settlement  of  the  East-India  Charter, 
and  the  opening  of  the  trade  of  our  exten- 
sive dominions  in  India,  nothing  ?  Was 
the  arrangement  of  the  question  as  to  the 
Bank  Charter  notliing  ?  Are  (he  various 
improvements  in  the  Law,  of  which  the 
whole  credit  is  due  (o  my  noble  and 
learned  friend  on  the  Woolsack,  nothing  ? 
Were  those  reforms  in  the  Irish  Church, 
on  account  of  which  we  have  been  re- 
proved on  one  side  that  we  have  done  too 
much — were  they,  and  can  they  with 
truth  be  said  to  be,  nothing?  The 
greatest  regret  I  now  feel  upon  quitting 
office,  after  that  of  leaving  the  service  of 
my  master,  arises  in  the  first  place  with 
respect  to  the  Bill  for  amending  the  Ad- 
ministration of  the  Poor-laws,  and  in  the 
next,  with  respect  to  that  measure  for  the 
settlement  of  tithes  in  Ireland,  which  I 
verily  believe  will,  if  passed,  have  a  better 
effect  in  producing  the  settlement  of  that 
difficult  question  in  Ireland  than  any 
other  measure  that  has  hitherto  been  pro- 
posed; and  my  regret  is,  that  I  leave 
these  measures  unfinished.  These  are 
the  causes  that  make  me  feel  r^ret 
at  the  present  moment;  but  I  leave 
the  Government  with  the  satisfaction,  at 
least,  that  in  having  used  my  best  endea- 
vours to  carry  into  effect  those  measures 
of  Reform  that  the  country  required,  I 
have  not  shrunk  from  any  obstacles,  nor 
from  meeting  and  grappling  with  the 
many  difficulties  that  I  have  encountered 
in  the  performance  of  my  duty.  How  I 
have  performed  it  is  a  matter  that  is  now 
before  your  Lordships  and  the  country  ; 
all  I  ask  from  you  in  considering  it  is, 
that  you  will  not  hastily,  as  I  am  sure 
you  cannot  justly,  accuse  me  of  idleness 
and  remissness  in  the  performance  of 
that  duty.  I  have  been  attacked  on  the 
one  side  for  going  too  far ;  1  have  been 
attacked  on  the  other  for  not  going  fur 
enough,  and  these  attacks  were  made 
when  I  have  been  standing  in  this  House 
deprived  of  the  support  which  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  might  naturally  expect  to 
receive  here,  and  checked  and  fettered  in 
every  instance  whatever.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  have  done  all  that  1  could, 
and  I  will  assert  without  hesitation,  that 
the  Government  of  which  I  have  formed 
a  part  has  done  much  more  since  our 


being  in  office  than  bat  been  doae  Ibr 
half  a  century  before,  for  the  improre- 
ment  of  the  political  coDditioQ    of  the 
country.    Let  it  be  recollected  too,  that 
we  have   effected    these    improvemeote, 
when   the  evils  were    the    aocumalated 
evils  of  ages,  which   till  thai  time    no 
sufficient  attempt  had  been  made  io  eny 
way  to  reduce.      Under  such  circomstan- 
ces,  and  under  the  pressure  of  a  necessity 
which  I  could  not  avoid,  I  have  resigned 
into  his  Majesty's  hands  the  trust  which 
he  had  t)een  pleased  to  con6de  in  me.     I 
have  done  so  not  without  a  painful  sense 
of  the  difficulties  in  which  bis  Majesty  is 
placed  by  such   a    resignation   at    this 
moment,  but  with  the  firm  resolution  to 
do  all  that  I  can  to  lessen  and  remove 
those  difficulties,  and  with  the  full  per* 
suasion,  that  my  continuance  in    office 
would  rather  increase  than  diminish  them. 
There  is  one  point  to  which  I  am  anxioua 
to  refer  before  I  sit  down.     It  has  been 
urged,  my  Lords,  as  a  matter  of  l>lame  to 
me  that  I  more  than  any  Minister,  have 
endeavoured  to  provide  situations  in  the 
public  service  since    my   assumption  of 
the  reins  of  Government,  for  my  own 
family  and  friends.     But  if  your  Lord* 
ships  examine  into  the  matter  your  Lord* 
ships  will  find  that  no  Minister  ever  less 
deserved  such  a  reproach.    The  entrance 
of  any  person,  in  any  way,  however,  da- 
tantly  connected  with   my   family,   into 
any   office  connected  with  Government, 
has  always  been  set  down  to  my  account. 
Now,  I  leave  office  with  a  fortune  not 
more  than  sufficient  to  support  my  rank 
and  station  in  society,  charged  as  I  am 
with   the    maintenance    of  a   numerous 
family,  and  certainly  with  a  fortune  not 
improved  by  the  emoluments  of  place.     I 
leave  office,  not  retaining  one  shilling  of 
the  public  money,  either  for  myself    or 
any  of  my  connexions.     Of  my  numerous 
relations  and  friends,  some  have  undoubt- 
edly  been    placed    in    situations    under 
Government;    but    all     their    situations 
have  been  laborious.      I  ask  those  who 
have  joined  in  casting  these  imputations 
upon   me,  to  look   at  tlie  appointments 
which  have  been  made  in  my  family,  and 
to  say  whether  there  has  been  one  of  them 
which  has  not  been  justified  by  the  con- 
duct of  the  party  filling  it?     I  appeal  to 
the   individuals    in    office    under   whom 
those  parties  have  acted,  whether   ihey 
are  not  parties  likely  and  proper  to  have 
been  selected  for  their  situations,  even  if 
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long  been  connected,  that  weight  shall 
be  employed  in  penuading  them  to 
follow  that  course ;  at  the  same  time^  I 
will  once  more  take  upon  myself  Uie  re- 
sponsibility of  declaring,  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Ireland,  the  passing  of 
that  Bill  is,  in  my  opinion,  indispensably 
necessary.  I  also  think  that  your  Lord- 
ships will  agree  with  me,  that  it  is  hardly 
possible  for  those  now  in  office  to  proceed 
with  the  Irish  Tithe  Bill,  until  they  know 
by  whom  they  are  succeeded.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Bill  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  Poor-laws,  do  not  consider  it  either 
as  a  a  political  or  a  party  measure,  it  is  a 
measure  that  circumstances  have  forced 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  Government,  have 
endeavoured  to  fulfil  its  duty  to  the 
country  by  bringing  it  forward,  after  a 
full  and  fuir  ezamioatMMi  into  the  whole 
matter  by  an  enlightened  Commission. 
It  is  my  intention  to  propose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill 
on  Friday  next,  and  to  use  fny  best  exer- 
tions to  carry  that  Bill  into  a  law.  I 
may  have  much  to  account  for  to  your 
Lordships,  and  to  the  country,  with  re- 
spect to  the  ability  with  which  I  have 
discharged  my  duty ;  but  I  trust  that  I 
shall  stand  excused  in  your  Lordships'  and 
in  my  country's  opinion  for  any  depar- 
ture from  the  principles  which  I  haVe  pro- 
fessed, or  for  any  deviation  from  that  con- 
duct which  became  a  man  of  honour. 
Whilst  I  have  health  and  strength  left  me, 
I  shall  continue  to  attend  in  my  place  in 
Parliament  as  an  individual  Peer,  and 
to  assist  in  promoting  those  views  which 
I  conceive  to  be  the  best  for  the  general 
interests  of  tlie  country. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  if  the 
noble  Earl  had  confined  his  explanation 
to  the  causes  of  his  own  retirement  from 
the  King's  service,  and  had  not  adverted 
to  other  topics  totally  unconnected  with 
them, — above  all  if  the  noble  Earl  had  not 
taken  under  review  former  discussions  in 
this  House,  and  even  the  conduct  of  this 
House,  itself,  I  should  have  been  relieved 
— and  most  happy  should  1  have  been  in 
being  relieved — from  the  necessity  of  ad- 
dressing a  single  word  to  your  Lordships 
upon  this  occasion.  The  noble  Earl  has 
stated,  with  great  clearness,  the  cause 
of  his  own  resignation  of  the  situation 
which  he  holds  in  his  Majesty's  service  ; 
but,  begging  the  noble  Earl's  pardon,  he 


— the  cause  of  the  resignation    of  lua 
noble  Colleague,  which  has  occasioned 
his  own.    That  subject    has    been   left 
entirely  unexplained,  and  I  caattoi  bat 
express  my  surprise  that  it  has  been  ao 
left,  because,  if  ever  there  were  a  set  of 
men  bound  to  their  Sovereign  more  than 
any  other  set  of  men — if  ever  there  were 
a  set  of  men  under  the  absolute  necessity 
of  continuing    in   the    service   of   their 
Sovereign,  as  long  as  they  could  do  so 
without  the  violatk>n  of  honour — the  noble 
Earl  and  his  colleagues  are  those  men. 
But  there  is  another  reason  why  I  feel 
myself  called  upon  to  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships upon  this  occasion.    The  noble  Earl 
has  referred,  and  referred  very  pointedly, 
to  the  speech  of  a  right  hon.  friend  of 
mine,  in  a  recent  discuuion  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     I  quite  concur  in  all  the 
principles  laid  down  by  the  noble  Earl 
with  respect  to  the  propriety  of  calling 
for  private  and  confidential  correspond- 
ence between  different  members  of  the 
Government.    But  what  is  it  that  has 
passed  on  this  subject?    A   right  hon. 
Gentleman,  high  in  the  confidence  of  the 
Lord-lieutenant,  thought  fit  to  enter  into  a 
communication  with  a  person  who  ought 
never  to  have  been    confided    in,    and 
thought  fit  to  state,  that  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenant had  been  of  opinion,  and  that, 
too,  very  recently,  that  this  Coercion  Act 
should     be    proposed     without    certain 
clauses  which  it   now   contains.      That 
statement  the  same  right  hon.  Gentleman 
afterwards  repeated  in  his  place  in  Parlia- 
ment.    The    correspondence   produced, 
however,  says  no  such  thing,  and  therefore 
it  proves,  in  the  clearest  manner,    that 
there  must  have    been  something  more 
than  the  papers  recently  product,  and 
placed     upon    your     Lordships'   "Table. 
What  passed  afterwards?     A  noble  Col- 
league   of   the   right    hon.    Gentleman 
admitted  that  there  was  a  further  corre- 
spondence, of  which  he  said  that,  though 
it  did  not  bear  out  the  opinion   of  his 
right  hon.  friend  that  the  Lord- lieu  tenant 
thought   that  the  Coercion    Act    ought 
not  to  be  passed   with  certain    clauses 
in  it,  it  was  still  of  such  a  nature  that  that 
inference  might  be  drawn  from  it,  and  that 
though  he  could  not  draw  that  inference 
from  it  himself,  others  might.     Does   it 
not,  then,  become  necessary  for   Parlia- 
ment to  know  what  the  opinion   of  the 
Lord- Lieutenant  was,  which    was     thu« 


God  bf  it  10.  But  the  noble  Earl  tannol 
boatt  with  respect  to  the  effects  of  the 
We*t-lndia  meaiure,  until  he  Kes  the- 
■laves  emancipated ;  and  let  him  not  boast 
ot  the  benefiu  of  the  E^l-lndia  and 
China  measure,  untrl  he  first  sees  how  it 
operates.  My  Lords,  I  am  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  advert  to  these  questions:  if 
the  noble  Earl  had  not  introduced  them, 
I  should  not  have  tcferred  to  them.  In 
those  instances  in  wbich  I  have  ojiposed 
the  measures  of  the  noble  Earl,  it  has 
been  solely  because  I  did  not  approve  of 
them  ;  and  there  never  has  been  a  dispo- 
sition on  this  side  of  the  House  to  object 
10  the  measures  uf  the  noble  Earl  merely 
for  the  sake  of  creating  an  opposition. 
Ou  many  of  his  measures  I  have  bad  the 
misfortune  of  differing  from  him ;  but  tliis 
I  can  say  for  myself,  that  I  was  always 
most  anxious  to  support  him  when  I 
could;  and  t  mean  to  support  the  noble 
Earl  in  the  measure  of  which  he  has  given 
notice  that  he  intends  to  move  the  second 
reading  on  Friday  next,  1  repeat,  my 
Lords,  thai  I  was  always  anxious  to  sup- 
port the  noble  Ear),  and  thai  I  never  op- 
posed him  but  with  pain. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  after 
the  extraordinary  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke  who  bad  just  sat  down,  he  must 
trespass  upon  tiie  indulgence  or  tlieii' 
Lordships  for  a  few  minutes.  That  he 
rose  under  the  influence  of  feelings  ex- 
ceedingly dilferent  from  those  under  which 
he  laboured  when  his  noble  friend  re- 
sumed his  seat  was  a  poiJit  which  he 
should  not  Attempt  to  disguise  from  the 
House.  He  partook  of  what  be  then  sup- 
posed to  be  the  universal  feeling,  and 
what  every  thing  which  had  passed  sub- 
sequently convinced  him  was  very  gener- 
ally the  feeling  of  the  House,  and  that 
feeling  would  have  indisposed  him— in- 
deed, it  would  have  deprived  him  of  the 
capability  of  entering  into  a  political  con- 
tention, a  party  discussion,  on  the  merits 
of  a  speech  which  was  an  explanation 
merely,  and  not  an  attack.  He  felt  sur- 
prised, but  there  was  no  accounting  for 
taste, — he  fell  surprised  (hat  this  occasion 
should  have  been  selected  for  bringing 
furivard  such  a  discussion  as  that  origin- 
ated by  the  noble  Duke,  and  he  was  con- 
fident that,  if  by  any  means,  the  sense  of 
their  Lordships  could  be  taken  on  this 


by  force,  into  the  discussion,  unless,  in- 
deed, noble  Lords,  who  were  judgei, 
deemed  it  a  part  of  justice,  that  tltry 
should  hear  only  one  side,  and  that  side 
the  side  of  impeachment  and  attack— of 
impeachment  against  measures,  and  of 
attack  against  individual  Ministers;  and 
that  they  should  dispense  with  the 
somewhat  inconvenient  task  of  hearing 
the  other  side.  He  had  never  heard  a 
speech  less  calculated  to  excite  angry 
feeling  than  that  which  had  just  been  de- 
livered by  his  noUc  friend,  or  less  calcu- 
lated to  kindle  and  increase  political 
aniraosily.  He  had  never  heard  an  ad- 
dress more  touching  in  painting,  more 
candid  in  prelension,  more  fair  and  open 
in  disclosure — one  in  which  blame  against 
anybody,  and  more  particularly  against 
the  noble  Duke,  was  more  cautiously  and 
carefully  shunned.  His  uobic  friend  had 
Slated  his  reasons  for  his  unhappy  resolu- 
tion—for BO  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
must  call  it — of  retiring  from  office,  a  re- 
solution which  no  man  could  deplore  more 
sincerely  than  he  did;  and  in  taking  leave 
of  their  Lordships  in  his  public  capacil]f 
— in  bying  down  his  office — in  stating 
the  reasons  why  he  laid  down  his  official 
life — his  noble  friend,  by  some  slip  of  the 
timguc,  had  called  it  his  political  life,  but 
(iud  forbid  that  his  political  life  should 
yet  close  for  many  a  long  year — his  noble 
friend,  in  laying  down  before  their  Lord- 
3hi|)s  his  oflicial  life  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
in  taking  leave  of  his  culleagues  on  the 
one  siilc,  and  his  opponents  on  the  other, 
did,  he  confessed  It,  and  so  too  would  his 
noble  friend  confess  it,  indulge  ii>  a  re- 
lro3|>cct  of  what  he  had  done  for  his 
country,  and  of  what  he  could  trust  to  in 
his  rctircmenl  for  the  continuance  of  his 
name  in  veneration  among  his  friends  and 
countrymen.  His  noble  friend  had  taken 
the  opportunity,  much  exasperated  as  he 
was,  by  the  foulest  and  falsest  calumnies 
which  public  men  ever  bad  to  struggle 
against,  to  step  aside  and  overwlielm  his 
base  and  malignant  calumniators,  by  tell- 
ing the  world  the  simple  truth,  that  he 
retired  from  office,  he  and  his  fatnilv,  not 
only  not  richer,  but  absolutely  poorer 
than  he  was  before  his  accession  to  power, 
albeit  that  for  three  years  and  upwards,  he 
had  enjoyed  the  patronage  of  office.  Was 
there  anything  so  unusual,  in  one  so  c!r- 
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casting  a  glance  at  the  charges  made  by 
his  accusers,  which  could  be  fairly  said  to 
call  forth  such  comments  as  the  noble 
Duke  felt  it  his  duty  to  make?  But  his 
noble  friend  had  been  represented  as 
making  an  attack,  and  as  calling  for  a  de- 
fence. The  noble  duke  seemed  to  think 
that  this  attack  was  made  in  the  noble 
Earl's  allusion  to  the  state  of  the  nation. 
But  could  that  be  said  to  be  an  attack 
which  consisted  only  in  his  noble  friend's 
throwing  out  the  challenge  in  his  own 
manly  manner  to  his  accusers^  and  in  an. 
expression  of  his  perfect  readiness  to  meet 
those  accusers  on  any  day  when  tliey 
'  might  bring  forward  any  charges  against 
any  measure  of  bis  Government  ?  But 
nevertheless  this  was  the  ground  taken 
by  the  noble  Duke  for  his  comments, 
whether  with  good  feeling  or  with  bad 
feeling,  or  without  any  feeling  of  either 
kind,  and  the  consequence  was,  that  he, 
who  had  come  down  to  that  House,  in- 
tending only  to  be  a  silent  listener  to  an 
explanation,  was  unwillingly  dragged  in 
to  take  part  in  the  debate.  Now  on  one 
point  on  which  the  noble  Duke  had 
touched,  he  fully  concurred  with  him,  and 
he  would  take  leave  to  say,  that  of  all 
men  who  had  ever  held  office,  the  present 
Ministry  would  be  the  most  without  excuse 
if  they  could  think  of  their  leaving  the 
service  of  their  King  and  country,  unless 
through  an  unavoidable  necessity.  This 
had  ever  been  his  opinion  since  he  came 
into  office — it  was  his  opinion  to  the  pre- 
sent hour  ;  and  he  felt  that  he  should  not 
discharge  his  duty  if,  at  all  sacrifice  of 
his  comfort — at  all  abandonment  of  his 
own  ease  —  at  the  destruction,  if  so  it 
might  be,  of  his  own  peace  of  mind,  he 
did  not  stand  by  that  gracious  Monarch, 
and  that  country  whose  support — whose 
cordial  and  hearty  support— he  had  re- 
ceived during  the  three  years  and  a-half 
of  which  he  had  been  a  member  of  the 
Government.  Afler  having  said  this,  he 
need  not  add,  that  he  had  not  tendered 
his  resignation.  [A  laugh.']  Did  their 
Lordship  think  that  there  was  anything 
very  peculiarly  merry  or  amusing  In  being 
a  Minister  at  the  present  time  ?  If  they 
did,  he  would  invite  them  to  take  a  part 
in  the  re-construction  of  the  Government. 
But  he  thought  they  knew  better.  If 
they  were  not  aware  of  the  annoyance 
which  must  attend  such  a  situation,  he 
was ;  and  he  would  tell  those  noble  Lords 
thai  such  was  bis  feeling  with  respect  to 


office,  that  nothing  but  a  sense  of  tl 
most  imperative  duty  could  have  kept  hi 
in  office  one  hour  after  the  resignation  < 
his  noble  friend.  His  noble  friend  ha 
made  out  his  own  case ;  but,  according  t 
the  opinion  of  the  noble  Duke,  no  sufti 
cient  explanation  had  been  given  of  th 
resignation  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex 
chequer.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  wouh 
only  say,  that  he  differed  widely  from  hii 
noble  friend  (Lord  Al thorp)  as  to  hii 
resignation.  He  did  think  that  his  nobU 
friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ought  not  to  have  resigned.  No  man 
could  admire  more  than  he  did  the  talent 
and  integrity  of  his  noble  friend,  and 
lie  knew  that  he  did  but  echo  the  opinion 
of  the  country,  when  he  said,  that  a  more 
honourable  man  in  his  public  and  private 
relations — that  one  more  upright  as  a 
Minister  or  more  virtuous  as  a  man,  did 
not  exist  in  these  kingdoms.  His  noble 
friend  had,  from  an  over-sense  of  high 
feeling,  been  induced  to  take  a  step  which 
his  noble  friend,  and  the  country,  he 
trusted,  would  not  see  occasion  to  rue. 
He,  however,  cast  no  blame — he  imputed 
none.  He  only  said,  that  he  differed  from 
his  noble  friend ;  but  he  could  not  follow 
his  example.  That  example  was  not 
followed  by  any  other  member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, save  the  noble  Earl  at  its  head. 
These  two  were  the  only  resignations 
which  had  been  tendered.  What  he  had 
thus  said,  would,  he  hoped,  be  considered 
a  sufficient  explanation  on  these  points. 
But  the  noble  duke  seemed  to  think,  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  attacked  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  in  another 
place,  for  having  called  for  the  production 
of  certain  private  and  confidential  com- 
munications made  to  the  Government,  as 
if  they  were  puhlici  juris*  There  was  no 
attack,  the  fact  only  was  stated,  and  the 
course  recommended  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  most  properly  objected 
to  by  his  noble  friend.  He  spoke 
not  for  one  Government,  but  for  all 
Grovernments,  when  he  protested  against 
the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Duke  in  his  friendly  zeal  for  his  right 
hon.  friend  in  the  other  House.  Was  it, 
he  would  ask,  to  be  endured,  that  a  Go- 
vernment acting  on  its  own  responsibility, 
and  getting  its  information  from  various 
sources,  and  amongst  others  from  members 
of  its  own  body,  should  be  required  to 
produce,  not  only  the  grounds  on  which 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  as  to  a  par* 


at  any  time,  any  of  them  had  held  a  diHer- 
ent  opinion  before  that  conclusion  was 
formed  ?  Were  they  now  to  be  told»  that 
the  evidence  furnished  as  to  the  necessity 
of  the  renewal  of  the  Coercion  Bill,  as  it 
was  called,  was  not  sufficient,  but  that 
they  must  also  have  the  fact,  whether,  at 
any  time,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
had  held  a  different  opinion  as  to  the 
necessity  of  the  whole  or  of  parts  of  that 
Bill  ?  If  the  opinions  of  individual  mem- 
bers of  the  Government,  secretly  and  con- 
fidentially communicated,  were  thus  to  be 
called  for,  there  would  be  an  end  of  all 
Government.  Supposing  there  had  been 
two  meetings  of  the  Cabinet  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  on  the  first  it  was  a  matter 
of  doubt,  but  that  on  the  next  all  doubts 
were  removed,  would  it  be  a  fair  ground 
of  objection  to  the  measure,  to  say,  that 
it  could  not  be  brought  forward  until  the 
opinions  of  individuals  on  the  first  day 
were  produced  ?  '*  But,  then,"  said  the 
objertois,  '*  we  must  not  only  have  the 
conclusion,  to  which  yuu  as  a  Govern- 
ment came,  but  we  must  also  know  the 
opinions  which  some  of  you  held  on 
some  particular  day,  before  you  came 
to  that  conclusion."  This,  then,  was  the 
opinion  of  those  wise,  those  sensible, 
those  logical  Statesmen,  who  by  the  way 
weie  prepared  to  go  all  the  lengths  with 
the  Bill  from  what  they  had  heard  of  the  de- 
cision of  the  Government  on  the  Saturday, 
but  who  now  stopped  short,  and  culled 
for  the  opinions  which  were  held  on  the 
Friday.  ['*  No^  »o.'*]  He  would  demon- 
strate it  in  a  moment.  They  had  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  one  day, 
stating  the  necessity  of  the  measure. 
Now,  what  did  it  signify  as  to  the  Bill 
itself,  what  might  have  been  said  or  done 
on  a  former  day  ?  It  was  just  as  absurd 
as  to  object  to  the  conclusion  to  which 
the  Government  might  have  come  on  the 
Saturday,  because  it  did  not  produce  the 
opinions  which  might  have  been  given  on 
the  Friday.  The  noble  Duke  had  felt  it 
necessary  to  enter  into  th^  question  of 
foreign  politics,  though  tliere  was  but  one 
single  sentence  in  alt  that  his  noble  friend 
had  said  which  referred  to  the  situation 
of  this  country  respecting  its  foreign  rela- 
tions. If  the  noble  Duke  had  conceived 
that  that  one  sentence  had  justified  his 
reference  to  our  foreign  policy,  he  wished 
him  joy  of  the  discovery.  The  noble 
Duke  seemed  to  think,  that  there  was 


all  Europe,  m  the  last  three  years 
and  a-half.  Now,  what  had  been  said 
by  an  hon.  Gentleman,  a  Member  of 
the  other  House,  to  whoae  opinion  be 
presumed  the  noble  Duke  would  attach 
some  weight  ?  The  hon.  Member  to  whoni 
he  alluded,  had  once  been  Member  for, 
he  believed,  Taunton.  He  did  not  know 
whether  he  still  represented  the  same 
place,  but  if  not,  he  must  suppose,  that 
lie  sat  for  some  other  borough,  for  he  oooU 
not  believe,  that  with  the  peculiar  opinions 
which  he  once  held,  he  could  now  be  a 
county  Member.  His  opinions  were  oooe 
so  strong  against  the  Corn-laws,  that  he 
almost  headed  the  mob  against  that  mea- 
sure in  1816.  Of  course  he  could  not 
expect  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  could 
now  sit  for  a  county,  and  still  less  for 
such  a  county  as  Essex ;  or  that  he  could 
have  influence  enough  to  get  returned  for 
that  county,  and  to  defeat  his  noble  friend 
(Lord  Western).  But  what  said  his  hon. 
friend — the  hon.  Member  to  whom  he 
alluded — for  he  still  called  him  bis  hon. 
friend — they  were  still  on  habits  of  privatQ 
friendship,  though  he  differed  from  his 
hon.  friend,  or  rather  he  should  say,  that 
his  hon.  friend  differed  from  him,  for  he 
went  away  from  those  opinions  which  he 
had  once  held,  but  which  he  (tlie  Lord 
Chancellor)  still  continued  to  hold — but 
what  said  bis  hon.  friend  on  the  ac- 
cession of  the  present  Administration  ? 
He  remarked,  that  if  lliey  kept  the 
peace  of  Europe  for  three  months, 
it  would  be  a  miracle.  Well,  tliey  had 
kept  it  now  for  three  years — for  three 
years  and  seven  months;  so  that  in 
fact  they  had  three  years  and  four 
months  to  spare,  and  yet  they  counted  it 
no  miracle,  and  he  saw  no  chance  of  the 
peace  of  Europe  being  interrupted,  unless 
something  stepped  in,  for  which  they  were 
not  prepared,  to  mar  the  policy  of  the 
present  Administration.  Unless  some 
unforeseen  interposition  of  that  kind 
should  occur,  he  would  say^  that  the  peace 
of  Europe  was  more  secure  at  the  present 
moment  than  when  they  came  into  office ; 
and  he  should  consider  it  no  sligfht  praise 
to  their  successors  in  o6Bce,  whoever  they 
might  be,  to  say  in  three  years  and  a-half 
hence,  that  they  had  kept  the  peace  of 
Europe  as  well  as  it  was  left  on  the 
9th  of  July,  1834.  That  he  tbougbi 
would  be  doing  something  for  which 
they  would  deserve  well  of  their  country* 
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peared  to  distent  from  what  he  said, 
should  become  a  leading  member  of  the 
Government  of  this  country,  and  should 
begin  by  putting  down  the  Press,  by  up- 
setting the  leading  principles  of  the  Magna 
Charta,  by  suspending  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  without  the  authority  of  Parliament, 
and  by  dissolving  the  Parliament  itself 
without  suffering  it  to  meet  even  once 
after  it  had  been  called  together;  he  could 
no  more,  he  said,  call  the  events  of  Paris 
a  Revolution  than  he  should  call  that  a 
Revolution  which  would  put  an  end  to 
the  noble  Lord's  power,  and  to  that  Go- 
vernment which  upheld  him.  But  he 
must  apply  it  to  the  noble  Lord,  for  no 
King  in  this  country  would  do  or  sanction 
such  acts;  but  if  he  did,  as  he  should  feel 
greatly  disposed  to  do,  pull  down  the 
noble  Lord  from  his  usurped  power  and 
from  his  violent  inroads  upon  the  Ck)nsti- 
tution,  the  noble  Ix)rd  would  no  doubt  be 
sent  to  some  convenient  place  of  custody 
on  the  coast  of  Devonshire ;  yet  in  all  this 
there  would  be  no  Revolution.  The  noble 
Lord  would  be  called  the  revolutionist,  and 
he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  would  be  styled 
the  restorer  of  the  Constitution.  In  this 
sense  he  looked  upon  the  transactions  at 
Paris,  not  as  a  Revolution,  but  as  a  re- 
storation. But  call  it  Revolution  if  they 
pleased,  he  considered  it  a  very  proper 
one.  The  late  dynasty  of  France  had 
deserved  to  cease  to  govern  that  country, 
for  they  were  unfit  to  govern,  and  the 
people  deserved  to  be  free,  for  they  had 
the  courage  to  fight  for  their  freedom,  and 
were  not  afraid  to  break  those  chains 
which  imbecile  tyrants  had  tried  to  weave 
round  their  necks.  That  was  a  Revolu- 
tion which  was  not  likely  to  give  much 
disturbance  to  this  Government.  The 
noble  Duke  had  alluded  to  the  West 
India  Question  as  one  for  which  the  pre- 
sent Government  ought  not  to  claim  any 
credit  until  they  saw  how  the  measure 
would  work.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to  wait  any 
long  time  to  judge  of  the  effect  of  that 
measure.  There  was  every  reason  to  hope 
and  expect  that  it  would  work  well ;  but 
without  waiting  any  length  of  time  he 
thought  they  ought  not  to  withhold  from 
his  noble  friend^  from  party  or  from  per- 
sonal motives,  the  praise  which  was 
justly  his  due  for  that  blessed  act. 
The  noble  Duke  had  on  this  occasion, 
why,  he  knew  not,  felt  it  necessary  to  act 
on  the  defensifet    He  did  not  know  that 


the  DoUe  Dake  had  acted  more  so  since 
the  year  1811.     The  noble  Duke  had 
taken    on  himself   the  defence  of  their 
Lordships,  but  be  was  not  aware  that  any 
attack  had  been  made  on  them,  to  need 
the  noble   Duke's  defence.      His  noble 
friend  (Earl  Grey)  had    not  made  any 
attack  on  their  Lordships.    All  he  bad 
said  waSf  that  in  his  Administration   he 
had    had    difficulties    to  struggle   with. 
Surely  their  Lordships  would  not  take  that 
as  an  attack  upon  them.    They,  he  took 
for  granted,  could  not  think  for  a  moment 
that  any  of  those  difficulties  had  been 
raised  by  themselves.    The  noUe  Duke 
had  declared,  that  he  had  agreed  with  the 
measures  of  the  noble  Earl  s  Administra- 
tion where  he  could,  and  only  opposed  it 
where  he  could  not    conscientiously  go 
along  with  it,  and  no  doubt  their  Lord- 
ships, who  sat  on  the  same  side  of  the 
House  as  the  noble  Duke,  partook  of  the 
same  feeling  towards  the  Administration 
of  his  noble  friend.     His  noble  friend  had 
cast  no  blame  on  any  part  that  was  taken 
by  that  side.     No  doubt  the  feeling  was, 
amongst  their  Lordships,  such  as  the  noble 
Duke  described  it ;  but  it  somehow  hap* 
pened  that  with  all   their  good  feelings 
their  Lordships  had  opposed  the  Govern- 
ment wherever  they  could.    [**  iVb,  no.^\ 
Your  Lordships  (continued  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord)  may  say  "  No ''  at  thta  side, 
but  we  at  the  other  side  think  differen  Uy.    I 
have  no  doubt  whatever  that  your  Lordships 
acted  conscientiously,  and  because  you 
wished,  as  the  noble  Duke  has  stated^  lo 
give  your  support  to  the  Government  of 
my  noble  friend,  where  you  could.     This 
disposition  to  support  the  Government  was 
illustrated  in  the  case  of  some  Bills  which 
had  no  particular  political  bearing — in  the 
Local  Jurisdiction  Bill,  for  instance.     In 
the  case  of  that  Bill,    your    Lordships 
allowed  it  to  be  read  a  second  time.     Yon 
allowed  it  to  go  a  stage  further,  and  to 
pass  through  the  Committee,  in  order  that 
it  might  have  the  advantage  of  your  Lord- 
ships'judicial  wisdom,  and  that  yon  might 
see  how  far  it  could  be  improved.     Yoq 
allowed  it  to  go  a  stage  further,  and  the 
framer  of  it  could  have  no  notion  that  it 
was  not  your  Lordships'  intention  to  give 
it  the  full  sanction  of  your  judicial  expe- 
rience, by  allowing  it  to  pass  ;  but  just  at 
the  twelfth  hour,  in  the  very  last  stage, 
when  I  thought  the  Bill  secure,  I  found  an 
unusual  bustle  going  on  in  the  neighboar* 

hood  of  this  House.    CorrespondencQ  wsia 
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carried  on  to  a  great  extent  by  the  General 
Post^and  the  twopenny  messengieni  and 
couriers  were  seen  passing  in  great  num- 
bers through  the  streets  in  our  neighbour- 
hood, which  seemed  too  confined  for  the 
crowds  which  came  down  here  from  all 
quarters.  Even  the  judicial  business  of 
the  morning  was  for  a  time  interrupted  by 
the  numbers  who  came  down  here  to 
deliver  in  proxies.  When  I  saw  this,  I  at 
once  gave  up  the  Bill  as  lost,  though  I 
could  not  conceive  why  the  decision  as  to 
its  fate  had  been  reserved  to  that  late 
stage.  It  was,  however,  so  arranged,  and 
the  Bill  was  lost  at  that  stage.  I  do  not 
bJame  any  of  your  Lordships  for  having 
taken  that  course.  I  have  no  doubt  it 
was  done  from  the  pure  desire  of  giving 
the  Government  of  my  noble  friend  all 
the  support  you  conscientiously  could.  I 
will  not  for  a  moment  suppose  that  it  was 
done  with  any  view  to  embarrass  the  Go- 
vernment. The  Bill  was  founded  on  the 
Report  of  some  six  Tory  Commissioners, 
who  would  have  carried  its  principle  much 
further  than  I  was  willing  to  go  with  it ; 
but,  nevertheless,  its  fate  was  such  as  I 
have  described.  My  noble  friend  made 
no  charge,  or  imputed  no  blame  for  any 
embarrassment  which  was  occasioned ;  all 
he  did  was  to  express  his  regret  that  any 
such  embarrassment  should  have  existed. 
I  do  not  feel  it  necessary  to  enter  upon 
the  question  of  the  Reform  Bill,  to  which 
the  noble  Duke  has  referred.  [The  Duke 
of  Wellington  had  not  alluded  to  that 
measure.]  Well,  I  thought  the  noble  Duke 
had  expressly  alluded  to  it,  but  I  may 
infer  that  he  alluded  to  it,  and  include  it 
amongst  those  measures  in  which  the 
noble  Duke  would  have  supported  the 
Government  if  he  could  agree  with  them. 
But  at  all  events  I  may  allude  to  it  thus 
far — that  there  were  some  divisions  on  it 
against  its  movers — that  one  of  these  was 
in  the  Committee ;  and  it  was  only  when 
its  conductors  threatened  to  cease  to  go 
on  with  the  Bill  that  two  of  its  most  deter- 
mined opponents  declared  that  they  were 
ready  to  bring  in  a  similar  Bill  with  some 
slight  modifications.  This  was  another 
proof  of  the  disposition  of  your  Lordships 
to  support  the  Administration  of  my  noble 
friend.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
trespass  on  your  Lordships'  time  with  any 
further  remarks  on  what  has  fallen  from 
the  noble  Duke.  My  Lords,  I  must,  be- 
fore I  conclude,  again  express  my  deep 
regret  that  the  determination  of  my  noble 


friend  to  retire  from  office  is  final.  This 
is  a  regret  in  which  I  am  sure  very  many 
of  Your  Lordships  participate,  and  in  this 
feeling  I  am  satisfied  I  might  command  a 
majority  of  the  House.  But  my  sorrow  is 
the  more  deep  when  I  know  that  my  noble 
friend  is  still  equal,  from  his  robust  under- 
standing, from  his  undiminished  ability, 
and  his  purely  honourable  and  manly 
mind,  to  all  the  duties  of  official  life — that 
in  every  quality  of  head  and  heart  he 
excels  every  statesman  of  the  age,  and 
while  I  regret  that  he  should  retire,  I  may 
hope  that  he  may  be  still  spared  to  the 
country  for  many  years.  My  Lords,  I 
who  have  known  my  noble  friend  for  thirty 
years,  who  have  latterly  lived  with  him 
daily  and  hourly,  who  have  seen  him  in 
his  unprepared  moments,  whereas  your 
Lordships  may  have  seen  him  in  moments 
of  greater  preparation — I  will  say,  and  I 
can  unhesitatingly  and  gladly  bear  my 
exulting  testimony,  that  I  never  knew  him 
in  more  complete  possession  of  his  intel- 
lect, or  in  greater  capacity  or  power  to 
guide  the  helm  of  the  State,  than  he  is  at 
this  present  moment.  That  my  noble 
friend  should,  in  thus  taking  his  official 
leave  of  your  Lordships  and  retiring  from 
the  Administration,  appear  somewhat 
dispirited,  that  he  should  seem  to  have 
somewhat  less  than  his  usual  share  of 
bodily  strength,  is  what  may  be  expected 
— it  is  what  1  have  often  seen  within  the 
last  year  and  a-half,  when  I  have  known 
him  to  act  in  distrust  of  his  own  force  and 
great  power  of  mind.  That  he  should 
now  court  retirement,  which,  in  spite  of 
all  he  has  said,  1  hold  to  be  premature,  I 
look  on  as  a  cruel  calamity  to  the  country, 
of  which  he  is  the  brightest  ornament,  and 
one  of  whose  most  precious  and  most 
brilliant  possessions  is  my  noble  friend*s 
public  character.  My  Lords,  unlike  the 
giddy  character  of  the  people  of  a  neigh- 
bourmg  land,  who  will  one  day  fall  down 
and  worship  the  idol  of  their  own  creation, 
but  who  on  another  day,  when  his  claims 
to  veneration  are  increased,  will  cast  away 
that  worship  and  break  to  pieces  the  idol 
they  themselves  have  fashioned — I  say, 
my  Lords,  unlike  to  these — the  rational, 
the  sober-minded  people  of  this  country, 
I  mean  the  people  of  Britain,  including, 
of  course,  the  Irish — know  the  value  of 
my  noble  friend;  they  rejoice  in  his  cha- 
racter, and  deem  it  their  pride  and  plea- 
sure to  give  him  their  undivided  confi- 
dence ;  and  it  is  my  firm  and  heartfelt 


1335  Reiignation  of  Earl  Grey.    {COtiMOVS}  DiaoluiioM  of  (he  MiniOry.  1336 

conviction,  that  for  half  a  century  there 
will  have  dawned  no  more  gloomy  day 
than  thai  which  first  announces  to  the 
British  people  the  retirement  of  my  noUe 
friend— that  he  has  ceased  to  be  their 
chief  in  all  measures  of  rational  and  just 
improvement — their  moderator,  when  their 
zeal  and  unformed  opinions  would  lead 
them  too  far,  and  on  all  occasions  their 
advocate  and  protector,  and  let  me  add 
as  truly  the  Minister  after  their  own  heart 
as  he  was  certainly  the  servant  of  the 
King's  gracious  choice. 
The  Report  was  agreed  to* 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
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Mnvtrran.]  BUL  Rad  a  Uiird  time :— ^eotnl  Crimtaal 
Court. 

PcCilk>o»  praMDted.  By  Mr.  HsiiasiiT,  Sir  Jamm  Scak- 
Lrrr*  Mr.  Poluxtk,  Mr.  Btno,  Mr.  Pli<mptbs,  Mr.  J. 
BvLLM,  Mr.  O.  P.  Votmo,  Mr.  Shaw  LBrBTim,  Mr. 
OoKa  Lanoton,  Mr.  H.  Fsixowb8»  and  Sir  C.  Lbhoii» 
tmm  A  ooosklenibic  Number  of  Plaoa, — ^Tor  ProtoeUou  to 
the  Establiihed  Church.— By  Mr.  Pollock,  Mr.  Coopkr, 
Mr.  WiLBS.  Mr.  Waububtoic,  Mr.  Cbildbms,  Mr.  G. 
RoBiKBow,  Mr.  W.  WHrmoMi,  tlie  Attobm  by  Gbn  bbal. 
Sir  EowABD  CoDBiNOToir,  M^jor  Handlby,  and  Sir  R. 
WiLLovoHBY,  fVom  teTcral  Placet,>--againtt  the  Sale  oT 
Bear  Act  Amendment  BU.— By  Mr.  P.  ScRoni,  Sir 
EowABD  Knatchbull,  Bud  Mr.  Duodalb,— in  favour 
of  the  BIU.— >By  Mr.  Plvmptbb,  ttom  Brighton,  against 
oompeUing  ProCeitant  SoMlen  to  attend  Catholle  Cere- 
monieb— By  Mr.  R.  Waujioi,  from  Greenock,  tar  the 
Abolition  of  Impre«ment,  and  against  the  Mcrdiaat  Sca- 
men'k  Registration  Bill ;  and  by  Mr.  G.  F.  Youno,  tmm. 
South  Shields,  witti  the  same  Pnycr.-~By  Mr.  Ewino, 
from  Glasgow,  for  Kooourageroont  to  MecliaBici'  Institu- 
tions.—By  Colonel  Lbitu  Hat,  from  Elgin,  to  check  tlic 
Clandestine  Emigration  of  Debtors.— By  Colonel  Lbith 
May,  and  the  Aitobnbv  Gmnbbal,  from  the  Presbytwy 
of  St.  Andrew's,  and  other  Places,  for  Supporting  the 
Church  of  Scotland. — ^By  Mr.  R.  Wallace,  fhmi  Green- 
ock, fbr  the  Amendment  of  the  Law  of  Entail  (Scotland) ; 
from  Kilmarnock,  for  the  Vote  by  Balk>t{  from  Fal«Iey,foc 
Pardon  to  the  DoneCriiire  Labourers;  and  from  Greenodt, 
to  take  bonded  Flour  out  of  the  Wardiousc  to  convert  it 
taito  Blicuit. — By  Mr.  H.  FBLLoirBa»  and  Mr.  WiLxa, 
from  Dtsicnten  of  Uflbuime,  and  the  Tower  Hamlets, — 
for  Relief. — ^By  Mr.  FonarBR,  Mr.  Bailub,  and  the 
ATTOBitiY  Gknbbai^  ticm  certain  Friendly  Societies, — 
sfpiast  tlie  Friendly  Societies  Act  Amendment  BilL — By 
the  AxTORiTBy  Gbnbbal,  and  the  Loan  Advogatb, 
fhrni  the  Writers  to  the  Synod  and  the  Solicitors  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  Edinbuigh,— against  the  Attorneys' 
Tax  (Scotland).— Hy  the  Attornby  Gbnbral,  from 
the  Shawl  Manulaotarers  of  Edinburgh,  for  Reciprocity 
with  France  in  the  Shawl  Trade.— By  Mr.  Childrrb, 
from  StrBthum<um-Thetfotd,  agahist  the  Tithe  Commu- 
tation BUI;  and  from  Whittksea,  for  an  Inquliy  faito 
the  Causes  of  Drunkenness.— By  Sir  R.  Price,  ttom 
Prisoners  hi  the  King's  Bendi,  for  the  Abolition  of  Im- 
prisonment for  Debt.— By  Mr.  HoBKnra,  fhmi  Ross 
(Hcrefoidahire)  for  giving  Pooi^Laws  to  Ireland.— By  Mr. 
RoBiNBOir,  from  Eversham,  to  tax  Property  for  the  Pay- 
ment of  the  National  Debt — By  Mr.  LarROY,  frxim 
aavaial  Plae«  in  Iidand,  for  Protection  to  the  Established 
Church  of  that  Country;  and  from  Killiican,  to  rcviAe 
the  Church  Commission.— By  Mr.  Fbllowes,  from  Ash- 
lead,  against  the  Claims  of  the  Dissenters.- By  the  Lord 
AOYOCArsi  tnm  £diiibitfgb«  for  tho  Ameodmcnt  of  the 


Reform  of  Parliament  Act  (SooUMd).-^  Sfr 
Rae,  from  the  Dean  and  Faculty  of  Advocates,  ^gninst 
the  Bankrupt  (Scotland)  BHI;  and  by  Mr.  Emiro,  from 
G^^pm,  In  fovnnr  or  this  BilL 

Quadruple  TasATT.]  LordPobierf- 
tan  presented  a  copy  of  thn  Treaty.  In 
moving  that  it  do  lie  on  the  Tahle,  the 
noble  Lord  said,  he  felt  it  his  dnty  to  state, 
that  the  delay  that  had  arisen  in  the  pre* 
sentation  of  the  Treaty  had  been  occa- 
sioned entirely  by  an  accidental  omissioB 
in  it,  and  that  it  was  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  imputable  to  any  hesitation  on  the 
part  of  the  Portuguese  government  to 
ratify  the  Treaty,  or  to  any  indisposition  to 
send  it  at  the  earliest  moment  it  could  to 
this  country. 

Dissolution   or   tub  Miwistry — 
Explanations  of  Ministers.]     Loni 
Althorp  rose  and  said  c^-Sir,  having  been 
placed  in  a  position  which  renders  it  ne- 
cessary that  I  shoald  state  to  the  Honse 
the  reasons  which  have  governed  my  con- 
duct, I  asked  for  and  obtained  his  Majes- 
ty's permission  to  make  that  statement  to 
the  House.      When  the  renewal  of  the 
Coercion  Bill  was  first  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Cabinet,  I  felt  tt  my 
duty  to  concur  in  the  renewal  of  it,  wHh 
the  omission  only  of  those  clauses  of  it 
relating  to  Courts-martial.    I  hope  I  need 
not  say,  that  1  did  so  with  the  greatest 
reluctance,  and  that  nothing  would  have 
induced  me  to  do  so  but  my  conviction  of 
the  absolute  necessity  of  the  case.    After- 
wards private  and  confidential  communis 
cations,  however,  from  the  Lord-lieutenant 
of  Ireland  to  individual  members  of  the 
Government,  brought  the  subject  again 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Cabinet  in 
the  week  before  last.     I  may  as  well  say, 
that  it  was  at  this  time  that  my  right  hon. 
friend,    the  Secretary  for  Ireland,   sti^. 
gested  to  roe  the  propriety  of  telling  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  that 
the  question  was  not  yet  finally  decided, 
and  that  the  Bill  was  still  under  consider- 
ation.    I  saw  no  harm  in  this,  if  it  pro- 
ceeded no  further:    and  I  am  bound  to 
say,  in  my  own  justification,  that  I  begged 
my  right  hon.  friend  to  use  extreme  cau- 
tion in  his   communication,   and  by  no 
means  to  commit  himself  in  what  he  said. 
As  I  have  said,  these  private  and  confi. 
dential  communications  from  the  Lord- 
lieutenant   of   Ireland    to  an   individual 
member  of  the  Cabinet  brought  the  sub- 
ject again  before  the  Cabinet  the  week 
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ditsolution  of  ibe  present  QoTeniinent»  I 
coofeu  I  did  not  think  that  I  was  an 
individual  of  sufficient  importance  to  ius- 
tify  me  in  taking  a  step  that  might  lead 
to  such  consequences.  I  will  candidly 
acknowledge  that  I  had  not  sufficient 
courage  to  take  a  step  that  might  produce 
that  risk.  I  therefore  resolved  to  do  that 
which  I  hope  was  not  dishonourable.  I 
resolved  to  compromise  my  opinion  on 
this  pointy  albeit  that  opinion  was  a  strong 
and  decided  one,  ana  to  abstain  from 
taking  a  line  of  conduct  that  might  injure 
a  Government  of  the  principles  of  which 
1  in  the  main  most  cordially  approved. 
My  noble  friend  has  observed  that  it  was 
only  on  Thursday  last  he  was  aware  of  the 
full  extent  to  which  I  had  gone  in  my 
communication  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite.  I  admit,  tliat  I 
ought  to  have  communicated  to  my  noble 
friend  what  had  passed  on  that  occasion. 
But  be  it  borne  m  mind  that  so  full  and 
so  entire  was  the  conviction  in  my  mind, 
not  merely  that  the  conversation  which 
had  taken  place  between  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  and  myself  would  go 
no  further,  but  that  thd  clauses  in  question 
were  sure  to  be  abandoned,  that  the  im- 
portance of  doing  anything  more  than 
merely  to  inform  my  noble  friend  that  a 
conversation  of  the  kind  had  taken  place 
had  never  once  been  present  to  my  mind. 
I  shall  not  detain  the  House  further  ihan 
to  express  my  desire — my  most  earnest 
anxiety — that  the  House  may  feel  that  in 
the  course  which  I  have  unfortunately 
taken  I  have  been  actuated  by  no  other 
desire  than  to  promote  the  peace  of  a 
country  which  has  ever  since  my  earliest 
entrance  into  public  life,  had  my  warmest 
and  sincerest  sympathies,  and  for  which, 
be  it  borne  in  mina,  I  was  at  the  time  in 
some  degree  responsible. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  the  statements 
which  had  been  just  made  had  been 
received  by  the  House  in  the  manner  that 
the  candid  statement  of  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought,  and  if  any  person  was  to  blame 
for  the  course  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  taken — a  course  dictated  by  his 
desire  to  obtain  tranquillity  for  his  unfor- 
tunate country  —  if  any  person,  he  re- 
peated, was  to  blame,  he  would  infinitely 
prefer  that  a  double  share  of  the  blame 
should  be  thrown  upon  him,  than  that  any 
should  be  cast  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  was  now  convinced,  indeed 
it  was  impossible  that  he  should  not  be, 


that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  acted 
with  the  most  perfect  good  faith  towards 
him,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entertained   at  the  time  an  honest  and 
sincere  conviction  of  the  truth  of  every 
word  that  dropped  from  him.    Indeed, 
he  considered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
utterly  incapable  of  any  tiling  else.    He 
did  not  rise  to  vindicate  himself  on  this 
occasion,  but  he  was  sure  that  every  one 
who  heard  him  would  recollect  that  his 
unfortunate  countrymen  had  reposed  in 
him  the  most  unlimited  confidence  for  tha 
last  thirty  years,  and  that  he  should  be 
the  most  abject  of  human  beings  if  be  bad 
one  thought  that  was  not  absorbed  id  the 
wish  to  promote  their  liberties  and  advance 
their  interests.    He  would  ask  hon.  Geo^ 
tiemen  before  they  condemned  him  to 
recollect  that  if  England  or  Scotland  had 
been  placed  in  the  situation  Ireland  was, 
whether  their  first  anxiety  would  not  be  to 
maintain  that  portion  of  the  empire  with 
which  they  were  connected  upon  a  footing 
of  equality  as  regarded  its  rights  and  privi- 
leges with  the  rest,  and  if  he  had  ooedatf 
greater  than  another  to  discharge,  it  was 
to  see  that  Ireland  should  be  their  coequal 
in  political  privileges  and  constitutional 
rights.     He  was  deeply  convinced  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  noble  Lord 
were  perfectly  right  in  deeming  the  renewal 
of  the  clauses  of  the  Coercion   Bill  that 
had  been  alluded  to  as  utterly  unnecessary 
for  preserving  the  peace  of  Ireland.    He 
had  acted  upon  the  suggestion  then  given 
to  him  in  the  course  he  had  pursued.    He 
took  no  merit  to  himself  for  it,  but  he  would 
have  been  wrong  if  he  had  said  a  word,  or 
if  he  had  written  a  line,  from  which  occasion 
might  have  been  taken,  should  any  agra- 
rian disturbance  have  taken  place,  to  taunt 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman with  excesses  which  it  would  be 
said  his  conduct  had  produced.     To  pre- 
serve the  country  from  that  danger  was 
the  object  he  had  contemplated.     He  was 
not  to  be  considered  as  a  private  indivi- 
dual in  such  a  case ;  he  did  not  act  as 
such.     When  confidence  was  reposed  in 
him  he  felt  that  he  was  bound  not  to  men- 
tion names.     He  did  not  mention  names, 
but  then  the  House  would  recollect  that 
he  had  to  act  with  others,  and    to  get 
others  to  act  with  him, — that  he   had  to 
manage  others ;  but  that  he  would  state 
that  in  that  management  he  did  not  utter 
a  word,  or  give  a  hint  to  any  person  of 
the  quarter  from  which  he  had  received 
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